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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALr.'

'4;
PESFIAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 618/2016

Date of institution ... 23.06.2015
Date of judgment ... 16.01.2017

Ghulam Nabi, Ex. Superintendent, 
Officer of the Director Land Records. 
Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa.

(Appellant)

VERSUS • i

1. 'fhe Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat KPK Peshawar.
2. The Secretary BOR, Civil Secretariat KPK Peshawar.
3. I'hc Senior Member Board of Revenue & Estate Department, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. The Director Land Record/Inspector General Registration, 

Directorate of Record, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

■i

• ^
I

3(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 10.02.2016 WHEREIN. THE
APPI-LLANr HAS BEEN COMPULSORY RETIRED FROM THE
SERVICE AND NOT TAKING ACTION AGAINST THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF TLIE APPELLANT WITHIN
STATU TORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS.

!
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Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai, Advocate. 
Mr. Muhammad Jan, Government Pleader

For appellat.
For respondents. )

1
7MR. ASMFAQUE TAJ 

MR. AHMAD HASSAN
.. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
.. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT -I

ASHl-AGUE J^AJ. MEMBER:- Ghulam Nabi, Ex-Superintendent, office of 

the Director Land Records Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, hereinafter called appellant has preferred 

this-service appeal under under Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
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V Act, 1974 against the order dated 10.02.2016 wherein the appellant has been compulsory 

retired Irom service.

. 2. I'acts in brief are that appellant joined Revenue Department as Junior Clerk in year 

1985, promoted as Senior Clerk and Assistant in year 1990 and 1995 respectively and then 

promoted to the present post of Superintendent in year 2003. That the charge sheet 

served on appellant on 26.12.2011 under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant 

(L&D) Rules 1973 inter-alia he had committed misconduct by forwarding the case of 

promotions of Moharrirs against rules and had not notified the approved rules. That 

Ghullam Jillani was appointed as inquiry officer who was also a member of the 

Departmental Promotion Committee. The appellant moved a no confidence application to 

the effect that the inquiry officer has promoted his younger brother namely Muhammad 

Tqbal and was thus interested and biased and against the rights of appellant. The request of 

no confidence against inquiry officer was struck down on 04.01.2011. Inquiry officer 

Ghuilam Jillani submitted detail inquiry report consisting on five pages, with findings that 

the charge against the appellant/accused official could not be established. That the inquiry

committee against the appellant was ordered on 04.03.2012, wherein committee comprising
J ^ ^

y of Chairman plus two Members gave their recommendations that appellant be directed to 

be careful in future. The SMBR did not agree with recommendation and again directed 

inquiry committee inquiry officer to summon the retired officers of Departmental 

Promotion Committee and competent authority and after summoning them and taking their, 

statements the inquiry committee again gave recommendations of disciplinary action. On 

the basis of that recommendation final show-cause notice was issued to the appellant and 

vide impugned order dated 10.02.2016 appellant was compulsory retired from service. 

Appellant preferred departmental appeal but the same was not responded till the expiry of 

statutory period of 90 days and thus resulting into instant service appeal.

Learned counsel for appellant argued this service appeal on manifold grounds. His 

first objection was that the demeanour of respondent-department was in sheer violation of

was. was

one
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Article 4, 10-A, 25 and 38 of constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan. That no fair 

proceedings had been conducted in the inquiry. He further contended that three charges 

were leveled against the Superintendent i.e the appellant processed the case of 9 

Registration Moharrirs against the post of Sub-Registrars in 2002 on the basis of draft 

services rules which had yet to be modified/notified. Secondly, the processing of working 

papers of 9 Registration Moharrirs was not recorded in writing on note part and that 

synopsis .of the said Registration Moharrirs was also not annexed with working papers and 

in last the appellant did not process the advice letter dated 28.02.2009 received from 

Section Officer Establishment Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. On the basis of said 

charge sheet the appellant was departmentally proceeded and inquiry committee 

recommended that promotion orders of all the 9 Registration Moharrirs as Sub-Registrars 

illegal, void might be withdrawn and they might be reverted to their original posts 

retrospectively. The learned counsel for appellant of the view that the charge was not 

proper and the appellant was not responsible for the wrong done by others. That it was not

are

^ of appellant to notify the draft rules. Further that no opportunity was accorded to

appellant for cross examination of the witnesses and that no statement of witnesses and 

departmental representative were recorded in presence of appellant which was clear 

violation ot Rule-9 sub-rule (4) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government (Efficiency & 

Disciplinary) Rules, 2011. In last the learned counsel ibr appellant also argued that in the 

show-cause notice the penally going to be imposed was not clearly mentioned and which is , 

again in violation of the rules and so requested that appeal in hand might kindly be 

accepted and the appellant might be reinstated into service with all back benefits.

On the other hand. Learned Government Pleader resisted the contentions of 

appellant counsel by submitting that proper inquiry committee was constituted by the 

authority and the inquiry committee recommended to initiate disciplinary action against 

appellant and other concerned responsible officers of the Revenue Board. That 

show-cause notice was issued and served upon the appellant and after observing all codal

4.

proper
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formalities the appellant was compulsory retired from service by the competent authority, 

lhat a proper order of dismissal by competent authority had been issued which might not 

be disturbed and appeal in hand needs to be dismissed.

After going through the arguments of both the sides and perusal of record the 

tribunal found that appellant been charged on three grounds. Before attending all the 

charges one by one we deem it apt to mention here that initially one Mr. Ghullam Jillani 

was appointed as inquiry officer who was also a member of Departmental Promotion 

Committee in which he allegedly promoted his younger brother namely Muhammad Iqbal 

and thus was biased. Appellant at the very outset on 29.12.2011 mentioned his no 

■ confidence over the said inquiry officer. His request was turned down on 01.20.2012 by the 

competent authority without any plausible reasons. Proprietary demands that when 

objection is raised over impartiality of an inquiry officer then as per norms of justice the

5.

an

y V inquiry officer either himself or by the competent authority was required to have been 

disassociated from the inquiry.

6. Any how the inquiry Officer Mr. Ghullam Jillani submitted his detail inquiry report. 

In his tindings he had not held the appellant directly responsible for illegal promotions 

except with the charge lhat the working paper was prepared by appellant and placed before 

the committee.

Re-inquiry was ordered and conducted by three members committee. The detail7.

findings were furnished by the committee, the crux of which are that there were three

members ol Departmental Promotion Committee consisting upon

1. Mr. Khalid Saleem, DLR/IGR, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Chairman

2. Mr. Bakhtiar Klian (DS-Il), Board of Revenue Member

Mr. Ghulam Geelani (Assistant Secretary), Board of Revenue Member

All three of them were senior and experienced officers and it was the duty of 

departmental promotion committee members to securitize all the cases and to fulfill all the

legal requirements and other criteria which were formulated for promotion of Sub-
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Regisirars. All of the above mentioned officers were well experienced and matured due to 

their length of services. It was clearly mentioned that it was the duty of Departmental 

Promotion Committee to securitize all the cases and to fulfill all the legal requirements 

belore their selection/promotions. It was also recorded in findings that all the three 

committee members have been retired from service and so no disciplinary action could be 

taken against them. It would not be out of context to mention that the three members 

committee also suggested that if all the Sub-Registrars are reverted to their originaf position 

i.e Registration Moharrirs. then a flood gate of litigations would be opened as they are 

enjoying their positions since 20.09.2008. The committee has also suggested that the 

appellant and one other had suffered a lot and considering them guilty for promotion of 

Sub-Registrars would not be justified.

Ihe competent authority did not agree with the recommendations. No reason for 

disagreement was extended by the competent authority. The committee 

recommended disciplinary action against all. On the basis of inquiry report submitted by 

inquiry officer on 17.09.2015 the appellant was compulsory retired from service.

Before looking into the validity of the impugned order, we would like to bring up 

fy Ihe work Distribution and Job Description of the Superintendent (appellant) according to 

Secretariat Instructions:

8.

again

9.

o

(a) These instructions are issued in accordance with the provision of rule 5 (12) of the 

Government of North West Frontier Province Rules of Business 1985 and shall be 

called the “N.W.F.P Manual of Secretariat Instructions, 1989”.

“Superintendent” means a Superintendent incharge of a Branch or Section and 

includes an Assistant Incharge;
(10) Superintendent

(fio

(a) A Superintendent who normally holds charge of a Branch under the control of a 

Section Officer shall be responsible for ensuring that the work is conducted 

properly ad that there is tidiness and discipline in his Branch;

(b) The Superintendent of the Receipt and Issue Branch shall be personally responsible 

for the accurate sorting of Dak Section-wise, and shall further ensure that:-
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(i) the Receipt Clerk submits the reeeipts at least twice daily to the 

appropriate SectioiVOfficer alongwith dairy; 

letters are dispatched on the date of receipt and office 

returned promptly to the Section/Office concerned; and 

that confidential/secret communications are treated in the manner 

prescribed in paragraph 67-76.

Ihe Superintendent Receipt and Issue Branch or any other official assigned the job, 

should open all covers other than those sealed and addressed by name to any 

particular office/officer in the Department and to:-

make sure that each envelope is completely emptied; 

check enclosure.and make note of omissions, if any, in the margin 

of the communication;
j

separate receipts section-wise and place them in the labelled 

compartments; and

obtain, in case of disputed receipts, orders of the Administrative 

Secretary or of an officer authorized for the purpose.

(ii) copies

(iii)

(c)

(i)

(ii)

• • ^ (iii)
y S
O' (iv)

VIII. RECEIPT AND DISTRIBUTION OF PAPERS.

29. Receipt and Issue Branch in each Department as far as possible, he centrally 

located. It should be responsible for receipt and distribution of all communications (Letters, 
Telegrams, Files, Papers, etc.) meant for the Department.

The Receipt Clerk shall receive all communications intended for the Department in 

the manner indicted in paragraph 29 and pass them on immediately to the Superintendent.

The Superintendent shall open all covers other than those sealed or addressed by 

name to any particular officer in the department. He Shall;-

make sure that each envelope is completely emptied; 

check enclosures and make a note of omissions if any, in the margin 

ol'the communications; and

separate receipts section-wise and place them in labelled

30.

31.

(a)

(b)

(c)

compartments.

'Ihe detail job description mentioned above nowhere reflect that all the three10.

charges i.e notification of draft rules, recording of process of working paper on note part ^ 

■ and not processing the advice letter, falls under his duties.

The crust of aforementioned discussion is that appellant on the basis of inquiry 

report submitted by the inquiry committee was compulsory retired from service

• IL

on

f

i



7

at
17.09.2015. On the following grounds the Tribunal deem it apt to declare the impugned

order not sustainable.

I. The Recommendation of initial inquiry officer Mr. Ghulam Jillian completely 

exonerated appellant from the three charges leveled in statement of allegations and charge 

sheet.

The subsequent inquiry committee also recommended that the appellant and 

another Mr. Anwar Zeb Officer Assistant of DLR officer had suffered a lot and considering 

them guilty of promotion of Sub-Registrars will not be justified and recommended warning 

to be careful in future. The recommendations were not honored.

11. one

in. Again the same committee on the direction of competent authority recommended

disciplinary action against the appellant and other concerned. No reason is available on file

that why inquiry committee changed stance from warning to helding him responsible for

disciplinary action.

12. No reason by competent authority is available on record that why he was not in

agreement with initial two inquiry reports. The job descriptions as mentioned above

conspicuously reflect that appellant was not responsible for notifying the referred

notifications. More-so, the inquiry committee in clear terms had narrated that it was the

responsibility of the committee members to see all the rules regulations and all criteria 

I formulated for the promotion of the Sub-Registrars. The appellant was never associated

with the inquiry in terms of recording statement of witnesses before him and extending him

d#-.

opportunity of cross examination and defence which is a gross violation of settled down

principles of audi alterm partum. So for what has been stated above this appeal in hand'' /

stands accepted. Appellant stands reinstated into service with all back benefits. Be that as it ■

may the respondents are at liberty to conduct de-novo inquiry but it would be apt to

conduct a fact finding inquiry prior to regular inquiry so as to have clear picture with

regard to the job description and distribution of work and the transgressions and

derelictions committed by the delinquent ones. In case the department opt to conduct fresh

w-A--, .•'--•f
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regular inquiry then ^11 opportunity .be accorded to appellant.by associating the appellant 

with inquiry by way of cross exarnination and defence. Before parting with judgment the

.Tribunal also jexpect that department would take appropriate steps with regard to 

recommendation of inquiry committee against illegal promotions and reversions, Order 

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

^announced! ■ ■
^ 16.01.2017
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16.01.2017 Counsel for-appellant and Mr. Muhammad Ibrar, . Assistant Secretary 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, Government Pleader for respondents present. 

Arguments heard and record perused.

’ ^ Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of eight pages placed on 

file, the appeal in hand stands accepted. Appellant stands reinstated into service 

with all back benefits. Be that as it may the respondents are at liberty to conduct 

de-novo inquiry but it would be apt to conduct a fact finding inquiry prior to 

regular inquiry so as to have clear picture with regard to the job description and 

distribution of work and the transgressions and derelictions committed by the 

delinquent ones. In case the department opt to conduct fresh regular inquiry 

then full opportunity be accorded to appellant by associating the appellant with 

inquiry by way of cross examin^ion and defence. Before parting with judgment 

the Tribunal also fowalail' ifc^forpesce that department would take appropriate 

steps with regard tojN^commendation of inquiry committee against illegal 

' promotions and reversions. Order accordingly. Parties are left to bear their own 

costs. File be consignedTo'^the record room.
ANNOUNCED'—:^ ^

''A

16.01.2017

(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 
MEMBER

)1AD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

■'?
....... V . . -_s
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Since 3''^ October, 2016 has been declared as 

public holiday on account of 1'^ Muharram therefore.

A 03.10.2016

case is adjourned for ^ f f ^ ^^

*

V

Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for 

respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. To come up for 
arguments on 16.01.2017.

♦ * 10.11.2016

-V

(PIR Bi^SH SHAH)
Mmber

/'

V
♦ ..

(MUHAMMAD AAMIR NAZIR) 
MEMBER

*

• >.
-f • ^

■»

♦ * t
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W- ■'B .16.06.2016. Counsel. for the appellant present. 

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the 

appellant was serving as Superintendent when 

compulsorily retired from -service vide impugned 

order dated 10.02.2016 on the allegations of 

processing promotion case of 9 Registration 

Moharrirs against the posts of Sub Registrar in the 

year 2008 on the basis of Draft Service Rules which 

were yet to be notified. Feeling aggrieved appellant 

preferred departmental appeal on 18.2.2016 which 

was not responded and hence the service appeal on

iJ-

;.

■■'A

■ ■■

'•

'S;

•! I... '•

/

1^/
08.06.2016.

;
That the charges attributed, to. ^the 

appellant do not pertains to his responsibility and 

. that the appellant was made scape-goat with an 

object to favour other responsible officers.

V

i'

it:

Points urged need consideration. Admit. 

Subject to deposit of security and process fee within 

10 days, notices be issued to the respondents for 

written reply/comments for 25.08.2016 before S.B.

cx d 
3 o •<C CO

>*

!.]■
hi

Appellant in person and Mr. Mukhtiar Ali, Supdt. 

alongwith Addl. AG for respondents present. Written reply submitted. The appeal 

is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing on 3.10.2016.

25.08.2016

j

iiiih ■
iit i
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Form- A-7^

\

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

618/2016Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
proceedings IS.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Ghulam Nabi presented today by 

Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.

08/06/20.1.6
1

V-

REGISTRAR

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

to be put up there on.
r~/^

G.

■'Ok



-m BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL^
PESHAWAR.

6/? /2016Appeal No.

Ghulam 0^1 V/S Revenue Department.

INDEX
Annexure PageS.No Documents

No.
01-05Memo of Appeal1.

06Copy of Appointment order - A-2.
B,B1& B2 07-09Copy of Promotion orders.3.

Copy of Charge sheet and statement of 
allegation

10-11- C&Cl-4.

12-13- D -Copy of reply5.
Copy of order dated 26.12.2011 and no 

confidence Application________ .
Copy of order regards no-confidence
application_____________________
Copy of inquiry report of Ghullam jillani 
Copy of letter dated 4.3.2014

14-15- E&El -6.

16- F-7.

17-21-G-8.
22H9.
23-I-Copy of Reply10

24-27-J-Copy of inquiry report________
Copy of second recommendation

11
28-K-12
29-L-Copy of Shovtfcause 

Copy of show cause reply
13

30-M-14
31Copy of impugned order 10.2.2016 
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18.2.2016

-N-15
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. ^1^ 72016 --

Khyber
S©«•vlc^> Tril^^nal

Plary No.Ghulam Nabi, Ex. Superintendent, 
Office of the Director Land Records 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Dated

APPELLANT
VERSUS

The Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat KPK Peshawar.
The Secretary BOR, Civii Secretariat KPK Peshawar.
The Senior Member Board of Revenue & Estate Department, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Director Land Record,/ Inspector General Registration, 
Directorate of Record, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

1.
2.
3.

4.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER 

DATED 10.2.2016 WHEREIN, THE APPELLANT 

HAS BEEN COMPULSORY RETIRED FROM THE 

SERVICE AND NOT TAKING ACTION AGAINST 

THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE 

APPEALLANT WITH IN SATAUTARY PERIOD OF 

90 DAYS.

PRAYER:
THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDER DATED 10.2.2016 MAY BE SET ASIDE 

AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED 

WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL 

BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS 

AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

■FiVedto-sJay

Registrar



-> RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Junior Clerk vide order 

dated 24.6.1985 in Revenue Deptt: and due to best 
performance promoted as Senior Clerk and Assistant Vide 

order dated 06.12.1990 & 12.7.1995 respectively and then 

the appellant on dated 8.4.2003 promoted as Superintendent 
due to recognition of best performance and spotless service. 
(Copies of appointment order and promotion orders 

are attached as Annexure-A & B,B1 &b2).

2. That the Charge sheet was served upon the appellant on
26.12.2011 as per Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant 
(E8iD) Rules 1973 and the appellant properly replied to the 

charge sheet and properly denied the entire allegation.
(Copies of charge sheet and reply are attached 

Annexure-C & D).

3. That Ghullam Jillani appointed as inquiry officer who was also
a member of departmental promotion committee and 

promoted his younger brother namely Muhammad Iqbal and 

was interested, biased and against the defense of appellant 
which was, rightly objected by appellant in writing but the 

request was turned down vide order dated 4.1.2011 and the 

inquiry officer gave his arbitrary finding to save his own skin. 
(Copy of the order 26.12.2011, no confidence 

application, order dated 4.1.2011 and inquiry report 

are attached as Annexure-E, El, F & G).

4. that the letter dated 4.3.2013 was issued to the appellant 
wherein ordered against the appellant to re-inquire the illegal 
promotion case of Registration Moharrirs to the post of Sub- 

Registrars made in the year 2008 and directed the appellant 
submitted his reply against the allegations level against you 

vide charge sheet dated 26.12.2011. The appellant submitted 

his reply and denied the allegations. (Copy of the letter 

dated 4.3 2013 and reply are attached as Annexure-H 

&1).

5. THAT the inquiry was conducted against the appellant
wherein . committee comprising of Chairman Plus Two 

member and the inquiry committee gave his recommendation 

that "appellant be directed to be careful In futurd' but the 

SMBR not agreeing with recommendation but despite that : %

r V



m. matter was closed, the SMBR again directed the inquiry 

committee to summon the retired officers of Departmentai 
Promotion committee and competent authority and after 

summoning them inquiry committee again gave his 

recommendation. (Copy was of inquiry report and 

second recommendation is attached as Annexure-J &
k).

6. That the final show cause notice was served upon the 

appellant. The appellant replied to the show cause notice.
(Copy of the show cause and reply are attached as 

Annexure-L & M).

7. That the impugned order dated 10.2.2016 was passed against 
the appellant wherein appellant was compulsory retired from 
the Service. Against which the appellant preferred 

departmental appeal but the same was un-responded till the 

expiry of statutory period of 90 days. (Copy of order dated 

10.2.2016 and departmental appeal are attached as 

Annexure-N & O).

8. That now, the appellant comes to this august Honorable 

Tribunal on the following grounds amongst the others:

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order dated 10.2.2016 is against the law, 
facts, norms of justice and principle of fair play and material 
on record.

B) That the impugned order and attitude of respondent 
department is in sheer violation of Article 4, 10-A, 25 and 38 

of the constitution.

C) That the SMBR without Following the Recommendation of 
Inquiry Committee for fresh proceedings against all the 

responsible officials as per rules , directly issued show cause 

notice which is against the law and rules.

D) That regarding the promotion of 09 Registration Moharrars, 
the appellant was neither member of the committee nor 

secretary of the Departmental Promotion Committee and also 

there is no evidence that appellant in any manner influenced 

or submitted any note part for promotion of 09 Sub-Registrar.

y- -y
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E) That the inquiry committee gave recommendation to conduct 
regular proceedings/inquiry under E&D Rules, 2011 and also 

issued letter to the Assistant Secretary (Admin) by the Deputy 

Commissioner Kohistan but despite that no regular inquiry 

was conducted and recommendation of inquiry committees 

for conducting regular proceeding/inquiry was flouted for no 

valid plausible reason, (copy of Letter is attached as 

Annexure-P).

F) That there is no recommendation against the appeiiant 
regarding guilty of allegations but despite that major penalty 

of "Compulsory Retired from Service" is imposed upon the 

appellant. This clearly shows the malafide intention of the 

SMBR and against the law and rules.

G) That the during departmental proceedings that appellant has 

neither been given any opportunity of cross examination nor 

any witness cross examined in the presence of the appellant 
which is against the law and rules.

H) That the appellant has been condemned unheard and not 
treated according to law and rules because being a civil 
servant of the province, the appellant has not been dealt with 
E&D Rules 2011 and compulsory retired from service in a 

slipshod manner.

I) That the appellant cannot be held responsible for the 

lapse/Irregularitles committed by the department and in such 

cases the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan has held the 

department responsible.

J) That according to recommendation of inquiry committee that 
action under E&AD rules 2011 be initiated against all those 

who did not notify rules, furthermore the notification is duty 
of the Board of Revenue/Administrative Authority in 

consultation with the Establishment/Law as per rules 26 of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 and Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Rules of business 1985 not the duty of the 

office of the Director Land Records as visible from note sheet 
of Assistant Secretary (Admn), Board of Revenue. Moreover, 
there is no law under which Director Land Record office, 
being subordinate to Frame/notify the rules.

K) That the seniority given to 09 Sub-Registrar duly approved by 

the Senior Member of Board of Revenue, KPK. More over 

none of the sub registrar has been reverted which proves that
i
i
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the said promotion was right and according to law. (Copy of 

the seniority list is attached as Annexure-Q).

L) That the punishment given to the appellant is too harsh being 

a good service record holder and there is no allegation proved 

on the part of appellant.

M) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others 

grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of the appellant maybe accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT ,

THROUGH:

(M. ASIF YO/tfeAFZAI)

(TAIMURm'KHAN),
&

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 

ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR.
r
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OFFICE OF tm 
DIRECTS LAND REGGRSS/
PESH,m;aR dated the /^- D /n7/l00»;

OFFICE ORDER,

NOv /DLR/ss'tb; on the recommendation of the

^ senior clerk 

NWFP, is hereby 

HRa-il# with immediate effect.

Departmental promotion committee Mr. abulam jjahi

BPG-9. office of the Director Land Records, 
prc^oted as Assistant in

He will remain on probation for a period of
one year.

4»

(muhami^ad KHiiiM .crv\K:^Ai) 
DlliECTCR,

LAND RECO^^rDS, N.W.F. P,

/^■■6'.s3 /nT.R/rsUb;Endst:No..

copy forwarded to the;-

1. Accountant General, Ntv’i’ ? , Re sh a %'a r • 

Bill Assistant, Land Records,2,
N^v’FP.

Official cphuerried. 

■ Ofl-ice-.^ordor ...file.'

w.*

4. ^.s '*•111 ;

\

i
(F^UHA^tfiAD RAHIH O^tAX) 

DIRECTOR;^ .
h^m RECORDS, N.i9.P.P.i1 1:
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I? GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAIOITUNKHWA 
BOARD OF REVENUE ' ' ' '

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

V . s

Peshawar dated the T)(\ /12/2011
u

Cl iAKGE SHEET

i

1, Waqar Ayub Senior Meniber Board of Revenue as Competent Authority, hereby 

duirge you Mr. Ghulam Nabi, Superintendent Land Records on account of the following acts of 

• oini.'^.sion.s / cytvimission. -!

Tlial the L;iw Oepartmenl: vetted and approved the draft Notification on 17.08.2006 
l.terlniiiing to Sub Registrar Service Rules but the same were not notified by the ' ■ 
Departnient and you being a lesponsible official of the branch processed the case of 
promotion of 09 Registration Moharrirs against the post of Sub Regisfrars iiT2008 on 
the basis of drafTsfervicJ^ules which had yet to be notified. ' '

ii. That the processing of working paper for promotion of above said 09 Registration 
Moharrirs lias not been recorded in writing on Note part. Furthermore synopsis of the 
said Registration Moharrirs also not annexed with working paper.

iii. That you did not process'-.'#-the advice / letter No. SOR.II(E&AD)2(22)/99(Vol:II),'^ 
dated 28.02.2009 received from Section Officer (R-II), Establishinent Department’

^ (Regulation Wing), Khyber PaklVtunkhwa Pehsawar. ■

I.

By rea.$on of the above you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Rule - 3 of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules -! 1973 and have 

rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rule - 4 of the said Rule.

You ai p-tiierefofe re».|i,iired to reply in your defence in writing within 14 days of the 

iei:ei|ii of.thi.s.charge .slieet, as to why disciplinary action should not be taken‘against you and 

whelliei'you desire to be heard in person.

Your written defence, if any, should reach Mr.

llie l.•.uquiry Olficer within the specified period failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

deleiice lo pul in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
no

Senior Member

ftlTESlED

»
i



lAv\Kil»tux_ ^ ^./^ V-:' ••
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/.r-
.1 .V STAIEMENT OF AT J-RGATION

That Ihe Law Depatlment veiled and approved the draft Notification on 17.08.2006 
l.iertaining to Sub Registrar Service Rules but dhe. same were not notified by the 
DepmtmenI and you being a responsible official of the branch processed the case of f 
l"Oinoiinn pi 09 Regislrfition Moharrirs against the post of Sub Registrars in 2008 on 
the basis of draft service rules which had yet to be notified.

it- I hat the processing of working paper for promotion of above said 09 Registration 
Moharrirs has not been recorded in writing on Note:part. Furthermore synopsis of the
said Registration Moharrirs also not annexed with working paper.

iii. That you did not processed the advice / letter No. SOR.[|(E&AD)2(22)/99(Voi:n), 
dated 28.02.2009 received from Section Officer (R-II), Establishnient Department 
(Regulation Wing), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pehsawar.

i.
.V '*.>'*

2

■h'

; (

i •

1

!i
I

i ;

: i..

I . •
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'I'o,

The Assistant Secretary (Receipts)/ 
Enquiry Officer.

Subject:- reply to the charge SHFFT/STATEIVIRIVT of AI.I.F.nATinM

Kindly refer to Assistant Secretary (Esstt:) Board of Revenue Khyber 

memo:No.Estt:I/31076-77/ dated 26/12/2011 wherein I the undersigned 

a charge sheet. In reply to the charge sheet 1 hereby submit the

PakhtLinkhwa

was served with 

following:-

4

srcsr 'XTirRegistrar- m 2008 on draft rules which had yet to be notified 1 hll
Paldntmkhvv^t auSSSponsMe

Board of Revenue was duty bound to notify the "^^es ^bdng°ruf'”'f
-‘- and promotion on un-nS 

me. I neitlrer vva D P P P™“^sed byWho made p.o,ronsL^tH:^rL^

but the samenot were

ii) .tx taTL°,' -t; «!>
u Zoizzz_______v.x^ prepai-e working
K.p.r i„ .h.p.

r:xrrdirected to issue the oPdersThT^ f°™af'°P!and was

iii) No.SORjSadS22)/99'Jvol^'lt dated 28-^2009 (Coo ■ 

itieTofRetulaLrWing'orEstUM^ and common sensejs the'receivJd

*;dhir”i*(cr "x°' »;a7ESTED
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In view of the above charges leveled against me nothing has been 

pioved on record against me. I may please be exonerated from the above charges and 

obliged. Personal hearing is solicited please
I

I 5

Yours Obediently
Dated:-

(GHUEAI^NABI)
Assistant Supdt:

■ Directorate of Land Records. 
(Presently ^working as Supdt: in the 
BudgethBr^ch, Board of Revenue 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) i

V

i

!■;

;
;

! •
!

J

;

FI

fo.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAICHTUNKHWA ' ' ' 

BOARD OF REVENUE v
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT .

,t

• Dated Peshawar the /1'2/2011 
f^io

^ ORDER
v.

No. Esl.l:!/ Ill exercise of the powers conferred by rule 5 (2) of the '. . 
N W|.T> (luvnrniueiii Sei-valits (Efficiency and Discipiiimiy) Rules, 1973, Mr.■GhulanT.leeiani '

S-'i ieini y (Receipt) Boairl of Revenue is hereby appointed as Enquiry Officer to , ■ 

<Miqiin v 10, c.oan.eclion vvii.li the charges mentioned in the enclosed charge sheet ' , 

againsl Nir, Uhulam Nabi, the then Superintendent (DLR Office) after obseiwing the 

p.rocednie laid down in rule 6 of the above quoted rules.

•i M I' tor I

•iv-

V By order of 
Senior Member 'i:.

No.
;

Copy to the:-

Mr. Gluiiarn Teelani Assistant Secretary (Receipt) Board of Revenue; Fie is requested 
• to submit his (Indiniis witlhn 15 davs of the receiipt^f this order. ^

2. h4r. (Ihulain .Nabi, S.upeiintendent (Budget) Board, of Revenue.. Fie is directed to 
atiend. the office of Enquiry Officer as and when called. Charge Shek and Statement 
ofailcgatjons a.re enclosed.

• ■

1

!
1

Assistant Secret •stt)
i:

WTESTt
A*

t

1

i



To.

The Senior Member ofBoiirtl of Revenue. 
Khyber Rakhlunkhwii.

SI J BJ ^•:CT: NOCONFIDBNCB.

R/.Sir,

j

It is requested that Mr.Ghulam Jcelani Assistant Secretary

(Receipts) Board of Revenue has been appointed as Fnquiry Officer vide Board of
cl 3/«7^-77

Revenue leller No.l'.sll:/! d 10/‘TSO^dalcd 2(»-r2-2()ll whereby ihe undersigned

luive been dinrgu ;ilu'dcd niiil surveilwilli Mlnleiiioiil df iillcgiiiioii, In iliiii rugurd.

■ it is stated that we have no confidence over the above said Fnquiry Officer.

I
I

s.
li.

It is therefore requested that another Fnquiry Officer out of Board 

of Revenue may kindly be appointed for the purpose.

Yours obedient Servants,

(GHULAM NABl) 
Supcrinlcndenl B.O.R 2

Dated:- 29.12.2011. ^(ANWAR ZFB) 
SSISTANT REVENUE-I

i-.

•:

i

1 1
V

iOTBF r
n I

^**'“^*^ r"-'-^irfiTiiriftir r #
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Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa '
BOARD OF REVENUE 

Revenue & estate department

No.AS (RT)/Enquiry/2011-12/^^.- 

' Dated; 0*^01/2012

1
t

To, .

y
1. Mr. Ghulaiii Nabi,- 

Superintendent,
■ Board of Revenue.

Mr'. Anwar Zeb,
Assistant, Board of Revenue.

2.

SUBJECT: NO CONFIDENCE-ACTS OF OMISSION/rOMMISSTON
■\

Please refer to your letter dated 0201.2012 whereby no confidence against the 
undersigned as Enquiry Officer for holding enquiry against both of you was ihorra. In this 

context the matter was submitted for appointment of another officer but the Compttent Authority 

has ordered me to continue with the subject enquiry.

Therefore in continuation of letter No. AS(RT)/Enquiry/2011-12/3 093-94, dated 

27.12.2011, you are advised to provide your reply in defense and appear before the undersigned 

if you desire to be heard on 07.01.2012.

i
!

Assistant Secretary (Receipt), 
Enquiry Officer

!

Ml lISTcD I
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roVirRNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

& ESTATE UEPARTMEN'li'■

I Revenue

2V
• MR- ANWAR ZRR> 7

INQL'IRYSUB.il:CT:

r|i: tl 26.12.2011 issLictl by Boai'tl
lo CiUlclllCl

. 31079-S0/1:;sU:1, Oalo 
h,0„ Oidoanl by llK' Cuii'P^'b'ib Aullu.nty

l,;ind Records prc-scnlly

i! Kindly refer lo ORb)bR No11.!!■

or licvciu.c, wlKicby llio undci-.sini>cd 1'^
Aiiwnr 'A’li. Asiiislaid

lUiard of Revenue, in lild'l ^>1 O'luirf.c

IS

of Ihe onV'*- of nirecior
Shcel/Snaeiueiil of alle^ulion.s ■ilready .servedini|uii'V

I i
posted itth !■

him (Annexure-A).uponc

1}

I ■ I iv: iilT^erved vide chaij^es

N.-ri), (ill i»<i ('■')“« S..I. i>.»i»"." S“">“
.«a,.„;ov=Jd»« N—i». d.»d

“ -" r;:::::

4
2.k:

i'
if

: ■

I
{

i, were non'
againsl the post of Sub Registrars

Working Paper for promotion

r
Moharris was notof above said Regislranon

lexed with the Working Paper. And 

Officer (R.n)
notified. Further, 
recorded in writing on

i;
Note I’ai-t. Synopsis were also not am

28 02.2009 iccciycd from Section
llic advice dated!' he did not process

Establishment Department.
‘i

!:i !i1, •T.!i I
:^i ;Id

!;5 nPPT.Y TO CHA_RG^"(■

I "I 27.12.2011 to appear before the 

09.01.2012, he presented lhe._
Horded (Anncxnrc-B). VOdlc going through the

in the case. According

if
- In light of above order, the accused was asked on 

02.01.2012 and provide his reply in defense. So on 

u chance of personal licaring was also a

■*

i:
' 3.

S:i
lii

undersigned oni:

reply and a el .
reply h is noticed that the accused straight away
U) him neitlia- lie was responsihle lo deal will'

Note lie pointed out that rules

denied his iiivolvcm-nt
drall Rules lUirl^l.R was supposed Ibr the 

in respect ol appointment
li’j.:

J'i
. l ie also staled that through a not aware about holding of DPCpurjio.sc . I 1 •

not clear, l^eplying to chargc-ii. he cxplamed I rat Furthermore, minutes

. So us to reply to eliarge-iii

K! arcM he handed over theId mulonlyon lhcdircplions of seniors 

alongwhlr appointment orders were handed
„ i» iW lii'”
a„d S„io, Bed .( R..™= -

lo him for issuance17: over
processed by the DLR himself 

order for seeking advice
i'l

'.I-' pleased lo

5 }■:: e fimn-Eaw Department.
- ^

.e->i •
FACTS , .......  , a rmncNcd by the aeeu,sed with his reply to

A perusal of Note part liom an . Registrar and
would reveal dial ire processed application .jf a MiD Reg 

Cliarge .Slieel (Anne.suie-.), ^ ijepnrimenl lor
or s„v«d i-i > di ;

,.,,.1 „p„kn.. Tl»dth Ilk B«d ““

nr.-n •
4.

!
'

..
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:r^i:!
lulviscd Ihc Supcrintcncicnl lo pul up relevant

was

■;\r :lo IGR. In Ibis context, IGK vide Para-5
-i

yet been iiolil'icd. 'I'liough tbe said direction
hands of Assistant who vide Para: ^

A

^ notion rules ami draft rules which have not

for Superintendent but again it reached lo the
5!
J

marked it lo Supcnnlendcnl/DLR (Annexure-D). In
6-8 again by-passing Superintendent

ascertained from the files of other Assistants of

absence of
defense the accused slated that in fact it can be

occasions they marked the lilcs direct lo DIM in
the Section that at some

nli,od al>sciil iK.ni iho Mffic.. While gul.ig Ihuuiiih urlgiiud Note

.1,0 ,,.,1 u-iu h In llic uiblo i«f
Siipeiinlendcnl who always

(ihlaiiicd [i I INI lln* *'1 ti m 1)
I'his ;,C1 n,niK .ecused cslablislies ihiil in llich He did iiol Mihiiiil Hole In ni,K

the blank space. In his support the accused

|■c^u;

[j);il lll>- ImIIiI Noll-1‘ i )i ,K. il .’•‘■‘•IIrr II
i:

I

Si,R/lGU.
otherwise lie would liave not drawn cross lines on/ DLR lor his perusal but the same alter passing 

remarks/order (original copy
submitted tosays that the note in question was 

sufficient lime was

/
/

returned lo him witlioul recording any
about holdiny, of DPC, but on otherenclosed). So as lo his tins contention that he was not aware

to hand over the relevant record. Relevantf-' hands he confesses that he was directed by his seniors/I
. of vacant posts, seniority list, ACRs in original OR synopsis- 1

record mean the file containing No 

Working Paper therein.
J-

Ianu
I f

Further perusal of photocopy of Note Part (Annexure-E) reveal that at Para-1-2.

DLR forwarded requisition for rccruilmcnl ofg Sub-RcgisUais
5.

Assistant (Lsll-V) staled that 
through Public Service Commission. While going through the file i,t is also noted that

iginal Notification hearing No. 10373/Admn:VlI/ICC 12-A, dated:i

alor-gwilh the requisition 
,09.06.2006 allegedly singed by cx-Senior Member, Board of Revenue was also annexed with tlic

requisition, it is presumed that when walks and talks surfaced, assessing the time, the said
original Notification has been encircled in tire neck of Estt: Section of Bo^d of Revenue

office. The undersigned discussed in length the landing

an on

: i(
I-
Il

i
proving that il never remained in DLR’s 
of this particular Notification in Estt: Section with the following officcrs/ofricial of Estt: Section

whq,straight away denied its oxi.stcncc earlier in their Section and disclosed that it was already 

annexal w.lh Iho Ibnvarding teller will, which rec,uisilinn h.r I’uhlic Service Commission, was

• u'}■:

I Li
•',5

,r

hf
enclosed.

Lllf Mr. Muhammad /,aril, AS(l'.stl).

Mr. Muhammad Ajinal, Superintendent (Lstl).

Mr. Muhiimntiid imaran, Assi.sUinl (Ivsil).

i.f
I !t;', )! 11

111.
J:

Accordin'g to Mr. Imran, after a day or two. Assistant LR-IV visited his Section and

requested him not,to take'any action on the rciuisition as according to liirn it contained some

mentioned as (16) instead ot

. Thus be did not take further acl,.on and wailed for its

Iraiiiifcrrcd from DLR

6.I!
n

. 1

11 mistakes and deficiencies like pay scale of Sub Registrar which was
^ |i

(14),and working ouliZonc wise quota
duly corrccted/complcled. In the meanwhile Assi.stanI LR-iV was 

office to Board of Revenue, thus the matter remained unattended till 17.10.2011 when the issue
was discussed on higher level, so in light

return
;

ji
■

of rcquisiliun and proiiiolion of Registration Moharrirsf

returned to him in writing on 01.11.2011 forof DLR’s office earlier request, the same
examinatio,^correction. According lo EsU: Seclion, till now, no response has been

of the above said statements, the undersigned

was

ihoroiigh
heard from that cnd.,lo know the genuinness

1

f

i
I
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t: lilc did nul rcjich [o Iiis Jiiiiids a.s llic Siihjcul uKillor w^is iv'hilcd lo Admii:VII wliu ;d llial lime
,Sn in lii'lil nflii.s Mr,S,•mind who wii.s wni;kin|! n,/

Record Keeper ngahik ihe .seal of As.sislanl (Admn:Vll) was shown Ihc said 

Mr. Anwar Zeb, Assislanl of die olllee

Wii,‘; dkiidini', will) Hu- ;i;,i(|>

case, l ie staled IhaV^ 
()1 1)1,K came lo iiim wiih a lllc'vvithout Note l^arl and

(■

/ ..■ied 10 Iiand over that file bnt he rea.sed lo adeept it as the same was without Note .Part, so he^/
/ ^'way Ihal lile will, him (Annex,,,-e-l I), Aenndi,,,, l„ hint lill his livinsldr IVon, lhal sea, he 

cl.cl not ,-eccive hack lhal file. It is also slranfie to note that when Noie of DLR which 

submillcd by DPR tci Senior Mcmbe,-. Boa,-d of Revenue vvho di,-ected 

haw Department and which at last was marked lo

/f was
iA lhal case be referred to

Assislanl (Adnin-V) for ])iming Jrali Idler 

was leached fo the liands of those officials who were interestedthen how this Note aiongwith lile
I I in its relricval-when'the file}

was 111 custody of Establishment Section. 'And the accused after
pas.siin- Ihi-cc yeans aiincxcd it willi his reply in defense. It is' i

worth mentioning that being iioused 
buildi,ig the eoneerned staff of DLR’s office always took advanlage by using Dispatch 

Rcgisler ol 150R Ibr issuance of those Idlers which 

t|uoling Admn:V and: Admn;Vll.

in one

wcic'lo be issued .lor ulterior motives byi

ON.t>lNGS

9. While.going through the files and correspondence though it cannot be established
hie accused was p.-aetically involved with eha,.ges as mentioned in the Charge Sheet but it has 

been established lhal:

Someone holonging to slaff of DLR’s office wa,'j 

much active behind holding of DPC-2008 

ihvolal role in gelling things in ilieir favour.

1.
very 

and liad a

'fliougli the concerned staff'of Eslablisliment Section 

Boai-d of Revenue slated that tlio Notification-2006 

allegedly signed by Ex-SMBR (Sliah Wall Khan) 
already annexed wilh llic

II.
of

was

acquisition but it caniioi be 

proved that the accused certainly ^ enclosed the said
notilicalion with the requisition as the concerned staff of
IasU; Section wlicii received the rcquisilion did 

pin-point its landing in their Section at that time.
not

Also there is no material available in Ihc files which could 

establish that such and .such proj^osals against the mles 

were recommended hy (he
II

in.

accii.scd except Ihaj
corrcs]5ondcncc which the accused made wilh DLR by 

passing (he Superinlendanl. ‘
Thougli the accused is denying lhal he did nol know aboul 

proceedings of DPC held in 2008 but it is also a fact that 

without piescncc ol custodian of relevant record and the 

Superintendent of Section, a meeting cannot be held.

IV.

j- i k .
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/ >
>■ . ' Ili^‘ Woiiin,. I>;ipcr .-lul olhcr niiUcriiil

;■ . iiolding ol'DPC^Km is not available on record but h 

-safely be opined that these documents in fact 

picparcd and placed before the Committee 

ol^laining the Pensy with malalkic intentions, these 

removed from the scene by unforeseen hands.

|: ■ linder Section 6(5) of NWPl
■nciuiry Ollkcr 1ms been nmdc bound ,o subnnrbis Hndin.s und ground li.ereoi; uceordingly 

)-'-.!)orl IS siibinillcd for pcnisal/ordcrs of ihc Compeicnt Aulhorily.

V.
reciiiircd for

/•/
can

!
/ were/

and after

weic
a

]
‘ (invcmmoiil .Scrvunls (n&D) Rules. 1973, the

;
;

!

;
'■> i . .\

A■ !. I/ /: M
(Ghulam Jeclani) 

Assistant Secretary (Receipt), 
l.inc|Liiry Oflicer.
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government of khyber pakhtunkhwa 

board OF REVENUE 
revenue & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.

Dated, i^/03/2013. i I

Mr. Ghulam Nabi 
Superintendent DLR’s- Office.

Mr. Anwar Zeb,
Assistant DLR’s Office.

C-^/

• .ir’

'My •Subject: ENQUmv

irs to the post of

;

.lfcg.a... l„.,ed r “ 1““

Assistant sL rltary^ 

Board of Revi^ i) ■ ■

*
•?. _r

;

;

;
i

• ;

!
I

i.

:

I-
■ ■ ?--•. • "'V, 'f.-,':■

;■

V

;
v;
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To,

The Enquiry Officer

Subject: Reply

Kindly refer to the subject noted above, with the Humble request 

that the requisite reply has already been communicated to the Enquiry Officer on 

07/Q^/2012 (copy enclose) is still stand please.
‘r

V f'StTy"

V.

». •

(GHULAMNA

SUPERINTENDENT, 
LAND RECORDS, KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA.

;

;

i

i

' i

I



OFiariC /fsSlSi-ANl\I ''
lU^SPlXji ()J<: MR. ANVVARZKH

:()R1)S AND AI,R OniRR ACCUSKD OKKICIAl 
,)IVI<)'I ION (‘ASI';(S) OK RI'XDS rRA'nONJMriTrA'K^^lRS

/PUoVOt r?
INQUIRY RKl'ORr IN 

„ DlRKCn-ORATK OK 1,aND IrK.
'NVOKVKD IN Tm.; IIJ,K(;ai1
.W, i’<>>>'ka_)k suit Ki.-.cisji'K/.i: in i iir', vkak ^oos.

■;6’• S’ r: ;
t »

;

A K ivlcr 10 order No.^ Adnih-Vli/lisl: HOR/2013/2322-27 ckilctl 18.02.2013 whereby the 

ii ik'i eil hy llu' ('iiinpeleiil .Aiilhui iiy In pi uhe iii(u ;ille[.yi[iotis o^iaiii.st

Mi- AiiWiii/t’h uiiikiii|i iiM AfiiSisiiinl in ninMor Kiiinl I'lTiihr:; iiinl iili (iiIiit in'oifii'il nllli'iiilii
involved iii ihe illeiMl promotion case (.s) ol ke|,'Js(ralion Muluirrirs to (he po.sl ol'Suh-K.eKistr:irs in the 
year 2008. | ■

i? Liiidei;;i[-iied;i liaw been

I' AC I s

lha iin eomplianee will) to obey orders of Competent Autliorily the 

nic.s on the subject were obtaincdl froinjSuperintendent (Hstablishment) of Board of Revenue. After 
perusal ol files it reveals that (ihargej sheets dated ,06.02.201 1 and 26.12.2011 were issued to 

M/S. Ghulain Nabi Superinlcnclcnland‘/\nvvar/eb Assistant of Director Land Record’s Office whereby 

the lollowing ailegalions/chargcs were leveled against Ihcm:-

fael.s ul' the ease an.

i’hat the Lpw Department vetted ■ and approved the'* draft Notification 
17.08.2006 ■)ertaiping to Sub-Registrar Service Rules but the same were not 
notified by he Dppartment and they being responsible officials of the branch 
processed the ca^ of promotion of 09 Registration Moharrirsio the post of Sub- 
Registrars ip 20081 on the basis of draft service rules which had yet to be 
notified. '

1. on

'fhat processing of working paper for promotion of above said 09 Registration 
Moharrirs has iK lIbccn initiated in writing on Note part. Furthermore synopsis 
of the said Regis riition Moharrirs also not aimexcd with working paper.

' i

That they did not prueess the advicc/loller No.SOR.lI(ii&AD)2(22)/99 (Vokil), 
dated 28.02.2009 received from Section Ofliccr (R-11), Hstablishment 
I3eparlmciU (Regulalion wing). Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa Peshawar.

.11-.

'•V

III.

2. In the inslant case'an enejuiry has already been conducted by Mr. Ghulam .leclani 

retired Assistant Secretaty Boarc^ of Revenue vitle (Anncxurc-A). However, M/S Ghulam Nabi 
Superinlendciil and Anwaiv.cb As.‘iisLanl! Director Land Record’s Office, were directed to submit their 

written defence in response to the charge s leveled against them. The accused officials have submitted 

the same which may be perused ■''ide (iiLiincxure-B & C) respectively. The said written statements 

show that both the accused official > ha^ c|tolally denied their involvcmcnt/rclcvancy in the case.

SI’AXhCMKNT OK MR, CriUl.AIVl NABI SliPKRINTKNDKN f. 'A.

Mr. Ghulam. Nabi Superintendent staled that the Board of Revenue is the 
autliorily to notily the draft nolifieation and it is not his job to notify it. 
b'urther stated that Sub-Rcgislrar Rules, 1993 arc still intact therefore, 
promotion under rules which has to be notified was illegal. lie admitted, 
in his slatoment that he has prepared'Working Paper on the directions of 
Competenij Authority (i.e. Director Land Records)' mentioned in the 
Worljting Ppper that-rules are not clearcd/nolified. I'urlher-staled that he 
was Linawaiicd of the Departmental Promotion Committee. • He also

I

StlW IMI.V h I
1

"'tv,,
f

o,-

J



(#
denied his: involvement in iislablislmicnl Ocparlmcitrs IcUcr ck^d

:'si

as"■b-

s rAii'KiyricN'rOK mu. anwarzku assis'kant.7B 

^ ♦ /
B.

f-

I
Mr. Aiivv:ir/.el» lliiil lu- alivjuly ::uhinilleil tleUii! reply miuI lie

transrerrctl tn Board of Kcvcniie on 01.08.2011 while the charge 
■liIiCfjMiy liiiii oil 26.12.?.(li 1. lie. iihio lilaled lliiil he hud

was

subn 
hrolHer i 
Regi m-arii 
was lol giytn 
Oe|n rliuui 
proccssec 1 
the relcvj n 

■ brother v'as a

Wiui n-iii
illcd an applicaiiun lor rcplaceiiicnl ul l.‘ju.|uii'y Olliccr us llio 

Bnc)\iiry orncer was also promoted to thc'post of Sub­
tile ^said Departmental Promotion Commiilee but his request 

due consideration. I'le further stated that minutes of the 
l; I I'romolion Coiiimiltce were leinpered and he could not 
he letter of Establishment Department dated 28.09.2009 and 
iilc was rouled/processed through Mr. Ghulam Jeelani as his 

candidate for promotion as Sub-Registrar thcrctorc, the 
flic v/as cliiappearcd/conccaled.

i'

i?. OBSERVATIONS.

been observed that the original file regarding promotion and Service Rules is 

found, in the coneerned record to produce bclorc the enquiry 

id case file (in hand) and other relevant documents connected

It has

missing and still have not been 

commiucc, however after deep slit 

to the case, the following points arc

3.I I.

y of
:

worth doiisideration:-

So fir a: ilic preparation of working paper tor the said Departmental 
■ Broil olio 11Conimitlec is concerned, the SuperinlcndeiU In charge has 

clear y meilitioncd that the required rules, in the said promotion case for 
the t me since fi'om 1993 had become rescinded and latest amendment- 
brought up in the year 2006 which though got vetted through Raw 
Department had not ycl been notified up til! dales due to the unknown 
reasons, 'fhc concerned Superintendent further mentioned in the 
Working Paper that the Departmental Promotion Committee ■ may 
detennine the suitability for promotion to relevant record, signed the 
said Working Paper without producing any cogent reasons in wake of 

i .vaila ilily of relevant Sub-Registrar Rules.

1.
• i

'i:
I

non
I I

Ihe iromoiion orders which were issued have not been 
:lled/v'iithdrawn so far by the Director Land Record.

l poi^blc that the Superintendent and dealing Assistant were out of 
ic^essible lo conimunicalc/ contact in the promotion case.

Mr. Knwafzcb Assistant clearly stated in his stalcmeht that he did npt 
process the Ivstablishment Department letter dated 28.02.2009.

Why
canc'

11.

Can 
rcaclj/ina

111.

iv.

Mr. Ghulam-'Nabi staled iii his slaleiiienl that Sub-RegisUai Rules, 1993 
is still iiilaci whereas in the Working Paper these rules were not for 
worlii consideration, he further added that the Dcparlmcntal Promotion 
tAimlniUed \va.s .siipposetl lo (.Iclerniiiie ihe illness^ tor promotion lo ihe 
post pf Su^vRegislrars amongsl ihe qiialil'icd Regi.slralion Slall slricllyjn 

q Willi tiic provision and policy on ihc subject, however there 
has Ipccn npjdclaiis of such policy in the said Working Paper. Now the 
question sIHow, Ihc Dcparimciiial^Prbmoiion Committee deicrmincd die 
critciiia f ir; the said promotion without having relev^i rules-^poUcy lo 
workout alilocatidn of vacancy and quotas/sharcs ol promotion, posts

V.

•iv

accofdaiic

V.-.
XfB BlRn ■“.V" M i



' >'•

/ :/iJikindincs7 57
j-Ini IS I'cvisctl ciujiiiry vyliicii '‘■'iKiIiy cofichiclctl by Mr. Gluilaiii Jccliini,WJI.S the llicnm:§um Mercury. Boa.l ofRavanue ai,ai||i M, C;iu,l„n, Nabi, Supc-nnlcmlcnl, Oi,valor band Records 

»C aao W. Anwar .eb, omee Assis rrnl.'l ipcor l.and Record’s olllee anri 

■ ciorare ha^ been involved in this ci
olher ol'lieial ul'lhe said 

Vo Iresh Charge Shccls/Slatemcnl of allegations have been
no

•. quiiy.
#ved uixm them. PrevioLis Charge S

O w
bailable records have been

, .Stalement ol allegations, their j'eplies and ail oilier relevant
examined Im m the perusal of Charge Sheets/Slatemenl of allegations, it

/ „ ' ‘**^*^'^ tVheial.s had processed dhc promotion case of nine Registration Moharris to the post
of Sub Registrars without having cogent/valid rules and DPC have cleared thenr and prontoted as Sub 

Registrars from 20.U9.2(J0.S. , ^

icel

5. So lar as the Illegal promoUon of Registration Moharris is concerned, they were promoted by 
Ihc lbepar,mental Promotion Connnittce consi.^lcd upon ihc Ibllowin.t

senior and experienced ofneers:

1. Mr. Khalid Saleem I31,R/)GR, Kh>ber P; yitunkhwa.
I 2. Mr. Bakhtiar-Khan(DS-II), Board bfRUnuc

3. . •'^‘■■Ghiilam.lcelanilAs.si.slanlSeeielar/j, Board ol'Rcvcnue

Cliairman 

Member Q 

Member. /

6. ll was the responsibility 0/the Committee's 

criteria which has been formulated for the 

officers

retired from service.

members to see all rules/regulations and olher 

promotion of Sub Registrars because all the above mentioned 

-- to their length of services as all of them have now beenare well experienced and matui'ed due

7. A.S the above tnentiotred Jfficcr^ have been retired fro.n service and no disciplinary actions 

could be taken against thetn. As it was the i ujofthe OeparUnental Promotion Committee to 

Ute eases and to lUmi, al, the legal re,ui}eme„ k betbre their seleettoti/promotton and the committee has also 

™ a^ these rules. Ihis fact has also beer jdinitted^ by the then Inspector General Registration (natnely
.. Cltan Bakhsh) m an ofhec note which l^as submitted to the then Senior Mgmber, Board of Revenue

(Annexure-D).

scrutinize all

8. 11 nil the Sub Registi'urs are peverled to their ori
, original positions i.e Registration Mohairis in light

of t C letter of Establishment Department ^d^ure-E) then a flood gate of lit.gations will be opened

as they are enjoying their positions sinee(ggo^„ other hand both the officials namely Ghulain 

Nabi (Superintendent) and Mr. Anwar4 (ofe^sistant) of the DLR office have

last one and a halfyear and only consiciu-ing t ij-m guihy Ibr the promotion ofSub Registrars will 
justice.

■,U-

suffered a lot for the 

not be the

illF [■'> ;,ns
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I'acls/iiisciissiiivt.; :iikI perusal of available 
named ollicials may be warned lo be carei'ul in lliturc.

(Ill records.'^-onimiiiee recommends dial both lie above

Mian AsgndiuiiK-hrin 
Director Land Records Muhkni^^jfk

AssistanVs^'^' 
Boara of Rev

d "Navecd 
b’e( retary-Il 

Borri of Revenue
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^ .).»s.is m„,„
I'O' liavr .■:„l.,Hilled dlK-ir j,,i,,i .wdlien .r.i "'^'''^ Minim,Hied and

ha. been examined and i, has been ob e' ved thn "
p.reclor land Record, the worldno 1^ ’ T“ o
h.K.lV/Regislriiliuii Moliarrir/2U0!j vvas mii^ T’d’ ‘pailahle in nic ,,0.
raliicr it has been chnnped and ihe wm'i-- ‘‘‘■'funded to him for Iris approval 
'''■'i approval, it tvas nicniio'ned Urn dO'/’n '“^milled to him for
by inilial recruitment io be niade ihiJm.t .’T,- up

Pi'omolion ti-om amongst the Registration Mol arrh^0 % by

'X' ^ • 1'!
!
I

«/

f
I
i

;•
i

«»»w«";is'S“h:,X5;%:rx
r.

ol Sub Registrars from the I ■iw1:)eiri'*i''" ordraft Service Rules
IP- (Board of Revenu fo " ^ r/‘" O^P-b.ent

very much elc^and Miielfwrs^uppofed‘tf be"' it is

but It could not done due to unknovir,t i m letter and spirit
lliree retired officers and above mentiMed f 1“ "I' of
concerned office Assistiit of Director Cd Rem d ^^‘Perintendent and
officers/officials of the eoncerned branch IfR d rather the
the DPC are equally responsible As all L d "'M, Members of
b- been retired, and no disciphnary ae^t

ji.RCOMlVlF,Nr)ATtnNk'

siNiie iitibjcci liavc h CCJl

of all the nine Mohtirrirsi ul "Ret’sU'al-T ‘p''' promotion orders
—-td n,ay be

j" Joj5S2]7wtll"as Seef T"h officers/off,eials

'phybcrihiEIIlllffii^^ office under tlie
who have shown nenliaencp in haCf ■ " (^^iit^icncy ^ Discipline) Rules 2011 
Establishment dS S u ^ Service RuleLas des ed iftl

■ 28.02.2009 (Flag-Er i SOR.ll(E&AD)2(22)r9 (Vol.irdated

2.

iniui)Dircclor hniU Keeords (Miih;u\^in\:l 
AssislaiU Sec

Board ofRiTvcniic

‘0
(vAtRirtji)rc 1W-:

Sqcrctary-n 
Board oriievcnue
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
BOARD OF REVENUE 

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

ir

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE ..'s' '
■- ■

I, Muhammad Hum^yun Khan, Senior Member, Board of Revenue, as 

Competent Authority, under the KhyUer Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency 

and Discipline) Rules, 2011, serve you Mr. Ghulam Nabi, Superintendent office of the 

Director Land Records, show: Causg-nqtice|th^Gan. enquiry; ■'yas conducted against you, 
wherein an opportunity was given to lyou to be heard in person and furnish written 

defense. The Enquiry Officer has submitted his report on 17.09.2015.

•■i.'f.

■ T.

2. After ;going through the findings of the Enquiry Officer, material on record 

and your written defense before the Enquiry Officer, I am satisfied .that you have 

committed misconduct on the following account:

i) That the Law Department vetted and approved the . draft Notification 

17.08.2006 pertaining to Sub-Registrar Service Rules but the same were not
on

notified by the Department and you being a responsible official of the 
branch processed the case of promotion of , 09 Registratipn Muharrirs 
against the post of Sub-Registrars in 2008 on the basis of draft service rules

.■*

which had yet to be notified;:

ii) That the processing of working paper for promotion of above said 09
Registration Muharrirs has hot been recorded in writing on Note part. 
Furthermore synopsis of the said Registration Muharrirs were also not 
annexed with working paper.. j

iii) That you did not process the advice/letter No. S0R.I1(E&AD)2(22)/ 
99(Vol:II), dated 28.02.2009 received from Section Officer (R-II), 
Establishment Department' (Regulation Wing), Khyber. Takhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

f

■J

.-.eC'W
3. As a result thereof, I, as Competent Authority, am of the view to impose 

major penalty as indicated in Rule-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant 

. (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011, ,

You are therefore required to show cause as to why the afofesaid penalty 

should not be imposed upon you. Furthermore, you /are directed to appear 
/^‘/^'g?^''y~at 10:00 a.m before thp undersigned for personal hearing.

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

taken against you.

rv

4.

on

il5.
1

:

Senior Member
No.EsttU^^ j 19 f 

Peshawar, dated o^l\Ql2Q\5 

Mr. Ghulam Nabi, Superintendent oftice of the Director Land Records.

A
1^ i
•j

i

Charge Sheet

i



S.«- .4a

7-^ To,

The Assistant Secretary (Estab:)

Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

REPLY TO THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE DATED 09/10/2015.SUBJECT:

Kindly refer to the subject and to request in your honour that reply has 

already been submitted to the Enquiry Officer on 07/01/2012 and 06/03/2013 respeetively which 

may be sympathetically considered as the reply to the show cause notice dated 09/10/2015 

please.

YOURS SEINCERELY

'v-A.

(GHULAM NABI) 

SUPDT: OFFICE OF THE

DIRECTOR LAND RECORDS.

WfSFf

•v

••
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
BOARD OF REVENUE 

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar the / Z) /02/2016.

/

NOTIFICATION

No.Estt:I:/PF/Ghulam Nabi/ WHEREAS; Mr. Ghulam Nabi 
Superintendant office of the Director Land Record was proceeded against under the

Khyber Palchfunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 201-1,, for 

the charges, mentioned in the Charge Sheet & Statement of Allegations.

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Arshad Naveed, the then Secretary-II Mian 

Asfandyar the then Director Land Record and Muhammad Hamayun Assistant Secretary 

Admn Board of Revenue were appointed as Inquiry Committee to probe charges leveled 

against the said officials arid submit findings and recommendations.

AND WHEREAS the Inquiry Committee after having examined 

the chai'ges, evidence produced before, them and statement of accused official, submitted 

their report whereby the charges against the accused official stands proved.

AND THEREFORE I, Muhammad Humayun Khan, Senior 

Member, Board of Revepue after having examined the charges, evidence produced, 

statement of accused officikl, findings of Inquiry Committee and after personal hearing of 

the accused official concur with the findings and recommendations of the Inquiry 

Committee.

NOW THEREFORE I as Competent Authority in exercise of
powers conferred by Rule'-4 (b) (ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

^ . . . i ■
(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 impose major penalty of Compulsory Retirement 

from service upon Mr. Ghulam Nabi Superintendant, Director Land Record’s Office 

with immediate effect. ;

4
ISd/-

Senior Member

h2-2>3—No.Estt:I:/PF/Anwar Zaib/

Copy forwarded to the:- 
Accountant General, Khyber Palditunkhwa. 
Director Land Record Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
PS to Senior Member Board of Revenue 
Official Concerned.
Personal File. : , -

1.
2.
3.

5. t—
Secretary -1

• •*'i-9/IV
1626

/ IJ.;.
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To

The Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar.

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 10.2.2016, 
PASSED BY THE SENIOR MEMBER, BOARD OF REVENUE, KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA WHEREBY APPELLANT IS COMPLLSOIHLY 
RETIRED FROM SERVICE WHICH IS ILLEGAL AGAINST THE LAW 
AND FACTS.

Subject:

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 
10.2.016 MAY PLEASE BE SET-ASIDE AND APPELLANT MAY PLEASE 
BE RE-INSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

Sir,

Appellant humbly submits as under:-

1. That Appellant was appointed as Junior Clerk vide order dated 24.6.1984

(Annexure-A).

2. That Appellant was promoted as Senior Clerk and Assistant due to his best

performance vide order dated 06.12.1990 & 12.7.1995 respectively

(Anncxure-B &C).

3. That appellant in recognition of his best performance and spotless Service is 

promoted as Superintendent vide order dated 08.4.2003 (Anncxure-D)

4. That appellant is charge sheeted on 26.12.2011 as per Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Government Servants (E&AD) Rules 1973 (Annexure-E). The chai'ges are as 

follows:-

a. That the Law Department vetted and approved the draft Notification on 
17.08.2006 pertaining to Sub-Registrar Service Rules but the same were 
not notified by the Department and you being a responsible official of 
the branch processed the case of promotion of 09 Registration Moharrirs 
against the post of Sub-Registrars in 2008 on the basis of draft service 
rules which had yet to be notified.

b. That the processing of working paper for promotion of above said 09 
Registration Moharrirs has not been recorded in writing on Note part. 
Furthermore, synopsis of the said Registration Moharrirs were also not 
annexed with working paper.
That yoii did not process the advice/letter No.SOR.n/{E&AD)2(22)/ 
99(Vol:II) dated 28.2.2009 received from Section Officer (R-II), 
Establishment Department (Regulation Wing), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

5. That appellant properly replied the same on 07.01.2012 (Anncxure-F) wherein 

main defence of the ^appellant is that appellant has neither merriber of the committee 

nor Secretary of the Departmental Promotion Committee with respect to promotion
I

of 09 Sub-Registrars.

6. That Ghulam Jilani,' the then Assistant Secretary (Receipt), Board of Revenue was 

appointed as Inquiry Officer who was a member of Departmental Promotion 

Committee and promoted his younger brother namely Muhammad Iqbal and was 

interested, Biased and against the defence of appellant which was rightly objected
I

by appellant in writing (Annexure-G) but the request was turned down vide order



V . -

i•. .r
I

7. dated 04.01.2011 (Annexure-H) and the Inquiry Officer gave has arbitrary findings 

to save his own skin. (Annexure-I).

7. That appellant received a letter dated 04.03.2013 (Annexure-J) for inquiry wherein 

a committee comprising of Chairman plus two members was convened and another 

written reply on 06.3.2013 (Annexure-K) was received from appellant.

8. That the Inquiry Committee recommended that appellant be directed to be careful 

in future (Annexure-L).
9. That the matter should have been closed but the SMBR again directed the Inquiry 

committee to summon the retired officers of Departmental Promotion Committee 

and competent authority and after summoning them, Inquiry Committee 

recommended that action under E&AD Rules 2011 be initiated against all those 

who did not notify the rules (Annexure-M) whereas rules notification is the duty 

of Board of Revenue and not office of Director Land Records as visible from note 

sheet of Assistant Secretary (Admn), Board of Revenue (Annexure-N).

10. That chairman was forced to submit specific recommendation (Annexure-O) and 

the SMBR threatened chairman of Inquiry Committee to explain to send your case 

to Establishment Department which is coercively obtaining of different opinion 

(Annexure-P).

11. That Chairman vide letter dated 17.9.2015 (Annexure-Q) submitted that his earlier 

report is final wherein recommendations are for initiating of regular 

proceedings/inquiry under E&AD Rules 2011.

12. That the SMBR without following the recommendations of Inquiry Committee for 

fresh proceedings ias per rules issued show cause notice dated 8.10.2015 

(Annexure-R) which is properly replied (Annexure-S).

1

i. 13. That order dated 10:2.2016 of compulsory retirement is illegal against the law and 

facts on following grounds:- *

GROUNDS:

A. Because no regular inquiry as per rules has been conducted.

B. Because appellant has neither been given any opportunity of cross examination nor any 

witness examined in preseilce of appellant.

C. Because the recommendations of Inquiry Committee for conducting regular proceedings is 

flouted for no valid plausible reasons.

D. Because there is no recommendation/finding regarding guilty of appellant

E. Because there is no evidence that appellant in any manner influenced or submitted any note 

part for promotion of 09 Sub-Registrars.

F. Because appellant is not reflected to be pre$ent in he Departmental Promotion Committee

meeting. I

G. Because the notification of Rules is the duty of Board of Revenue/Administrative Authority 

in consultation with Establishment/Law as per rule 26 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil 

Servant Act, 1973 and Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Rules of Business 1985.

1
I$
•i

:■)
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H. Because there is no law underl which Director Land Record office, being subordinate is to

frame/notify the rules. |
I. Because the officers are let fre|e who were member of Departmental Promotion Committee 

and the Competent Authority.!

J. Because the promotees are performing duties to the satisfaction of their superior and even
i

granted seniority to them duly’approved by the Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa. (Annexure-T)!

K. Because after impugned promotion of 2008, many other Sub-Registrars have been 

promoted.

L. Because the punishment is too harsh.

i

!It is therefore prayed that on acceptance of this appeal, impugned order dated 

10.2.2016 may please be set aside arid appellant may please be reinstated in Service with all back
I

benefits. !

Yours obediently,

(Ghulam Nabi)
S/0 Ghulam Akbar

R/0 Village Mashogagar P.O Badbher, 
Tehsil & District PeshawarDated: / 9 /02/2016

i
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OFFICE OF THE 
DEPUTY COMMISSIONEP. KOHISTAN 

LOWER AT PATTAN 
NO./cr"4^7->? /Estab DATED,^ /10/2dl4

/

/•
k.-.K\' .

<

To:'i
'1

The Assistant Secretary (Admin),' 
Board of Revenue,
IGiybcr Paklitunkliwa, Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar

/

/'Subject: INQUIRY REPORT IN RESPECT OF MR. ANWAR ZEB OFFICE ASSISTANT 
DntECTORATE OF LAND RECORDS AND ALL OTKEii ACCUSED OFFICIAL 
INVOLVED IN THE ILLEGAL PROMOTION CASES (Si) OF REGISTRATION 
MuTIARRIRSTO THE POST OF .Sr/n-REGlSTRAR tN mp. VICAR, 2(H)S

f':
' y

¥■I:W:- Kindly refer: to your letter No. E.Q/Anwar Zcb/DLR/8987, dated 22/04/2014 

the subject noted aboyc

Specific recommendations on the points mentioned in the charge sheet are 

under:-

011 .

'<:■

as

• CHARGE N0.1

So far, this charge is concerned, being dealing hand accused official is responsible 

but in my opinion only he is not responsible for this negligence, while Incharge of 

the DLR office is equally responsible for this negligence as well as other DPC 

members.

I*:
I w-

O'
r'- • CHARGE NO,2

So far charge is concerned that processing of working paper for promotion of 09 

Registration Muharirs has not recommended in writing on note part.^Furthermore 

synopsis of the said Registration Muharir have also not annexed with working 

paper. Being dealing hand, it was his responsibility to complete all requirements 

before its submission to the DPC. He committed this negligence.
CTTARGE N0..1 i

So far, this charge is concerned, the accused official again shows very casual 

attitude and committedi negligence witli regard to process the advice/letter No. 

SOR-II (EcSsAD) 2(22)/99 (Vol: II), dated 28/02/2009 received from Section 

Officer (R-II) Establishment Deptt: (Regulation Wing), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Teshawai*.

recommendatjons
Proceedings may be initiate^ against the accused official under

i

Paklitunkliwa servants Efficiency & Disciplinary Rules, 2011.
liyber

\

. DEPUTY CO NER KOHISTAN
LOWER ATTATTAN

g-



1 ******\I OFFICE OJP^rak
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF REGISTRATION, 

-f KHYBER PAKIITUNKHWA.

LR-IV/SR/Seniority 1
Peshawar dated the 16 / 09/2012.

mnr r

ft iii

■■'W
iS- Ki-

No.
i2i rL,% K

To,?■'

/Sub Registrars, 
^^}ber Pakhtunlchwa,
ir'

■«

/ENTATIVE SENIORITY LIST OF SUB Rl’.GISTRARS IN THE 
SUBJEC)ReGISTRATION office, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AS IT STOOD 

/ON 31-08-2012.

Me/

Enclosed please find herewith a copy of seniority of Sub Registrars as stood on
August, 2012.

;•

■i

I
You are directed to submit your objections to the seniority if any within one

month.
I
i

In case no objection is received within the stipulated period, it will be
i

presumed that you ai‘e satisfied with the position assigned to you in the seniority list and no
i

objection will be entertained after expiry of the stipulated period.

I-

^'3

i
#

iSi
INSPECTOR GENERAL REGISTRAT ION, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
1/ •LIMV/SR/Senionty._i.3il;8j: 2.0 .Endost No.

Copy forwarded to the; -

1. Secretary-1, Boai'd of Revenue, Khyber Paklitunkhwa.
2. All District Officers, (R&E) in Myber Paklitunldiwa.
3. Assistant Secretary (Admn:), Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkliwa.
4. PS to Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Khyber Palditunkhwa for information.
5. Office order file.

f
1

!

INSPECTOR GENERAL ICEGISTRA HON, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

I
i

** -s

y

V

/
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AS IT STOOD ON 31-08-2012.
pprilSTRARS IIM THE REGISTRATION OFFICE

TlVF SENIORITY LIST OF SUB
■rA

Remarks.Date of Regular Promotion as Sub Registrar.Date of 1'^ Entry 
into Government 

Service.

'4m iM Date of birth and 
Domicile.

Name of Officials with 
• Academic Qualification.

rNo. ;
0

(BPS) • Method of Recruitment/ 
j Appointment.

Promotee 
Promotee

rl
/Datei*.-

Wf=»-

iP.t(14)03/01/2001 
I 04/10/20^ 
j 27/02/2002

29/05/2002
'^24/05/20"^

19/09/2007

i 31/08/1972
04/09/197^
07/06/19^

. 09/07/1977
12/01/1^ 
16/03/1987 
19/11/19^

10/04/1954 (Mardan). 
01/04/1956 (D.I.Khan) - 
05/03/1954 (Bannu). 
15/02/1955 (Charsadda). 
10/04/1958 (Kohat). ~~ 

16/03/1969 (Charsadda). 
04/09/1962 (Charsadda)T

y| Misri Khan (Metri^/
Muhammad Asiarny^Metric). 
Mushtaq AhmadXMetric).

4' ■>( \ Liaqat Ali (MetKc)- _ 

5 r;
fi v! Muhammad/hamayun (F.A).

GulSaid(B.A)-

m (14)1^' 1
A Promotee(14)2 • !

.Promotee(14)t- 3 -V
Promotee(14)%-

MujahidAli(iyietric) Promotee(14) Penalty ofPromotee(14) "Reduction to lower 
post imposed".1

!
/ Ss-Promotee19/05/2008 I (14) 

15/08/2008”"^ M 
15/08/2008”! (i^

/ 11/09/1991
04/12/1^
14/01/1987 
01/07/1984 • i 15/08/2008 

15/08/2008

11/03/1965 (Mardan). 
10/04/1964 (Swabi). 
25/04/1959 (Peshawar).- 
10/03/1958 (Abbottabadyy 
06/02/1965 (Mardan). 
20/02/1965 (Kohat). 
28/12/1960 (Mardan). 
08/12/1959 {Koha7

8 V i Jehanzebl(B.A)^^_______
fAfsar Kahn (Metric). 
Iqbal Ahmad (Metric). 

“Khalid Raffique (F.A).
Muhammad Iqbal (B.A). 

i Abdul Qayyum (F.A).
14 Aurang Zeb(Metric).

Muhammad Azam Khan

Promotee
Promotee9
Promotee(14)10
Promotee
Promotee

(14)11 19/11/1990
(14)15/08/200812 20/03/1988 

01/01/1980^ ] 15/08/2008
15/08/2008

Promotee(14)13
Promotee(14)14/07/1982

15
Promotee(14)(B.A). 15/08/200809/12/1978

20/09/1995 15/10/2008 j
, I 29/04/2009 ! (14)

08/02/2010 i (14)
12/08/2010 I (14)

I 06/06/1958 (Mansehra).
I 10-02-1973 (Dir).______
i 12/02/1964 (Chitrai). 
i 01/11/1955 (Mansehr^ 
^ 01/01/1964 (Swat).

Promotee16 : Qazi Ejaz Ahmad (B.A).
Waheedullah (M.A).

(14)
Promotee .—I—17 I 27/12/1983 Promotee18 I Rab Nawaz (B.A).

19 i Muhammad Riaz(B.A).
20 i Shcukat All Khan {B.aT

18/03/1979
10/03/1986

Promotee .r.

5,

if
Ifa?.': INSPECTOR GENERAL OF 

KHYQER<u;4^Rvito



% VAKALAT NAMA
720NO.

UP f<. Si
mjjbtm KJciAl

eMviOL.IN THE COURT OF_

'3, ^(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

\

VERSUS

(Respondent) 
(Defendant)'

A^4 ^ 7 'I/We

Do hereby appoint .and constitute M.Asif Yousafzai, Advocate^ Peshawar, 
to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw dr refer to arbitration for me/us 
as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability 
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/ 
Counsel on my/our costs,

I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our 
behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the 
above noted matter. The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our .

at ^ny stage of the proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is 

outstanding against me/us.
case

Q -- 4 /201 ADated
( CLIENT )

ACCEPTED

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI
. Advocate

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

*

OFFICE:
Room No.l, Upper Floor, 
Islamia Club Building, 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar. 
Ph.091--2211391- 

0333-9103240 .1

. -jI-(.
1/



V I ■
f

''tit

•5^

■ MBililUPIE KHYBER PAKinUNKHWA SERVICK TUIBUNAr, PFSHa wau

Service Appeal No. 61-8//2016.

Ghulam Nabi Ex-Superintendent Office of the Director Land Records KPK.

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Paklitunkhwa through Chief Secretary and others

PRELIMINARY QB.TKf I fON^

i. 1 he Appeliant has got no cause of action.

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

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

4; fhat appeal is time barred.

5. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

JOINT PARA WISE COMMENTS ARE AS UNDER

i. Pertains to record.

2. Correct.

3. No comments.

4. Con'ect to tlie extent tliat an Inquiry Committee 

de-novo enquiry.

5. Incoi-rect. The Inquiry Committee recommended

constituted by the Competent Authority forwas

to initiate disciplinary action against the 

appellant as well as the concerned responsible officer/official of the Board of Revenue /Director

Land Record Office.

6. Correct. Show Cause Notice properly issued to the appellant according to rules. 

Incoirect. The Committee recommended disciplinary action against the appellant 

which Show Cause Notice

was

7.
on the basis of

served and after completion of ail coda! formalities, the appellant 

was compulsory retired from Service by the Competent Authority. (Copy of the Inquiry Rep 

alongwith statements are Annexed)

was

oil

8. Incorrect. 1 he appeal of the appellant is not maintainable.

l-.'.ltiVIl 
I b‘)6
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GROUNDS.

A. Tncorrecl. The impugned order was issued after conducting proper enquiry under the Khyber 

Paklitunkliwa Government Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 against the appellant.

B. Incorrect. No violation of any article of the constitution violated.

C. Incorrect. Respondent acted as per law & rules.

D. Incorrect. An enquiry against the 9 Moharrars is under, process in the Department. However 

appellant was found guilty of the charges.

b. Incorrect. The Inquiry Committee has given Proper recommendations and in light of the 

recommendation of Inquiry Committee.

f. Incorrect. The Enquiry Committee has given proper recommendations on the basis of which the 

appellant has been retired compulsorily from

G. Incorrect. Proper opportunity of cross examination was given to the appellant.

H. As in Para-G above.

i

service.

I. Incorrect. Being a supervisory official, the appellant was responsible to the lapses occurred due to 

his negligence.

J. Incorrect. The office of Director Land Records without consultation with Revenue Department 

has issued service rules with a fake signature of the then Senior Member, Board of Revenue, 

Khyber Paklitunkhwa.

K. A separate enquiry against Sub Registrars are under process.

L. Incorrect. Penalty has been imposed on the recommendation of Inquiry Committee.

M. The respondents will also seek permission to advance additional grounds at the time of

arguments.

It is therefore requested that the appeal having no weight may be dismissed with cost.

ilw 1
Director

Land Records KPK 
(Respondent No.4)

(Respondent No. 1,2 &3)

Esil.VII
1007

b



"T^IJIRY RKPORJ IN RlisPK(|:t OK MR.
DIRECTORATE OF LAND RECORDS AND AEL OTHER ACCUSED OtEICIAl 
INVOI.VED IN I HE lEEEGAli PRpko ITON CASE{S) OF REGISTRATION MUIIARIHRS \ 
I Q I HE POS1 OF SUB REGISTRAR IN THE YEAR 2008, '

! i i
It refer to order No; Admii-VII/Est: BOR/2013/2322-27 dalea 18.02.2013 whereby the 

undersigneds have been ordered by the Gompctei|t Authority, to probe into allegations against 

Mr. Anwarzeb working as Assistant in Director Land Record's Office and all other accused officials 

involved in the illegal promotion case (s) of Registration Muharrirs to the post of Sub-Registrars
i ^ '

year 2008. i ;

ANW.YRZEB OFFICEAvSSISTANf)

>
;

f
if
I.in the
I
*

i

FACTS
I
3
;!

1-acts of the case are tha ih; compliance with to obey orders of Competent AuthoriG the 

files on the subject were obtained from;Superintendent (Establishment) of Board of Revenue. After 

perusal of files it reveals that chargcl sheets, dated ,06.02.2011 and 26^2.2011 were issued to 

Ghuiam Nabi Superintendent and Anwarzeb Assistant of Director l..and Record’s Office whcicby

A1.
f
t

M/S.
the following allegations/chargcs were'leveled against them:-

i

That the Law Department yetted and approved the draft Notification on 
17.08:2006 pertaining to Sub-Registrar Service Rules but the same 
notified by the Department and they being responsible officials of the branch 
proccssedOfo casCidfpromotion of 09 Registration Moharrirs to the post of Sub- 
Registrars ih 2008ion the basis of draft service rules which had yet to be 

notified. i , i i
' I '

'fhat procesLrg of Working paper for promotion of above said 09 Registration 
Moharrirs hds notfoeen initiated in writing on Note part. Furthermore synopsis 
of the said Wegislrkion Moharrirs also not amiexed with working paper.

iii. That they did not process the advice/letter No.SOR.n(L&AD)2{22)/99 (Vol.II), 
dated 28.02.2009 received from Section Officer (R-fl), Establisliment 
Department (Regulation wing); fChyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1. were not

11.

In the instant ease tan enquiry has already been conducted by Mr. Ghuiam Jeelani 

Board of Revenue vide (An.nexure-A). However, M/S Ghuiam Nabi
2.

retired Assistant Secretary 
Superintendent and Anwai'zeb AsistantjDirector Land Record’s Office, were directed to submit their

the charges leveled igainst them. Ihc accused officials have submittedwritten defence in response to 

the same which may be perused tide (Annexure-B & C) respectively, the said waitten 

show that both the accused officials has'ejtotally denied their involvcment/iclevancy

statements

in the case.

STATEMENT OF MR. GHULAM NABI SUPERINTENDENT.A.

i s theMr. Ghuiam Nabi Superintendent stated that the Board of Revenue 
authority to notify the draft notification and it is not his job lo noiifv^ ii-

stiii intact therefore..l-Tirllier stated that Sub-Registrar Rules, 1993 
pron-iotion qnder rules which has to be notified was iilegai. lie admuicd 

his stateinent that he has prepared Working Paper on the directions vn 
Competent! Authority (i.c. Director f^and Records)' mentioned m the 
Wording Phper fhat rules are not eleared/notified. f unher.stated that he 

junawLied of the Departmental Promotion Commiucc. He also

are

m

was



/
r

denied hisj involvement in Establishment Department’s letter datedV^'*^ 
' 28.0|.2069;

\ ■?!•
■i

B. SI Afl EMENT OF MR. ANWARZEB ASSISTAN F

Mr. Anwarzeb stated that he has already submitted detail reply and he 
was transferred to Board of Revenue 
sheet was ^ 
submitted an 
brother ofi

I .... - on 01.08.2011 while the charge
reach^fi^lby him on 26.12.2011. He also stated that he had 

application for replacement of Enquiiy Officer as the 
Enquiry Officer was also promoted to the post of Sub- 

Regi itrariiE tlie isaid Departmental Promotion Committee but his request 
lot givim .due consideration. He further stated that minutes of the 

DepcitmcnLal Promotion Committee were tempered and he could not 
procpsec the letter of Establishment Department dated 28.09.2009 and 
the relevciii file was routed/processed through Mr. Ghulam Jeelani as his 
brother was a canejidate for promotion as Sub-Registrar therefore, the 
file vyas disappeared/concealed. ^

I
I
•!

. 1

was

OBSERVATIONS.

I
It has been observed that the original file regarding promotion and Service Rules is 

• ■ . ' ^

missing and still have not been; found in the concerned record to produce before the

i
I .i

tenquiry
committee, however alter deep study of he 'case file (in hand) and other relevant documents connected

i

to the case, the following points arc wortijconsideration:

So fpr a^ the preparation of working paper for the said Departmental 
Pronlotioi I Committee is concerned, the Superintendent In charge has 
cieai-|y mentioned that the required rules, in the said promotion case for 
the time since from 1993 had become rescinded and latest amendment 
brought up in the year 2006 which though got vetted through Law 
Department had not yet been notified up till dates due to the unknown 
reasons, 'fhe. concerned Superintendent further mentioned in the 
Working Paper that the Departmental Promotion Committee - may 
deterprine the- suitability for promotion to relevant record, signed the 
said iWorkprg Paper without producing any cogent reasons in wake of 
non availability'iof relevant Sub-Registrar Rules, 

i H :: 'c

1.

i

r

;

Why the. promotion orders which were issued have not been 
cancclled/vj/iithdrawn so far by the Director Land Record.

ij .
Can jl po isjible that the Superintendent and dealing Assistant were out of 
reacli/inacqessible tp communicate/ contact in the promotion

5 [ g . .

Mr. Anwarzeb Assistant clearly stated in his statement that he did not 
process the. Establishment Department letter dated 28.02^2009.

11.

ill.

case. I
1

IV.

Mr. Ghulam Nabi stated in his statement that Sub-Registrar Rules, 1993 
is still intact whereas in the Working Paper these rules were not for 
worth consideration, he further added that the Departmental Promotion 
Cominitteej was; supposed to determine the fitness for promotion to the 
post pf Siiilj-Registrars amongst the qualified Registration Staff stricilv in 
acco(dance| Aith the provision and policy on-the subject, however there 
has l)ecn np'details of such policy in the said Working Paper. Now the 
question sjhovv, the Departmental Promotion Committee determined ih 
criteria tor- the said promotion without having relevant rules/polic 
worl<|out allocation of vactincy and qu'otas/shares of promotion, posts

V.

i

1
1
i

i .

e f''f-
■fs to



T}related zdn'c wise allocation etc. against the total 9 vacant post of Sub- \ 1
Registrar as shown in tlje said working paper, y

•t

s
FINDINGS.

4, 'I'his is revised enquiry \yhich ;was initially conducted by Mr. Ghulam Jeelani, the then 

Assistant Secretary, Board of Revenue agaih|it:|vlri.; Ghulam Nabi, Superintendent, Director Land Records 

ofhcc and-Mr. Anwar zeb, Office Assistant,'Ibipector Land Record's office and no other official of the said
I :

Directorate has been involved in this enquiryj No fresh Charge Sheets/Statement of allegations have been 

served upon them. Previous Charge Shcetj, Statement of allegations, their replies and all other relevant 

available records have been examined! Ihi n|i the perusal of Charge Shects/Statement of allegations, it 

reveals that the above officials had proejessed |thc promotion case of nine Registration Moharris to the post 

of Sub Registrars without having cogent/valid rules and DPC have cleared them and promoted as Sub 

Registrars from 20.09.2008^

So far as the illegal promotion of Registration Mohai'ris is concerned, they were promoted by 

the Departmental Promotion Committee jeonsisted upon the following senior and experienced officers:

5.

•h

Chairman1. Mr. Khalid Saleem DLR/IGR, Kh>ber Pakhturikhwa.

2. Mr. Bakhtiar Khan (DS-B), Boai'd of R^^criuc Member

Mr. Ghulam Jeelani (Assistant Scefetar^J, Board of Revenue Member.3.

It was the responsibility of the Committee's members to see all rules/regulations and other 

criteria which has been formulated for the promotion of Sub Registrars because all the above mentioned 

officers are well experienced and matured due to their length of services as all of them have now been 

retired from service. i

6.

: ’1 ■ i- !
As the above mentioned oliicers Irave beeh retired from service and no disciplinary actions 

could be taken against them. As it was the duty of the Departmental Promotion Committee to scrutinize all 

the cases and to fulfill, all the legal requii'ements before their selection/promotion and the committee has also 

violated these rules. This fact has also been admitted, by the then Inspector General Registration (namely 

Mr. Khan Bakhsh) in an office note which was submitted to the then Senior Member, Board of Revenue 

(Annexurc-D).

7,

8. If all the Sub Registrars are reverted to their original positions i.e Registration Moharris in light 

o'j the letter of Establisliment Department vide (Annexure-K) then a flood gate of litigations will be opened 
as they are enjoying their positions since(^C(9.2008^

Nabi (Superintendent) and Mr. Anwarzeb (Ol|fihe Assistant) of the DLR office have suffered a lot for the 
last one and a half year and only conside ring thlm guilty for the promotion of Sub Registrars wil 1 not be the 

jusiicc.

n the other hand both the officials namelv Ghulam

!

/
I



Hl/Si ;
lON^. !RECOMMENDAJ

j
ihMilioned facts/discussion and perusal of available records, the 

3pve,named officials may be. warned to be careful in future.

..'I

In light of the above 

Committee recommends that both he a

9.

;f

•>
Mian
Director Land Records

Muhl tfaipayjm
AssistanV S^Aryi^dmn) 

Boara of Rev^ue

i--^^had Naveed 
S'cerctary-Il 

Board of Revenue
I

i
j-

;

1

L

!

;
1. i

i !:!

S'r ^

: J■
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/
In compliance with thp directions of the then Senior Member 

Board of Revenue vide para-4/N all the three retired officers were summoned and 
they have submitted their joint written statement vide (Flag-F). Their statement 
has been examined and it has been observed that, according to the statement of 
Director land Record, the working paper which is available in file no. 
L.R.IV/Registration Moharrir/2008 was not submitted to him for his approval, 
rather it has been changed and the working paper which was submitted to him for 
his approval, it was mentioned that 4^ posts of sub Registrars will be tilled up 
by initial recruitment to be made through Public service Commission and 60 % by 
promotion from amongst the.Registration Moharrir. ^

After completion of DPC’s proceedings all the Registration 
Mobarrirs were promoted on regular basis by the Director land Records/IGR 
which is clearly violation of the rules and they have failed to defend their case.

It is further pointed out that after the receipt of draft Service Rules 
of Sub Registrars from the Law Department by the Administration Department 
i.e. (Board of Revenue) for exaniination/notifying and issuance vide Law 
Department letter No. Reg:l (6)1973/2115-16 dated 17.08.2006 (Flag-G) but the 
said rules were not notified by the Boaiid of Revenue, for un-known reasons even 
till now (2013) and in the meantime another rules on the same subject have been 
framed and also notified which are in-vogue now.

So far as response of Establishment Department is concerned, it is 
very much clear and which was supposed to be implemented in letter and spirit 
but it could not done due to unknown reason. In light of the joint statement of 
three retired offcers and above mentioned facts, only superintendent and 
concerned office Assistant of Director land Record are not responsible, rather the 
officers/officials of the concerned branch of Board of Revenue, and Members of 
the DPC are equally responsible. As all the three Members/Chairman of the DPC 
have been retired, and no disciplinary action could be taken against them.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is, therefore, recommended by the committee that the promotion orders 
of all jlie nine Moharrirs as Sub Registrars, being illegal and unjustified may be 
withdrawn and they may 5e reverted to their original post retrospectively.

Nj

Disciplinary action may be initicited against all concerned officers/officials 
in the Board of Revenue as well as Director land Record’s office under the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 
who have shown negligence in notifying the draft Service Rules as desired in the 
Establishment Department letter No. SOR.ll(E&AD)2(22)99 (Vol.ll) dated 
28.02.2009 (Flag-E).
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(MuhamiuJ^fj 
Assistant Sccreti

Board of Revenue

Mian A 
Director land Records (\AtknHi^

(As-'S'liad
Secrctary-ll 

Board of Revenue
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The Enquiry Officer

ReplySubject:

with the Humble requestKindly refer to the subject noted-above,
already been communicated, to the Enquiry Officer on

Ii
i.liat the requisite reply has 

01/07/2.012, (copy enclose) is still stand please. x:i

' T/7/;>: r-

(GHUL/iMNABI)
I

SUPERIMTENDENT. 
.LAND RECORDS, KHYBER 

PAKEITLNKHWA.
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In view of the above chaj'ges leveled against me nothing has been 

; ■^o^''ed on reoofd against me. I may please be e.Konerated from the above charges and 

.'bilged. .I’cioOnal hearing is solicited please
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Yours Obediently;/ iDated:- /
[1

(GHUTXm nab I)
Assistant Supdt:
Directorate of Land Records. 
(Presently working as >Supdt: in the 
Budget Branch, Board of Revenue 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.618/2016

Ghulam Nabi, Ex-Superintendent, Office of Director Land Records, KPK, Appellant

VERSUR

Government of Khyber Paklitunkhwa through Chief Secretary & Others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I Mr.Muklitiar Ali, Superintendent (Lit-II), Board of Revenue Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa do hereby solemnly affirm that the contents of the written reply are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief information provided to me and nothing has been 

deliberately concealed from this Hon’able Tribunal.

Assistan 41^11),
Board of Revenue-

j

1

I

J

#5

r.
I
i

1

i:



P
BEFORE THE KKP,SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 618/2016

Ghulam Nabi VS Revenue Deptt:

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-5) All objections raised by the respondents are 

incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 

estopped to raise any objection due to their own 

conduct.

FACTS:

1 No comments endorsed by the respondents 

department which means that they have admitted 

Para-1 Of the appeal is correct as relevant record 

is already in the custody of department.

2 Para-2 of the^ appeal is admitted correct by the 

respondent's department, so needs no comments.

No comments endorsed by the respondents 

department which means that they have admitted 

Para-3 Of the appeal is correct.

3

In first portion of reply respondent's department 
admitted half Para-4 of the appeal as correct. 
While rest of Para-4 of appeal is not denied by the 

respondents which'-mean respondent's department

4

also admittedtrest of para-4 of the appeal as 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

;< .
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-r 5 Para-5 of the reply of respondent's department is 

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

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

6 Para-6 of the appeal is admitted correct by the 

respondent's department, moreover, appellant 
properly replied to the show cause notice.

7 Incorrect and not replied as per contents of the 

Para-7 of the appeal. While Para-7 of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

8 Incorrect. The appellant has good cause of action 
and may be accepted as prayed for.

GROUNDS:

Incorrect. While Para-A of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. Moreover, impugned order 10.2.2016 

was against the law, facts, norms justice and 

material on record, therefore, not tenable.

A-

Incorrect. While Para-B of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant.

B-

Incorrect. While Para-C of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. Moreover, respondent's department not 
acted as per law 8t rules.

C-

Incorrect. While Para-D of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. Moreover, the appellant was never 

found guilty.

D-

Incorrect. While Para-E of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. Moreover, no regular inquiry was 

conducted and impugned order was passed.

E-
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F- Incorrect. While Para-F of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant.

G- Incorrect. While Para-G of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 
appellant.

H- Incorrect. While Para-H of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. Moreover, the appellant is never deal 
with E&D Rules 2011.

Incorrect. While Para-I of the ground of the 

appeal Is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. The appellant never committed 

irregularities and the appellant was made 

scapegoat and has been punished for the faults of 
other.

I-

f

J- Incorrect. While Para-J of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. While Para-K of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant. Moreover, there is no proofed was 

attached with the reply therefore the contention of 
respondent's department was denied.

K-

Incorrect. While Para-L of the ground of the 

appeal is correct as mentioned in the main of the 

appellant.

L-

Legal.M-

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as 

prayed for.
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APPELLANT
Ghulam Nabi

Through; ;

(M. ASIFYOUSAFZAI)
&

(SYED NOMAN ALl BUKHARI 
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR.

4AFFIDAVIT 'i

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder 

and appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from the honorable 

Tribunal.
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