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15.01.2024 The implementation petition of Mr. Mushtaq Ali 

submitted today by Mr. Bashir Khan Wazir Advocate. It is 

fixed for implementation report before Single Bench at 

Peshawar on

1

!

Original file be 

requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. Parcha Peshi

is given to the counsel for the petitioner.

By the ordaiTpfXba+mian
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BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

CM No.;___^/2024 ;
1

In Execution’ Petition No. /2023

In the matter of '

Service Appeal No. 387/2019 

Decided on 16.07.2021

Mushtaq AH (Jfe-Tehsildar), S/o Charagh

R/o Shaheed Abad Shaw^a Tehsil Razha, District Swabi.

Appellant

VERSUS
-

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Secretary Board of 
Revenue (R&S) Department, Peshawar.

2. The Senior Member Board of Revenue, Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar.

3. -Deputy Commissioner Swabi.
Respondents

APPLICATION FOR FIXATION OF THE EXECUTION
BEFORE THE PRINCIPAL SEAT OF HON’BLE SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ON THE GROUND THAT THE DECISION /
JUDGMENT HAS BEEN RENDERED BY THE PRINCIPAL
BENCH OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL AND THE PRESENT
EXECUTION PETITION IS REQUIRED TO BE FIXED
BEFORE THE PRINCIPAL BENCH.

I *

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above titled Execution Petition has been filed by the
appellant before this Hon'ble Tribunal for implementation of 

the Judgment rendered by this Hon'ble,. Tribunal on 

Principal bench. , ,
I H ..

2. That though the appellant / applicant posting at District 

Buner, Tehsil Khadukhel,' while the appellant / applicant 

removal order was set aside' by this Hon’ble Tribunal at 

Principal Bench, in this respect the appellant time and again

I
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K..
appro’ached to the competent authority for implementation 

of the Judgment in letter and spirit, however till date the 

respondents are reluctant from implementation.

3. That the main file of the Appeal is also lying in the office of 

the Principal Seat of this Honhle Tribunal and Proprietary 

demands to fix the same before the Principal Bench and to 

implement the Judgment in letter and spirit.

4. That there is no legal bar on acceptance of this Application.

; It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this Application, directions may kindly be 

issued to entertain the Execution Petition before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal at principal bench and to avoid the 

complication in the execution of the Order of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal.

Appellant / ApplicantI

Through ( ,

Dated: 1?.01.2024

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar ‘ ■ ’■t
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BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

CM No.: ■ 72024

In Execution Petition No. /2023

In the matter of

Service Appeal No. 387/2019 

Decided on 16.07.2021

Mushtaq Ali.J... Appellant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

i,:Mushtaq Ali (Tehsildar), S/o Charagh R/o Shaheed Abad Shawa 
Tehsil Razha, District Swabi, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 
that the contents of the accompanying Application are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 
Hori’ble-Court.

D E P O N ETN-T-

r

____Oath-Corj/j

^ -...
>

!
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n1
r before the learned service tribunal khyber

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

7^ 7202^No.
In the matter of
Service Appeal No. 387/2019
Decided on 16.07.2021

Mushtaq Ali Appellant
VERSUS

Govt of KPK & others Respondents

INDEX
S.No Description of Documents

Application for implementation
Annex gages

1.
2. Affidavit
3. Copy of the Judgment and Order 

d^ed 16,07.20214- 

Wakaiat NAma

A -

4.

Appellant / Applicant
Through’

Dated: 20.10.2023

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR 
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar
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i BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

*Chy|,er PiikBirn^hwa 
Service Tribunal7f_/202^«?! No.

lo ,V^SDiary
In the matter of

I.S' f-DatedService Appeal No. 387/2019 

Decided on 16.07.2021

Mushtaq Ali (^-Tehsildar), S/o Charagh

R/o Shaheed Abad Shawa Tehsil Razha, District Swabi.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Secretary Board 
of Revenue (R&S) Department, Peshawar.

2. The Senior Member Board of Revenue, Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar.

3. Deputy Commissioner Swabi.
Respondents

APPLICATION FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE JUDGMENT AND ORDER DATED 16.07,2021
IN THE CAPTIONED SERVICE APPEAL NO.
387/2019 OF THIS HON’BLE TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above noted Service Appeal was pending 
adjudication before this Hon^ble Tribunal and was decided 
vide Judgment and order dated 16.07.2021.

2. That vide judgment and order dated 16.07.2021 this 
Honhle Tribunal while accepting the Appeal of the 
Appellant, issued directions to the respondents to 
reinstate the appellant from the date of his dismissal 
with all back benefits. (Copy of the Judgment and 
Order dated 16,07.2021 is attached as Annexure A)

3. That the Judgment and Order of this Honhle tribunal 
duly communicated to the Respondents by the Petitioner 
and submitted an Application implementation of the Order

was



• ' V.

i of this HonT^le Tribunal. Thereafter the Petitioner is 
continuously approaching the Respondents for the 
implementation of the Judgment and Order dated 
16.07.2021, however they are reluctant to implement the 
same.

4. That the appellant was filed an application for 
implementation, vide which the respondents only issued 
reinstatement order of the appellant but had not granted 
back benefits to the appellants and are not implementing 
the Order of this HonT)le Tribunal.

5. That despite of issuance of reinstatement order of the 
appellant with all back benefits, the respondents only 
issued reinstatement order and all back benefits are still 
not granted to the appellant.

6. That the Respondents are legally bound to implement the 
judgment of this Hon^ble Tribunal dated 16.07.2021 in its 
true letter and spirit without any further delay, which has 
already been delayed due to the malafide intention of the 
Respondents.

7. That the valuable rights of the appellant are involved in 
the instant case and the Respondents are violating the 
legal and fundamental rights of the Petitioner by not 
reinstating the appellant into .his service with all back 
benefits.

8. That other grounds will be raised at the time of arguments 
with prior permission of this Honhle Tribunal.

On acceptance of this Application, the Order and 
Judgment dated 16.07.2021 of this Hon’ble Tribunal 
may Kindly be implemented in its true letter and 
spirit. And the Respondents may graciously be 
directed to reinstate the appellant from the date of his 
dismissal with all back benefits.

/

Appellant / Applicant
Through

Dated; 20.10.2023

BASHIR KHAN WAZIR 
Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar



BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

CM No.
In the matter of
Service Appeal No. 387/2019
Decided on 16.07.2021

/2023

Mushtaq Ali Appellant
VERSUS

Govt of KPK & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mushtaq Ali (Ex-Tehsildar), S/o Charagh R/o Shaheed 
Abad Shawa Tehsil Razha, District Swabi, do hereby solemnly 
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying
Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Court.

~ lo ~ 9^ 9-3

'Humaira Retiman Advocate 
Oath

A.
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*ffom TTf f KHYBEREM^^^ajE^gB
' ^ tbtrii^.. PESHaaSS■ I I

Khyber Pakhtukh, 
S«rvie« Tribun«l

yva

37/.<■ .

t>iary No..3^? /2019 Zof3j'^^Service Appesl No.

Mushtaq Aii, (Ex.-Teshildar), S/o Charagh 
R/6 Shahe .d Abad Shawa TehsU Razha,: District Swabi.

..Appellant

V ■ RSUS

1) C jvernment of Khyber t ikhturddiwa,
' .evenue (R&S) DepartmenPeshawar.

Member Boar.i of Revenue, Civil Secretariat

Secretaiy Board of

The Senior 

Peshawar :
3) Deputy Commissioner Swabi. .. .Respondents

7/S 4 OF KP SERVICEJIPPEAL
TRIBUNA y ACT, 1974 AGJUNST ORJiL 

DISMIS&Fij ORDER DATED 07.12.2018, 
SERVICE OF THE

\ gj

* r. 'WHEREB
APPELU'NT VrERE DISMISSED 

APPELLi TE order dated 01,03.2019 

WHEREl f

: ANDf

departmental .^PEAIi

it PETlOITENRS HAS BEEN 

WHICH IS ILLEGAL
FILED 

DISMISl 

AGAINS FLAW AND FACTS.

T •PRAYER: i

of this appeal, the 

impugned diismi^^al ordei dated 

07.12.2018 ^d appellate order dated

On acceptance
“AA.V

be set-aside01.03.2019 may please
beappellant may pleaseand

reinstated in service with all back

benefits.



k <;

appellant htm^ly siibimts as imder;-

TTiat appellant was appointed as Junior Clerk vide 

order , dated 01.02.1984 in District Peshawar in 

Commissioner Oflice,

1)

Mardantransferred to2) That, appellant, was
Commissioner Oftice in 1988, when Mardan was

raised as Division.

^at appellant was promoted as Senior Clerk and 

then promoted as / ssistrnt B(BPS-15) in the year 

3.993. . ■

That thereafter, due to his satisfactory services, the 

appellant was fin the:. ' promoted as Tphsildar (BPS-16) 

vide order dated 20 12.2017.

3)

. 4)

ri) . That during lis *e ^ Tehsildar, the appellant
served wi; v" '•ctiarge nheet / statement of j

properly relied by the ■
was
allegation, whi h was 

appellant and d:.ni..:d the allegations leveled against
(Copy of charge sheet, stMement of

notice and reply of
him.
allegations, show, cause 

appellant are iinnex “a”)
]■ •• s v' ■ t

That appellant wa^* nor associated with any inquiry
• •.'d- ''I . .j •

proceedings uox uny opportunity has been given to 

appellant , for his personal hearing;; and thus he was 

dismissed from service. (Copy of dismissal order 

OZ.12.2018 is finner. “B”)

e)

That appellant filkl .iepartmental appeal, which 

dismissed yide order dated. 01.03.2019. 

(Copy of deT;a''4;rtr.eRtal appeal is Annex “E” 

and appeUate order dated 01.03.2019 is Annex

.1)
.U s *

was



I'l8) That the impugned dismissal and order dated 

,28.11.2018 and appellate Order dated 01.3.2019 

passed by respondents . No. 1 & 2 are illegal, 

agairist law and facts on the following grou^lds:-

••^^^•

GROUNDS
A. Because impugned dismissal order is a void order.

B. Because appellant is innocent and has falsely been 

implicated in the case in hand.

C. Because appellant has been condemned unheard as 

no opportunity of proper hearing has been afforded 

to appellant.

D. , Because appellant is not associated with the fact 

finding inquiry and is back biting.

Because none of the witness has been exarnined in 

presence of appellant.

Because appellant has not been given opportunity , of 

hearing.

E.

F.

Because the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&D Rules,2011 are 

ultravires as not framed the Governed and Chief 

Minister has got no autotypy to frame rules.

G.

Hr Because as per repeal of R.S.O Act, the earlier E&D 

Rules, 1973 are revived.
••A

I. ; Because where through Assembly, revived NWFP 

Rules, 1973, KP E&D Rules, 2011 by Chief Minister 

are ultravires without lawful authority and of no legal 

effect. As Assembly is superior to executive 

authorities.

Because appellant is jobless and entitled for back 

benefits.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that, the 

impugned dismissal order dated 07.12.2018 and
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appeUate order datedOl.03.2019 may please be set- 

and appellant may .please be reinstated in

. /

k aside
service with all back benefits.r ■

ottler relief deemed appropriate in theAny
circumstances of the case may kindly also e

granted. t

./
Appellant 

Through /vj I
ddn), Aitijad An\M 

- Advocate 
- Supreme Court of Pakistan

I

c
f

verification

It is verified that, the contents of the appeal are tnie and 

correct to the best of my. knowledge and belief and nothing t 
material has been concealed from this hon’ble Tribunah^ j

I Deponent
I

fy
I

/Vs
*v
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72019Service Appeal No.,

.Appellant
Mushtaq Ali

V?jR§XJS

& others.,........ ............. .
fiDDRESSlEg:Or.EARTIES

APPEIilANT

Respondents

■;

1) Government of Khyt ar^air :tun]*wa, Secretary Board of
Reyerme (R&S) Depa ir .nt, 'eshivwar.

2) The Senior Member faRc^yjtRBvenue,
Peshawar

3) Deputy Commissioner Swabi

Civil Searetariav:,

Appellant 

a,.;. 1 . rATAjadiil'^
Advocate ^
Supreme Court of Pakistan

\
.
cridan)

. I

ik

i
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Khybei* Pakhtukhwa 

Service'rribtinul

37/Oiary N«.3^? /2019Service Appea l No. Due^U

Miishtaa Ai;, (Ex.-Teshildar), S/o Charagh
R/o .d Abad Shawa Tehsil Razha, Distnct Swabi.

Appellant

VERSUS

1) C jvernment of Khyber R akhturddiwa,
(R&S) Departmen, Peshawar

The Senior Member Boar'i of Revenue 

Peshawar

3) Deputy Coirimissioner Swabi.

Secretary Board of

' .evenue
Civil Secretariat >

t.

Respondents

OF KP SERVICEJ/S 4appeal
tribuna < ACT, 1974 AGAINST ORMi 

ORDm DATED 07.12.2018,
THE,

Filfedtp-dsvy
DISMISSAL

OFSERVICE» rWHEREB
APPELL. 'NT VrERE DISMISSED 

APPELI^ TE order dated 01.03.2019 

departmental appeal

ANDI

WHERE14
it' PETlOITENRS HAS BEEN 

WHICH IS IIAiEGAL
^ FILED 

DISMISS
Its->7

againstlawand facts.

PRAYER:
of this apps^, the 

tUsmi^sal order dated
On acceptance 

impugned 

07.12.2018 and appellate order dated
be iset-asideOL03.2019 may please

Appellant may please beand
reinstated in service vdth all back

benefits.
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PFSHAWAR.THE KHYR<^« PARHTUNKHWA SFRVTCE TRIB^^^

■' Service Appeal No. 387/201:9

20.03.2019 

16.07.2021:

i Sj> •}: A
2^.

Date of Institution ... 

Date, of Decision ...
r-A

•>

Charaali'R/o Shaheed Abad Shawa Tehsil Razarf,
(Appellant)yMishiac’i All. (Ex.Teshildar). S/o 

• District Swabi.

VERSUS

Board of Revenue (R&S) 
(Respondents).Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Secretary'fhe

Department. Peshawar and two others.

Presetit: .
- , For Appellant.

. MR. AMIAD ALL
• /kjvocate .•

Mui-IAMMAD ADEEL RiJd.d. 
Ad.dilional Advocate General

For respondents.

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(Juclicial)AHMAD SULTANTAREEN 

ROZINAREHMAN

.iUDGEMENT. .
CH AIRMAN. The appellant named above invoked

of this:Tribunal through service appeal described above in the

from service purporting it being against

;^ri^.^AHSrilTAN-TARE_EN

the jurisdiction ol 

heading challenging thereby his dismissal

live fads and law on the subject.
he claims, was appointed as Junior-Clerk in the year 1984

Clerk, then Assistant and
1'he appellant, as0 .

■

who ill progression of his' career.held the post of Senior
■ .

Tehsildar under the Senior
A

PakhtunkHwa Peshawar, he was
. ■ I '

produced herein belbw:-

Tehsildar (BPS-16). During his service 

Bpard of Revenue (SMBR). Khyber 

served witli the charge sheel/statement of allegations

as
then as ■

■ Member
ATHEOTEB as re

khwii
Service .

1C

. I
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a During surprise visit of Deputy Commissioner 

■ office Swabi on 29.05.2017 to the Arms License
“Labeled as PS SwabiBranch a register

\ containing 557 entries alongwith 17 License 
copies (15 of which were found signed under 
fake signatures) and five copies were recovered 
through the issuance of Manual License copies 
was banned with the introduction of
Computerized Arm License Branch on
21.02.2017,

b He did not bother to check original CNlCs at 
the time of submission of applications for fresh

licenses which
resulted in the issuance of Arms Licenses to the 

than 21 years) and ineligible

Prohibited bore armNon

Minors (age less
ill violation of rules/policy.persons

record (e.g Mr! Sajid Ali son of Mulikim 
resident of Maneri who was caught red handed 
by the DC while making entries in the oflicia
record). .

■ s

to misconductd. This act on his part tantamount
and liable him to be proceeded against under 

Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant
“ ■ ,2011.

as directed to submit his written defense to the Inquiry

the
(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules

The Appellant,3:-

time.However, he in his appeal has

associated with the inquiry proceedings, or ot

his dismissal

.Officer, submitted the same well in.

purported to have not been 

having been given any, opportunity of personal hearing be l ore

. Feeling aggrieved, hefrom service vide impugned order dated 07.1.2.2018

ejected vide order dated 01.03.2019.
filed departmental appeal which 

and in follow-up.’ the, present service appeal

was r

preferred. After its ..was

notice for attendance 

contestants of the 

m. reply refuting the relief sought by

admission (or full hearing, Respondents were put on

reply/coraments. They emerged as■ and their written

Appellant's appeal and filed their written
. t

him.
heard the arguments and perused the record.We haveervj^T-ri

rfiiHi
'J/Vi

1



3

behalf of the appellant that he had got no legal role as ^ 

is concerned, which is a matter governed by 

s role in the affairs of License Branch of 

nothing more than a support staff working under direct. 

supervision of the Office Superintendent having delegated signatory poweis

It‘wa^ argued onk
tar as issuance of arms licenses

. the, prescribed rules. The appellant’ 

DC office Svvabi vyas

isn the licenses given by the DC. So. it was not possible for the appellant .

. The counsel, tor
to sign

to forge the signatures 

the. appellant concluded his arguments 

proceedings against the appellant

of the Superintendent under hiS nose

with, the submission■ that entire

and illegal and be was made aare sham

scapegoat.
behalf of the respondents that the 

record of the License Branch. He misused his 

collaborate with him in preparation of

,■ issuing licenses

Conversely, it vvas argued, on 

appellant was custodian of the le

6.

■ position by allowing private persons to

record of licenses and for forgery of the signatures fo.

red handed by. the then Deputy
lake

■ with'fake signatures. He was caught 

. Commission during his surpriseise visit of the license branch. After fact tmding

found liable for disciplinary proceedings. So he was properly . 

served ivith charge sheet and statenient of allegations for conducting inquiry 

through a duly appointed Inquiry Officer. He was found guilty by the Inquiry

Authority having satisfied itself about due couise

him final show cause

' inquiry, he. was

Officer and the Competent

of the inquiry proceedings proceeded further to issue■

0>

to absolve him froinnoti.ee. The'Appellant cPuld not offer sufficient cause

in the show-cause notice, and it Was his fate to. get the

. Learned AAG concluded his
ihe penalty proposed

penalty because of his grave, misconductmajorlEOTEb
that the penally imposed upon the appellant issubmissions with ihe argument 

^.outcome of valid disciplinary proceedings leaving no room tor,any leniencytNRR 
/ffIVTryakhtukti

ppellant and he vehemently pressed fof dismissal of appeal
in favor .of the a



-

4

i carefully weighed the argument advanced from both sides

file: The pertinent questions which 

view of the facts ol the

in
W,e have7.

juxtaposition with the record available on

-emerge, for our determination are; (1) That in

, disciplinary proceedings culminating inampos.tion of major penalty upon the

onri delicto .whether he and exonerated co-accused were in pan ...

"? and (2) Whether the incident taken as ground loi

from, the affairs of the

Appellant, v 

meanina "in equal fault

disciplinary action against the Appellant emanates .

License Branch of Deputy Commissioner office in District Swabi. which are

; if so- whether isolation of the Appellant
' subiect of collective responsibility

for punishment withstands-the .lest of fairness in such treatment?

appealat hand has been preferred to impugn . 

penalty upon the Appellant resulting fi^om allegations ;

in il.e =torge .nd .i.Km.m of .Iteg.iicns have .ten

, ,,p,,Kln=nd herein above as part of ihe ite. Dr; Qaaim ADC (Addi.ionai

.inquiry Officer (for short

Needless to say that the8. .

the imposition of mcVjor

Deputy Commissioner)..Mardan was appointed as..

submitted by him is available on file being part
"10”)^ 'fhe inquiry Report as

. As the record prociired byIlf, written statement/commehts of the respondents

If) rhirine inqnir, proceedings was no, annete v„,h .he w,i„e„ rCpiv of

it was. in the course of further proceedings that they were
' ihc

respondents.
<$1: dirccted.vide order dated 11.03.2020 to produce; copy of complete inquiry

10.02.2021after several adjournments was. produced on
record. The same

, to have, not been .,

,dared f.i.h .he i„r,i„ .prootrfings. -lie ■«' '"I”"

Sted 1- beeonve necessn,,. So. before sc.nhing rbe inffuro, reeord, K.l.sifl .nd

placed , on file'. When the Appellant purportsand was

assc

HTE
Pakhtunkhrva Government. Servants (Efficiency .&

12 of the .Khyber

'Vt'-vjfV 'ij
reproduced herein below lor advantage""Disciplme) Rules. 2011are
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II Procedure to be followed by inquiry officer or inquiry 
. 'committee.—W On receipt of reply of the accused or Qn 

. expiry of the stipulated period, if no reply is received from the 
■ accused, the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the 

case mav be. shall inquire into the charges and may examine 
such oral or documentary evidence ih .support of the c hai ges c 
in defense of the accused as may be considered necessary and 

■■ , yvhere anv witness is produced by one partyi. the other party
shall be entitled to cross-examine such witness. . , , ,
P) If the accused fails to furnish his reply within the stipulated 
period, the inquiry officer or thefinquiry committee, as the case 

may be. shall proceed with the inquiry ex-parte.
' The inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as

be. shall hear the Case on day to day and no adiournment
to be recorded in writing, in

■ /k

, -4

the case
(S)
may
shall be given except for reasons 
■which case it shall not be of more than seven days.

■ (4) Statements of witnesses and departmental representative(s).
■ if possible, will be recorded in the presence of accused and vice-

versa.
15)-Where-the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as 
case mqv be. is satisfied that the-accused is hampering o, . 
attempting to hamper the progress of the inquiry, he Of Jf shall 

. - administer a warning and if thereafter, he or it is
■ the accused is acting in disregard to. the warnnig. he or tt shad 

finding- to. that effect and proceed to 'complete the 
; inquiiy in such manner as may be deemed expecheni in the-, 

interest ofinstlce.
(6) If the accused absents himself froiri the inquiiy on 
arounds. he-shall be deemed to have hampered or attempted to 
hamper the progress of the inquiry, unless medical leave., 
apnlied for bv him,- is sanctioned on the .recommendations of a
Medical Board: provided that the competent authority J-naymt

seven dcivs without

the :

record ci

medical

its discretion, sanction medical leave up to
ffnfiffftTofcer or the inquiry, committee as the case 

be. shall submit his or its report, to the competent
within thirty davs of the initiation of inciuiiy.

be vitiated, merely on (he 
schedule for conipleiion

may
. authorit)’

ProvidedJhaf the inciuiiy shall not 
^rounds of nonobservance, of the time 

of the inciuiiy.

*

17 Powers Of the inquiry olfieer dr inquiry committee.-f;)
For the purpose of an inquiry under these 
officer or- the- inquiry committee, as the case may be. shady ^ 
t^owers-of!,.Civil Court trying la suit under'the Code.y 

Civd Procedure: 1908 (Act A'o.K of 1908). .ni respect of the

ffZmmni^andmforcmg fi^^ attendance of any person and

receiving.evidence on affidavits: and.
(c) issiiing commissions .for the examination of witnesses

'fit*!

»r

or

. documents.
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fDThe proceedings under these rules shall be deemed to the
judicial proceedings srilhin the meaning oj
228-of the Pakistan Penal Code, I860 (Ac! No. XL >f ■

/• 4
on recordpoint out that the inquiry report as produced

revealsthe disposal of disciplinary proceedings 

sheet , and statement of allegations separately to
, Superintendent ofDeputy Commissioner (DC) Office, Swabi and to Mushtaq

Ali. the Appella.nt. 'After preliminary discussion, the lO when came on

maintained that after launching inquiry

Ahmed Superintendent

ive formal, statement .

.longwtih the relevant documents in support of his assertion in -context ol

. Mushtaq Ali Assistant also appeared and submitted his

documents in his support..The lO in addition to 

Ahmed also got from him his detailed para-wise

written statement which in essence, as particularly discussed by the iO in his

evidence against the appellant. Reportedly., the 10

Sahih Zada.Assistanl of DC ollice .

U is pertinent to9.
initiated by issuing ol charge

Imtiaz Ahmed,one

description of inquiry proceedings, he 

proceedings, the. official namely Imtiaz 

summoned who appeared and submitted his respective

was .

allegations. Similarly.

written statement having no

the said .statement of Imtiaz

treated as. report.,

• stood contented after, appearance of on

was

and statements., vyhich
before him who furnished copies of the documents

iry . reports previously conducted for tactcertainly vyere part of the inquiry
of the. License Branch of DC Office. Swabi: and

finding in relation to matteis 

he i.e. 10 neither strived for. any more evidence, nor did .he summoned the 

to afford him withcoilfront hinr with, the record so procured or

in defense about,the material collected, as
appellant to

oppe-rtunity- of saying anything
,of of charges against him what to say of opportunity of cross-examination

corded by the 10 himself. Even, the 10 did not feel
pr(

when no statement was re
ilcmportant to associate the Departmental Representative with the inquiry.

til-
5^ #



\ .

•. 7

proceedings despite the fact that it.was specificalJV provided in the statemenl 

of allegations that the accused and a welt conversant representative of the 

Director Land Records Office shall join the proceedings on the date, time and

VN ■
/■

place fixed by the lO.The significance of presence of the Departmental

evident from provisions of Rule 13 of the RhyberRepresentative is

Lakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) Rules. 2011 as reproduced herein

below:-'

Duties of the departmental representative.—The departinenial 
rcpresenfalive shall perform f he following dulies, namely:

(a) render full assistance to the inquiry officer or the inquiry 
commiltee. as the case may be, during the proceedings where lie shall 
he personally present and fully prepared with all the relevant lecoid 

relating to the case, on
(b) cross-examine the wit.nesses_ produced by the accused, iind 

IH the permission 'of the inquiry_ officer or inquiry committee, as the
ccjse mav be, may also cross-examine the prosecution witnesses.

(c) rebut the grounds of defense offered by the accused before 
theinquirv officer or the inquiry committee, as the case, may be.

13.

each date of hearing:

^\>I

The 10 in his report, based oivstatements and documents presented: 

before him, in the mode and manner herein above stated, found the job

License Clerk which therefrom is copied •

. 10.

description of the appellant as

•beibw:- • - ,

. i. Receiving applications for arms licenses and its 
submission to the Deputy Commissioner for 
approval as per authorized monthly quota of the 

District;

ii. After approval and then before the issue of arms 
, license, depositing of its fee in the NBP through

cliallan under proper head of account;

iii. At the end of each and every 
reconciliation of all challan from the concerned 
District Accounts Office, through which the
license fee. was deposited during the month;

At the time of receiving applications for arms 
licenses, checking of original CNlCs of each 
applicant especially for fitness of his age for 

arms licenses; and

1rw
• t

month.
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' V. Maintaining of the entire office record of the 
branch including license issue register.

The, observations of the lO following the job description oi the 

appellant include that the accused official did, not show efficiency in 

discharging of functions and liad not acted honestly and Houted the orders

'Arm License' and •

11,

; ■ aiongwiih prescribed rules and regulation relating to the

such wrongful acts committed by the accused rendered him liable to be 

proceeded against under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Government Servant 

(Lmciency and - Discipline) Rules 201 1. On plain reading of.the said . 

observation, it seems quite random. After sideline^discussion by the Inquiiy 

Officer in the.given style, his account under, the caption ot findings in the

■ inquiry report is copied therefrom hereiirbelbw:;

“Keeping in view the above facts and position of the 
matter it has become clear that the accused official 
namely Mushtaq Alls License clerk (Assistant) has 
committed gross , negligence in performing 
assigned duty while his posting in the License 
Branch and has recklessly and unlawfully allowed 
un-anthorized persons to work in the government 
office. The irresponsible way of function which the 
accused official performed,, has also, inflicted 
considerable financial loss to the Government 
exchequer who has covertly maintained a fake and 
parallel record in the branch in order to collect ill- 
gotten money. Since the Computerization, of Arms 
license was put in place at that time, then the illegal 
act in preparation of manual license copies is also 
added in his wrongdoings- Moreover, the fee 
accrues from the license copies, were nnlawfnlly 
retained by the accused official and he did not 
deposit it into the Government treasury and this 
irresponsible act .of the accused official is also 
counted in his offense.”

his

AUiioLiah the 10 ih his observations al'ler disclosing ihe job description 

Appclkini held him merely ncgligeiilbul in the same repoi-t ahead, he in his 

linked' his negligence with' financial loss to the.

1-2;

■ t

• • lindings .randomly ,

. t
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makeahy material point to justilyiiovernment exchequer. Yet he could not. /

of fakethe embezzlement of'the license fee by the. Appellant and i 

licenses under the fake,signatureferthe competent,authority and ofretammg ,

. the 10 in recommendation parrot

issuance

parallel ;,md bogus record.Quite c'ontraniy

sudden proposed that the appellant was found
ihe inquiry report., all ot a

of licenses under, take signatures of the competent
. involved' in issuance

and . bogus record; and alsothat he retained parallel; authority and

recomntended imposition of major penalty upon the appellantwith recovery

of the amount iwm the appellant. The co-accused namely Imtiaz Ahmed,

er office, Swabi .was exonerated in liis ■■ Superintendent of Deputy Commissioner

inquiry ^yith a presu,nptive view that had he been involved in the above.game

with the dealing hand (License Clerk), he 

disclosed it before the eompetent authority in tune.

or have any sort ot connivance

would have never

and recommendations of 10 against the appellant
l.-.eaving the findings13.

aside Ihr a while, let us observe that in view of our discussion having already

in above with reference to style of inquiry proceedings; the 10
gone herein

: one time.to receive his written statement

had provided' no

except association of appellant for

in ansxs er to the charge sheet and statement of allegations.

quired .luider sub rules (1) and (4)^ • • of Rule.
4 cU'i'jcr opportunity o1 delense 

., i of the E&D Rules. 2011 .ffihus. the impugned orderbased on sucL inquiry

as rer -w

the competent authority \yastenable for this single, reason as- report is hot
. , under legal ohli.ga,ion Drstly to dctermi,ae whether the inquiry wax conducted

■ E&D Rules and after satisfaction as to nsin accordance, with provisions ot

to' further determine whether the charge or 

not.As" the compeleiil

liavinti been so conducted, it vyas to 

charsics had' been proved against .the accused or 

^ulborUv not only fei|ed in determination of compliance of the 10 with rules



a :' 10.

the laclua! part .bill 'als(' proceeded further quite erroneously by relying upon 

Of ihe Inquiry Report based on the record never confronted to the appellant

for its rebuttal. Tlierefore. we. are constrained to examine the case on facts .to

bring a clear picture oi'the. issues 

they wei-e purported to have existed at the time

Qasim. ADC, Mardan; sO that we 

. . be able 'to stive a direction for merit based inquirve it.viable

*

of License Branch of DC Ofticc.Swabi as 

of inquiry conducted by Dr..

,■ before parting with this judgment: could ■

■ Before initiation of the formal inquiry under E&D Rules 2011 m 

the. charge sheet and statement of allegations served upon the

conducted hy the

Swabr. The lO in his report also adverted

•14.

.pursuance to

a fact tlnding (preliminary) inquiry wasappellant.

Additional Deputy Commissioner,

the- record of the preliminary inquiry as given, to him. It would be usetiil to 

. below the relevant part oi' the main inquiry report comprising

to

• copy herein

discussion relating to foe preliminary inquiry:

“From the record presented to the undersigned and the 
statements submitted by the coueerued otiicials, it reveals 
that Mushtaq Aii, Assistant was assigned to perform h.s 
foitv as ‘License Clerk’ vide office order bearing 
N0.3531/DCS/EA.dated 3n.l2.20f6 'vho remmj^ m < - , 

branch till sealing of the section by
vide order No.l466/DCS/EA dated 08.06.2017 and 

subsequently he was transferred 
/ 5 order bearing No. 1478/DCS/EA dated 09fo6.2017 Altc
' 4 sealing, an inquiry Committee comprising Additional

rAl Deputy Commissioner and Assistant Comnmsionci,
^ Si was constituted to probe the matter vide order

dated 1366-72/DCS/PS dated 29.03.2017 who jointly

Statements of all the eoneerned offie.als they ‘
opinions . and reeommended some suggestion which

include:

same

1 Sealing of the Lieensc Braneh.
2. Transfer of the License Clerk from the post

of License Clerk.
3. Detail investigation through District Police

Officer following lodging an FIR against
the three private persons.
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4. Probing the embezzlement through tiie
. Anti-Corruption Establishment.

5. Investigation regarding issue 
under aged with person of out-Districts.

6. Venrication of channels used in the 
issuance of private licenses during the
period of the accused license clerk and

7. Serving of charge-sheets and statement ot
allegations on the otficial.

of licenses to

preliminary inquiryas copied above.The 10 having, discussed the 

■ , While ' conciuding the discussion, 

reconimendation. suggestions at

of abovehad observed that oul

taken intoserial No. 1. 2, 4 and 7 were 

followed tor unknownnotthe rest werewhereasaccount
following theabout not.Notwithstanding his observation■ reasons

5' and 6, thelO himself was vested withrecommendations at serial No. 3.

powers within meaning oh Rule 12 oh the KhyberPakhtunkhwa Clovemmen. ^

2011 to tleahaljeast with two points he. 2-and d tor
Servants (E&D) Rules.

at the'canvas:' However, he also did no!

mind, the
brintiinn; clear'pictnre of the things

enter in the said area for reasons best known to him. To our

made scapegoat seems not without 'argument before, us that Appellant

.Hg, I'orce because the grey area ol the altairs

noteworthy that the.distiphnary action against the Appellant

was

left unattended.was

. r was •

. initiated,in pursuance,.o the preliminary inquiry, kather it commenced m

e to the letter tp letter No. 15064/ACE dated 4-10-2017 after, ahoul
. i pursuance

No.the subject ol "Open Inquiiy■from the dale of said letter on.one vear
o-.. Cl.,*, D.,.

111. Directorate of Anticirrruption

addressed to the 

vide his office letter No.

office, Swabi .and. others' issued from 

: i/slablishmcnl (ACE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa^ Peshawar

Swabi. The latter.

dated 10-11-2017. .sent the case to the Commissionei. .

1)epuIV Comm issioner.

224;/r3CS/EA (GR)



•, %
12 -

reterred to Assistant OirccUM'Marclan stating therein that, the matter was 

Crimes. ACE.- Mardan for proper probe and legal action. 1 he matter was

. He i.e. theprobed by them * and recommended for departmental inquiry 

Depulv Commissioner added that .the appointing authority is the Senior 

Member Board ol‘Revenue (SMBR).The said correspondence, certainly is 

not deniable by the respondents being part of their, record, piesumably 

excludes the allegation of corruptionwhen the anticorruption watchdog 

seized with tlie Open-Inquiry No. 8/2017 had sent.the case to the department 

for action at their end. If the Deputy Commissioner, Swabi was sure, about 

charges of misappropriation of public money by the Appellant besides fraud 

and: Ibrgerv attributed to the latter, the former was legally supposed to report 

the said charges to the local police so as to bring the Appellant to justice

ihi-tmgh his criminal prosecution.However, the Deputy Commissioner could

no dare to invite the criminal investigation by reporting oi crime U> ihe

abandoned the said charge in departmental 

part of the controlling authority

■

police, but they had not 

proceedings. Anyhow, the. said omission 

ol'ihe License Branch gives rise to a presumption that they avoided to open-a

on.

bandora box and decided to rub the-issue under-carpet by makingthe 

Appellant scapegoat tor departmental action. . ■

!'ho Appellani has not been-charged lor disciplinary action on (lie 

basisior direcLevidence rather the charges against him pertain to the record 

his custody purporting the same as fake/bogus with interence against hini-that

17.

in-

it was. prepared by. him'or by his connivance with Mr. Inttiaz Ahmed-

accused with the Appellant. The Inquiiy Report^Superintendent, who

Koilges the focus of the Inquiry Officer on fixing the Appellant alone by his

was’ CO-

ign about the contributory role of. alt those who come in
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Clerk and the Deputy Commissioner in scheme ol things 

■ ^^ioairicanl in a regulated' chain workable towards issuing 

under,the rule.

• ■/ beiween the License

of arm licenses.d’

of discretion ol theThe matter, of arms licenses is hot a mattei

ive but it is a. regulated exercise under Rhybet Pakhtunkhwtr Arms

Commissioner" meaning the

18.

executive . .

rules 20tl4. Under the said rules, the "DepuU

Deputy Contmission of. the concerned: district and the "Secretary" ntcmt.ng 

Government Home and Tribal,A I'ldirs Department are only two
• Secreiarv to

the licenses ol' ditlerehtcompetent authorities under the said rules to issue

. The matter of licenses which were taken intocategory prescribed by rules

account ' tor disciplinary action against the appellanl ■ within, ihewas

. competence of Deputy Comraission-.Swabi. Parl-.ll ot the Rules 2014 deals

of licenses for possession and going armed. Sub-Rule (1) ot .
with grant

or ammunition and torPvulel 3 provides that a license for possession of arm-

form XI by the .Deputybe granted, under these rules in

in the . said rules is . provided that the Deputy

going.arme^ may 

Commissioner: .Nowhere

or the Secretary being competent authority under the ruics^ ^ Co m m i s$ i oner

have got any c'ompetency to

sulvordinate. Interestingly, there is copy ot an

delegate their powers of issuance licenses to any

office order of the DC .

direction of this
of their

of complete record of iiTquiry produced on. Sxyabi as part

'1 ribunal. The said order bearing No. 930 

(:*3-20l 5 to authorize Mr. Imtiaz

issued by the DC Swabi on 31was

Ahmed. Superintendent, DC Establishment,

j license copies subject .to approval .ol 

said Superintendent (co^accused Nvith tlie

Swabi as signatory authority tor arms 

.. ihc competent . aiithoritv- 

: appellant) submitted ah, o''thce

leiein that IreSh manual aims.licenses copies are

The

note-to the Deputy Commissioner stating 

being prepared and issued

ms^.
Hr
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.nder his take signature in the previous date, without any record/prior

approval-oV the competent authority, in cmitrayention of the Government

as 10of question of Compclency of the SuperintendentPolicies. Irrespective 

his being signatory of an^ licenses, it was duty of the 10 to get specimen

of the. said Superintendent for their comparison with the signaturesignatures

on the license copies recovered from the License Bianth and puipoiKd

omitted seems

m ■

liave been issued with fake signature. Why this exercise

10 and the Superintendent namely hntiaz

and the latter stood

was

10 be a matter in'between the

Ahmad, who was simply, exoneraied by the former

vicarious liability because he had pointed out the game to the

competent to embark ;

absolved from'

Commissioner. Anyhow, when the .10 was.• Deputy
within the meaning ofthe said exercise of comparison of signature. upon.

■ Rule-12 discussed above. the omission his part is apt to give rise lo anon

that'had he embarked upon the exercise of comparison of signature.

• i, would, have gone against the Superintendent, If there was any illegality oi-

(inked \yith contributory role of the

inference

iiTcvularity in Issuance oi the Jicenses

. was screened none else but by the. 10 who had dealt both theSuperintendent
on the •perintendent and .the appellant .in one and the same inquiry report;

Imtiaz Ahmad. Superintendent and
¥ Su

basis of eharge sheet separately issued to

ppellant. The proof of this allegation as issuing ot licenses with fake

of his admitted
ihe a

of the Superintendent hinged upon the comparison 

with the purported lake signature. Although, there was a specific

as to his connivance with the

signatures

■ signatures

.■ ' allegation .in charge sheet ofthe Superintendent

appellant and another namely

■ allegation in charge sheet ol biUiaz 

PST^^i^inattended and he

■ RashidNiaz,NaibQasid but this part of the

Ahmad. Superintendent remained 

absolved merely on a presumptive recommendation.was
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' possible tactual and legalthe discussion having, so. tar gone 

include; (t) the Deputy Commissioner.being license issuance
* ,19. ■ From

. inferences
ion in the Arms Rules- about ^ ,authority, in . absence pt any express provision

' hicS subordinate, had committeddeiegaiioiv of signatory, power to any . of

authorizing the,Superintendent of his otlice tor this
irregularity himself by

licenses were rampant as' job. (2)1 f the illegalities in issuing ol arms

purported, expediency of a broad based investigation by

unavoidable: in the public interest but maybe

the Anticorruption

in backdrop
Establishment was 

oi'some,hidden agenda, it did not go deeper and,opined for.a departmental 

particular nature of theonly. (3) The Deputy Commissioner Swabu m

withhold the opportunity
. action

of .-criminal
not supposed to

investigation by local policehaving not reported the .crime .

sure about .forgery and misappropriation of public money

Branch directly uhder his control: However, he for the 

. .reasons best known to him could not do so. (4) The inquiry conducted as part

(Vf disciplinary proceedings against the appellant

of record without its conlTOiiting the

charges, vvas
: under due course

. of law. if he was

alTairs of the License

was not fair in terms of, 

accused; and thus the

regard t.o ..
collection •

i‘ .proceedings conductedhaving

ol- trial. (5) In the siatemenl of

no
ppcihiiiL suriered on account o

and necessity olfairness

,a-

liie due process
,,P,ations served upon Imtigz. Ahmed. Superinrendent, his connivance ,s

th Rashid Niaz,, NaibQasid. However, this.
alleged with the appellant and W1

iwas nol invcsiigafeci. b>of the .charge sheet .against the Supermlendenl
pciri

.if >Jaib Qasid was included in this head of .the
the 10. Moreover, the role c

clue in theAhmed Superintendent'but there is no
Charge against Imtiaz 

inquiry report that

or.not. (6) In absence ol'inquiry in-1

proceeded; against 

■ respect 0.1' the charge sheet against the 

exclude the liability of the .Superintendent

whether arore-named Naib Q.asid was

Superintendent, vve are unable to-
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r .
his close .control over the License Bran.ch being signatory ot thef / ■ • due to

licenses and a proxy in between the Branch and the Competent .Authority i.e.

of shoi-tialls of the inquirythe Deputy. Commissioner. (7) In presence o1

p.roceedings'as deducted .from the inquiry tor discussion having gone in this

judgment, the entire edifice of enquiry .proceedings does not quality tire test' 

of the procedure, provided under, the. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

bul'the competent authority blindly relied upon 

ior satisfaction as to its having been conducted in 

view of the intereiices enumerated herein 

to the formulated questions follows: The lirsi question

Servants tb&D) Rules,-201 1: 

the inquw'y report without prioi

compliance with the said .rules.ln

•berore.-, pur answer

appellant and the' exonerated co-accused were in paridilicio 

is answered in affinpative. The said doctrine ot ///

whether the

. \\\K:i\n\\'\‘̂ ‘'in eciiicdfaiilt , is 

puricli/icio is based on the max.im,im namely ‘77; pari delicto poiioresiconditio 

of equal or mutual lault. the 

is the better. o.ne.The second question

defendant'' which signifies that in..a case

was
position of'the defending party is

■ related to the ground for disciplinary action, against the appellanl

emanating from the aflairs of the License Branch of Deputy Commissmnev s ■

of collective responsibility; if so.

as, to Its .

District Swabi, being subjectoffice in
withstands the test olwhether isolation of the appellant for punishment.

observations about chaige sheetidirness .in such-treatment. In view of our 

.oainst the Superintendehl. the former part ^of the second questjon is 

is answeredunswered in affirmative while its latter part about test of feirness

to-the formulated questions, it is
. in negative. In view Pt' the given answers 

.safe to

Superintendent were supposed to

.ceommended his exona-ation with inquiring to charges against him 

rtmularly the charge of his connivance with the appellant, in the purported

and Mr. Imtiaz Ahmed, the 

sink together and sail together. Howevei.

hold .that. Mushtaq Ali the appellanl

.
f;.

h
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Hfound lor disciplinary action against the appeliani. the trail 

Commissioner who being at helms ol the aijair 

the standard-of prudence and ,left the matter at mercy ol the 

Superintendent by delegating him the powers of signatures..

I case’taken as
■ 5

even .goes to the Deputy

failed to meet

llerehy accept the.20. - In sequel to the details captured herein above

Appellant=s appeal’ as prayed for. Consequently, the impugned order of 

■ dismissal 'from service and that of the appellate authority

we

appellant's

maintaining the same are set
.1

necessary orders to reinstate him in service from the date ot his dismissal and 

him all back benefits which he missed in between the dates ol his

aside with direction to the respondents to pass

to restore
(

' ■ dismissal and this .iudgment: This judgment will not be an impediment, for the

all-departmental authorities, if they deem it ’appropriate to hold an

^encompassing inquiry into, financial and administrative affairs of the License

under control of the Deputy Commissioner. Swabi. for the period ot 

incumbency, of Mush.taq Ali tlie appellant. Mr. Imtiaz Ahmed the then

Rashid Niaz the then Naib Qasid. Parties are lell

Branch-

Supcrinlcndcnl and of Mr. 

to .bear their own costs. File be consigned ,to the record room.

■ ANNOUNCED 
16.07.2021 ■' -rt. -<

(AHMAdSIjLTAN'PAl^BbN)
■ CHAIRMAN

OBrSlfi€«|/to he fiire cops
(ROZfNXREHMAN)

.KdEMBERCn
/I

^INERI ,

hw«
V. Service Tribimal-

Peshawar
^ ■.

Date of Presentation of Application 

Number of
T /

Copying Fee 

Urgent

-v: ofCop;.

' Date'of Delivery of Copy

?
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To,
SECRETARY BOARD OF REVENUE (R&S) 
DEPARTMENT, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR

Subject:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL / REPRESENTATION
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ORDER DATED 16.07.2021
PASSED IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 387/2019.

FOR

Respected Sir,

1. That the Appellant is'a peaceful and law abiding citizen of 
Pakistan and is entitled for all the legal and fundamental 
ri^ts constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

2. That the appellant was transferred to Mardan Commissioner 
Office in 1988, when Mardan was raised as Division.

3. That the appellant was promoted as Senior Clerk and then 
promoted as Assistant BPS-15 in the year 1993.

4. That thereafter, due to his satisfactory Services, the.appellant 
was further promoted as Tehsildar BPS~16 vide Order dated 
20.12.2017.

5. That during his service as Tehsildar, the appellant wr.s served 
^with .a charge sheet / statement of allegation, which was 
properly relied by the appellant and denied the allegations 
leveled against him.

6. That the appellamt was not associated with any inquiry 
proceedings nor any opportunity has been given to appellant 
for his personal hearing, and thus he was dismissed from 
service.

7. That thereafter the appellant filed departmental appeal, which 
was dismissed and later on the appellant filed Service Appeal 
before the Leaned Service Tribunal KPK, Peshawar, which 
was allowed and the impugned Order of dismissal of the 
appellant from service and that of the appellate authority 
maintaining the same are set aside and the your good office 
was directed to issue reinstatement order of the. appellant vide 
order dated 16.07.2021.
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That inspite of order of the Service Tribnal, your good office 
delayed the matter by one way and another.

8.

That the Service Tribunal had been allowed the Service Appeal 
while setting aside the dismissal order and restored the 
appellant into service with all back benefits, your good office 

. was bound to implement the order of the Hon’ble Service 
Tribunal in letter and spirit, but your good office issued only 
reinstatement order and till date no back benefits have been 
issued, by implementing the order of the Service Tribunal in 
partial manner.

9.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that, On 
acceptance of this Departmental Appeal, the order dated 
16.07.2021 may graciously be ^ implemented and the 
Appellant may please be reinstated / restored into his 
service with all back benefits.

vd
Mushtaq^^l::]
S/o Charagh 
R/o Shaheed Abad Shawa 
Tehsil Razha, District Swabi.

/^hsildar).

1
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government of KIIVBER PAKirrUNKIlWA,
board OF REVENUE.

I^E* ESTATE DEPARTMENT.

MMUflM

KEVE

M TSS^^TiPwhawirPairftbe■ Ne> Ear.lffP/Mahttg AW 2^^gg ^

To

/k ii
!■-.

16).

FOR/ REPRESENTATION 
ORDER DATED 16J)7J02I PASSED IN

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENTAL AP|gAL 
IMPLEMENTATION OF ^ <
SERVICE APPEAL NO.

Refcfcnce to the subject noic^&ve aad to suuc that )*our Dcpoftmcotol Appeal 
has been examined and cegrcited by the ConimB&t Auihorily.

(NOOK KHAN 
Aisbiani Secretory (Esill 

Board of Revenue 'w !1a?
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