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‘KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR. '

Service Appeal No. 1347/2019

BEFORE: MR. KALIM ARSHAD KHAN, ... CHAiRMAN
MISS. FAREEHA PAUL, .. MEMBER(E)

Mr. Abdul Ghaffar, Tehsildar (BPS-16) Serai Norang, District Lakki
Marwat. ... (Appellant)

Versus

. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chlef Secretary,

Peshawar.

. The Board of Revenue through Ass:stant Secretary Board of

Revenue, Peshawar.

. The Senior Member Board of Revenue, Peshawar

e S (Respondents)
Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak, : - For appellant.
Advocate :
Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, o :
Asstt. Advocate General : e For respondents.
Date of Institution....................15.10.2019
Date of Hearing...........cccccceo. 10.05.2022

Date of Decision............. T 11.05.2022

JUDGMENT

-KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN. This appeal has been filed by - ‘

appellant Abdul Ghaffar, under Section 4 of Khyber PakhtunkhWa _S’,ervice‘ 5

" Tribunal Act 1974, against the order dated 28.06.2019, whereby minor penalty

of withholding one annual increment for a period of two years has been . -

imposed upon him. It has been prayed that on acceptance of the appeal,.
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\\\S\.\P/ their reply The respondents submitted reply, wherein it has been alleged that'

impugned order might be set aside and annual increment of the appellant

might be restored with all back benefits.

2. Brief facts of the case as enumerated in the memo. and grounds of

appeal are that the appellant was serving in the respondent department as

Tehsildar. He while posted as Tehsildar Serai Naurang, received charge sheet

alongwith statement of allegations dated 24.11.2017 on the ground that he
attested a bogus mutation No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Moza Marmandi Ketat
No. 48 for land measuring 07 Kanal 16 marlas in the name of Haji Latif-ur-

Rehman from Ghulam Rasool Khan S/O Baitullah R/O Marmandi (Azim) without

the thumb impression of the actual land owner(vendor); that in response to |

- the charge sheet and statement of allegations, the appellant submltted hlS»l
pdetalled reply, denied the allegations levelled agamst h|m and clarlﬁed his |

position; that respondent No. 3 vide order dated 06.06.2018 imposed upon the

. appellant majot penalty of reversion to lower post of Naib Tehsildar for a

period of 03 years; that after exhausting departmental remedy, the appellaht
filed servicebappeal No. 1359/2018 before thls Tribunal and during pendency
Qf the appeal, the respondents issued another order- dated ‘28\.0»6.2019»,
whereby minor penalty of withholding of one increment for period of two l/eare

was lmposed upon the appellant with immediate effect; that feeling aggrleved

- from the order dated 28.06.2019, the appellant filed departmental appeal on

03.07.2019 before the appellate authority which remained un-responded,

hence the present appeal on15.10.2019, which is well within time.

as per provision of the rules Iand cannot be transferred to another person

P
t,'a_g-»

Oon receipt of the appeal, notices were issued to the respondehts:to »’f‘lleﬂ



without consent of the original owner and affixation of his thumb impression

which has not been followed in the instant case; that enquiry was entrusted to

- Mr. Muhammad Asif, the then Director, Land Records to proceeded agai»nst the

appellant under Government Servants -(E&D) Rules, 2011. On receipt of

enquiry report, major penalty of reversion from Tehsildar BS-16 to lower post

of Tahsildar BPS-14 was imposed upon him; that on acceptance of his

“departmental appeal, the Appellate Authority set aside the reversion order of

the appellant with the direction to initiate fresh enquiry under the rules; that

Commissioner, Bannu and on. receipt of enquiry report, the competent

authority vide order dated 28.06.2019 imposed minor penalty of withholding of

“one increment for a period of two years upon the appellant.

4. We have heard arguments of learned counse! for the parties and perused |

the record with their assistance.

5. Itis not disputed that impugned order of reversion of the abpellant was

passed on 06.06.2018 without specifying therein the period of reversion as per

mandate of Rule-29 of the Fundamental Rules. Without specifying the said

another enquiry was conducted through Mr. Kamran K_han, Addl. Deputy

period of reversion the impugned order of reversion- was defective under thé- '

law. Later on, on acceptance of departmental appeal of the appellant, denovo.

‘enquiry was conducted and vide order dated 28.06.2019, the punishment of -

years but without any other effect. Such period of two years Has already

~elapsed. Therefore, we in. the circumlstg_r_}ges of the case, deem it appropriate

to direct the respondents to restore annual increment to the appellant after |

reversion was converted into withholding of one increment for a period of two



two years of its withholding. The appeal is disposed in the above terms.

Consign.

06.  Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under m}} hand and

seal of the Tribunal this 11" day of May, 2022.

(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN)
' Chairman

(F EEHA@JL)
Member (E)
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11" May, 2022 Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak, Advocate for a’lppellant
present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Asstt. AG for the

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

2. Vide our detailed judgment of today, containing 04 pages,
this appeal is disposed of in the terms as spelled out in Para 5 of

the judgment. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and g/'veh under
our hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 117 of May, 2022.

(KALIM ARSHAD KHAN)
Chairman :

-
(FAREEHA PAUL)

Member (E)




A10t~h May, 2022 Mr. Noor Mdhammad Khattak, Advocate for the 'appellant

present. Mr. hiaz Khan Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General for
the respondents ._present; o N -

Arguments heard. To come. up for order before the D.B on
11.05.2022. |
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(Fareeha Paul) Chairman
Member (E) '
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02.06.2021 Junior to counsel for appellant present.
Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate
: General for respondents present.
,’l R : ' Former made a request for_adjournment as senior
Q learned counsel is busy before Hon'ble Peshawar High
Court, Peshawar; granted. To come up for arguments on
27.09.2021 before D.B.
(RozinQ;Rehman) | | Ch&an/
Member (J)
97 -G L |
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25.01.2022 Clerk of the learned counsel for the appellant present.
Mr. Noor Zaman Khan Khattak District Attorney for respondents

. present.

- Clerk of the Iearned‘ counsel for appellant stated that
learned counsel for appellant is unable to attend the Tribunal
today due to strike bf lawyers. Adjourned. To come up for
arguments before the D.B bn 10.05.2022. |

(Rozina Rehman) (Salah-Ud-Din)

- Member (J) _ Member (J)



21.09:2020 - - Appellant himself alon'gwith Mr. Umer Farooq, juhioﬁ fo senior
‘ counsel Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak, Advocate are preseh't. Mf. Riaz
Ahmad Paindakhei! 'Assisfant Advocate  General’ alongwith:
representative of the department Mr. Muhammad Arif, Supermtendent;

'F.; are also present. Junior counsel submitted that his senior "has

| proceed‘ed to village due to having some -Iss_ue_s there and réq‘u_ested-

for ‘adjournment. Adjourned to 02.12.2020. File to {:orﬁ'é' u'pn for

(M|an Muhammad) " ) (MuhammadJa
Member (Executive) . Member (Judicial)

© 02.12.2020 ©  Dueto pandemac of Covid-19, the case is adjourned to
23. 02 2021 for the same as before. T

N\ ’ : e
23.02.2021 Due to COVID, 19 the matter is adjourned to 2.06.2021 for
' - the same. ‘




- 20.04.2020

27.07.2020

Due to pubtic holidays on account of Covid-19, the case

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 27.07.2020 before |

DB. - -

1

Counsel for appellant present.
Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District.Atto‘mey |

er resp@_ndenté present. s

This case is to be adjourned due to CO\‘/IAD-IQ but it
was brought into thn; notice of this Tribunal that -
connect:e:d- appeal titled Abdullah Vs. SMBR is pending
and fixed for submission of amended appeal, therefore, -
on -the__J vrequest of par‘t'ies,l this file to come j’fu}b for
arguments alongwit}f cbnnected appeal on 21.09.202'0

before DB

(Mian Muhammad) ‘ . (Rozina Rehman)
Meﬁwber (E) Member ()



W
03.12.2019 Counsel for the appellant present.

Contends that in the second ehquiry proceedings against
the appellant,which resulted in passing of impugned order dated |
28.06.2019, no statement of allegations or charge sheet was B
served upon him. Similarly, the appellant was not exfended with
any opportunity of defending his cause nor was allowed to cross
examine witnesses, if any, appearing in proceedings. -

. Instant appeal is admltted to regular hearing. The
appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within
10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To

ee » come up for written reply/comments on 27.01.2020 before S.B.

] _ | Chairrﬁan\\

27.01.2020  Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Written reply not
submitted. Muhammad Arif Superintendent representative of the,

~ respondent department present and seeks time to furnish wriltexi

reply/comments. Granted. To come up for written reply/comments

" on 03.03.2020.before S.B.
N\

Member

03.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellani. Addl. AG alongwith
Muhammad Arif, Superintendent for respondents present and
submitted written reply which is placed on file. To come up .
for rejoinder, if an_lf and arguments on 20.04.2020 before the

D.B.

/‘l



Form- A et
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No.- 13_47/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
i proceedings
1 2 3
1 15/10/2019 The appeal of Mr. Abdul Ghaffar presented tgday by IVIr.A N_oor-. )
: Muhammad Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institutio'n Register- |.
and put up to the Worthy Chairman for propéy order ple‘aée. .
@My: - ‘
- REGISTRAR 2 #719115 | R
2_" l'éljb) (/% , This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be .|

put up there on o2\ }l/q’

\
. . s
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'APPEAL No. I’ZU ? /2019

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

ABDUL GHAFFAR ?V/ S # GOVT: OF KP & OTHERS
, hiﬁ-» g
GO
INDEX
S.NO. DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE | PAGE
1. | Memo of appeal | | 1-4
Charge sheet and Statement -of -
2. | Zllegation & >~ 6
3. Reply C 7
4. | Copy of Mutation D 8
5. | Order dated 06.06.2018 E 9
6. | Departmental appeal F 10- 11
7. | Service appeal G 12- 14
8. | Impugned order H 15
9. | Departmental appeal I 16
10. |Vakalatnama 0000 | eeeeea- 17

THROUGH:

APPELLANT

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK,

: ADVOCATE
ROOM NO. 3, UPPER FLOOR,
NEW ISLAMIA CLUB BUILDING,
KHYBER BAZAR, PESHAWAR CITY
- 0345-9383141

——



! _ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

" ‘ PESHAWAR By
APPEALNO.___[SUF /2019 puurs o LUSS
Mr. Abdul Ghaffar, Tehsildar (BPS-16), Datud cf2ef 7
Serai Norang, District Lakki Marwat..u..iecvvereerecernenssnsanenssasss APPELLANT
VERSUS

1- The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2- The Board of Revenue through Assistant Secretary Board of Revenue,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3- The Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
TS b= 1 T RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

- SERVICE TRIBUNAL -ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED 28.06.2019 WHEREBY MINOR PENALTY OF
WITHHOLDING OF ONE ANNUAL INCREMENT. FOR_THE
PERIOD OF TWO YEARS HAS BEEN IMPOSED ON THE
APPELLANT AND AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITHIN THE
STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS

PRAYER:
That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated
28.06.2019 may very kindly be set aside and annual
increment of the appellant may be restored with all back
benefits. Any other remedy which this august Tribunal
deems fit that may also be awarded in favor of the appellant.

R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

1- That appellant is the employee of the respondent Department and is
makdto-da¥ serving the respondent Department as Tehsildar (BPS-16) quite
.efficiently and up to the entire satisfaction of his superiors.

Registray -

! J/[ (@{ (§ 2-That appellant while posted as Tehsildar Serai Norang, District Lakki
Marwat, received charge sheet along with statement of allegations
issued vide dated 24.11.2017 wherein it was alleged that the
appellant while posted as Tehsildar Serai Norang, District Lakki
Marwat “attested a bogus mutation No.2255 in Khata No.264, Moza
Marmandi, Ketat No.48 for land measuring 7 kanal 16 marla in the

s
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name of Haji Latif-Ur-Rehman from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan S/O
Baitullah r/o Mahmadi (Azim) without the thumb impression of the
actual land owner (vendor)”. Copies of the charge sheet and
statement of allegation are attached as annexure....c.ceveessnes A & B.

3-That in response to the said charge sheet and statement of
allegations the appellant submitted his detailed reply and denied the
allegations leveled against him. That in the said reply the appellant
has clearly stated that the subject sale mutation was attested by the
undersigned in Jalsa-e-Aam strictly in accordance with the prescribed
rules/law relating to the disposal/decision of mutation. The statement
of the complainant/vendor was taken in the presence of two reliable
witnesses who have duly signed/thumb impressed the mutation in
question. That later on the said mutation was cancelled on the
directions of the Civil Judge and the share of the complainant in the
landed property transferred vide impugned mutation was restored
beck to him vide Wapsi Bai Qatai mutation bearing No. 2904 dated
28.8.2017.Copies of the reply and mutation are attached as
ANNEXUrCuusesesssnsrrvanas fesusunuNsNsISRsRInIasERNLERERERERRRSOSR SRR R R E SR C &D.

4- That astonishingly the respondent No.3 without adopting the legal
procedure as mentioned in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
Servants E&D Rules 2011 issued the impugned order dated
06.06.2018 whereby the appellant has been reverted to the lower
post of Naib Tehsildar (BPS-14). Copy of the impugned order is
attached as @NNEXUre iiiiieirevreiinesesestanearrarmnrnssasnssssnssassasssnsens E.

5- That feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 06.06.2018
the appellant filed departmental appeal followed by service appeal
No. 1359/2018 before this august tribunal. Copy of the Departmental
appeal and service appeal are attached as annexure......ueuee. F&G.

6- That during the pendency of the above mentioned appeal the
respondents issued another order dated 28.6.2019 whereby the
aforementioned punishment was converted into minor penalty of
withholding of one increment for a period of two years.. Copy of the
impugned order is attached as annNexXure...civieiresnnrrnceniineees H.

7- That appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated
28.06.2019 filed Departmental appeal before the appellate authority
since then no reply has been received. Copy of the Departmental
appeal dated 03.07.2019 is attached as aNNEXUre...uueeerreeesrensesens I.

8- That appellant feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy filed
the instant service appeal on the following grounds amongst the
others.



'GROUNDS:

A- That the impugned order dated 28.06.2019 issued to the appellant is
against the law, facts, norms of natural justice and materials on the
record hence not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B- That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and
rules by the respondent Department on the subject noted above and
as such the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution

- of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

C- That the respondents acted in arbitrary and malafide manner while
issuing the impugned order dated 28.06.2019.

D- That no show cause notice has been served on the appellant before
issuance of the impugned order dared 28.06.2019.

E- That no chance of personal hearing/defense has been provided to
the appellant by the -respondent department before issuing the
impugned order dated 28.06.2019.

F- That no loss has been caused to the Government Exchequer nor to
the other parties, therefore, the impugned order dated 28.06.2019 is
not tenable and liable to be set aside.

G- That it is pertinent to mention that the issue on which the appellant
was awarded with the punishment of reversion to lower post of Naib
Tehsildar has been patched up and the said mutation has been
restored which is subsequently converted into minor penalty of
withholding one increment for the period of two year but despite
that the respondents punished the appellant, hence the respondents

~ violated the principle of natural justice.

H- That neither the complainant nor the witnesses were cross examined

by the appellant, therefore the impugned order dated 28.06.2019 is
not tenable and liable to be set aside.

I- That the appellant has been discriminated by the respondents on the
subject noted above and as such the respondents violated the norms
- of justice, equity and equality.

J- That appellant seeks permission to other grounds and proofs at the
time of hearing.



It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the
.. appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

Dated: 07.10.2019

N %
A HAFFAR
THROUGH: .
NOOR MOHA HATTAK
MIR ZAMAN

ADVOCATES
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYB ER PAKHTUNKHWA
BOARD OF REVENUE BN

REVENUE & ESTATEDEPA RTMENT

No. Admn: lV/lnquiry/"l’chsikIm‘/Nmu‘zmg//-\.Gha‘!’ar /2. )1 S

Dated _ 2.4 /110017 o

LA ~ DISCIPLINARY ACTION. .

| I Zafar Iqbal, Senior Member / Secretary (0 Government of  Khyber

o Pakl};&ﬂi_hwa, Revenue & Estate Department, as Competent Authority. am of the opimon {5
: . AW, L1 : ' . o
: ‘Mur Ghafar Khay, Political Tehsildar IR Bannu, has rendered himself liable to be proceeded

against, as he committed the following acts/omissions, within (he meaning of Rule 3 of (e

Khyber Pakhtunkhwz Government Servants (Efhciency and Discipline) Rujes, 2011

STATEMENT OF AL LEGATIONS.

Lo That while posting as Tehsildar Sarai Naurang, he -uatiested 4 bogus
mutation No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Moza Murmandi, Ketat No, 48
for land measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla in (he name of” Haji Fatil-yps
Rehman from My, Ghulam Rasool Khan $/0 Baitulluh t/0 Marmand
(Azim) without (he thumb impression of (he actual land | ownper

('vcnd()r_).
2. That during the fa finding / pre-liminary inquiry. he failed (o remoe e
the charges levelled against him before (he Inguiry Officer during
personal hearing. .
2. For the purpose of mquiry against the said accused with reference to the above

allegations, Mr. MEA 4 ﬂ')')‘r)-‘vtjj 315 AT e M_/‘I._/L_)l} ) _{_____/_{/‘_/(_/ﬁ/‘/ Joonsrterd

s appointed as Inquiry Officer under Rule 10 (1 (a) of the Rules ibid,

3 ‘ The Inquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of (he Rules ibid.
provide ¢zasonable opportunity of hearing (o the accused. record its findings and make, within
thirty days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as (0 punishment of other appropriate

action against the accused.

4. - The accused and a wel) conversant representative of the (|(.}M(7I'll'l'l¢l‘ll shall join the

proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Inquiry Ottice, //
. [' (
!

/

- t,rc{;n'y/,-"”"
Rcvcmkc. yifdd li",.s:/utt{ Department.

ATTEST D




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
BOARD OF REVENUE
‘REVENUE & ESTATEDEPARTMENT

S o CHARGE SHEET.

, Zafar lgbal, Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakbtunkhwa, as

.

U .

- 'Competent Authontv charge you Mr. Ghafar Khan, L,x. [ehsildar Naurang District Lakki
Marwat, now Political Tehsildar F.R. Bannu, as follows:

That you while posted ‘as Tehsildar Sarai Naurang District Lakki Marwal,

committed the following irrcgularitics:-

1. That while posting as Tehsildar Sarai Naurang, vou attested a bogus
mutation No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Moza Marmandi, Ketat No. 48
for fand measuring 7 Kanal 16 Marla in the name ol Haji Latif-ur-
j , Rehman (rom Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan 5/0 Baitullah /o Marmandi
' L (Azim) without the thumb impression ol the actual Jand owner A
|
|

(vendor).

2. That during the fact finding / pre Sliminary inquiry, you fuiled to
remove the charges levelled against you before the [nquiry Officer.

during personal hearing,

-

l 2. By rcasons ol the above, you appear 10 be guilty of misconduct under Ruie 3 of the
| " Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Elficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 and hdw,‘
- : rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specificd in Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.
3. You are, therefore, required to submil your written defence within seven days on receipt,
. of this Charge Sheet to the Inquiry Officer/ Inquiry Committec.

4, " Your written del’en(:c, if any, should reach to Inquiry Officer. within the specified phuml

failing which it shall be presumed that you have no delence and in that case ex-parte action wiil

a

be taken agamst you.

-
Py

S. lntimate as o whether you desire to be heard in person. e e/H

0. Satement of allegations is enclosed.

‘ O mfrr‘f; Secretary, - t .
. pbdol e E Revenue and i;alu,p’f)t,p 1rl‘1'n'(;{n'-»’{/
Mr.fGhafar Khan, i
Political Tehsildar F.R. Bannu.
¢ 1:' e ’




The Assistant Secretary, . ) ‘é

Stamps Board of Revenue KPK
Peshawar. :

Sublject:-‘. STATEMENT OF ABDUL.GHAFFAR EX-TEHSILDAR SERAI NAURANG IN

CONNECTION WITH SALE MUTATION _BEARING _NO. 2255 OF _MOZA
MARMANDI AZEEM DATED 14.11.2012

With reference to the complaint lodge by Ghalum Rasool $/O Baitullah R/O

' Marmandl Azeem District Lakki Marwat, the undersigned hereby submit the following
statement:-

1.

’ 30 ‘
- 16 Marla was restored / reverted back to him vide Wapasi Bai Qatai mutation bearing

4,

That the subject sale mutation was attested by the undersigned in Jalsa-e-Aam strictly in -

accordance with the prescribed rules/law relating to the disposal/decision of mutatior.
The statement of the complainant/vendor was taken in the presence of two reliable
marginal witnesses who have duly signed/thumb impressed the mutation in guestion.

That afterwards the complainant got aggrieved by the proceedings conducted in
connection with the disposal of the said mutation and thus challenged the same in the

petitioner/complainant, decreed the suit in his favour with the direction that the subject
mutation be cancelled and the share of the petitioner ir the landed property tr wnsferred
vide impugned mutation be restored back to him.

That in compliance with the court order, the share of the petitioner measuring 07 Kanal

No.2904 dated, 28/8/2017.

That it is a settled principle of law.that once a matter is adjudicated upon frna!ly by the
civil court, the same cannot be reopened and agitated on another forum, for in the eyes
of law that very matter becomes a closed and past transaction.

~ Keeping in view the aforementioned points, it is hereby requested that the instant
' complalnt be filed W|thout further proceedings as the same has now in fructuous and

" . void of any merit.

Submitted please. NN

.,
AN

Q‘.} 0

.court of civil judge Serai Naurang. The Court, agreeing to the version of the .

NS

Abd\((‘haffa. (é\\ O\"‘x:\\ v
‘~-~.~__‘_,E/Tchsﬂdar Serai Naurang

.

-
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GOVTRNMENT OF KHYBER PAKH TUNKH\N xl
BOARD OF REVENUE

REVENUE & ESTATE DEPAR TMENT

~'~'L§,‘,V‘ ]
4

Peshawar dated ‘nc U ﬁ, /06/2018

T e T e e P
. e R} e A e A
D ) 3

 WHEREAS; Mr. Abdul Ghaffar the’ then

loainst Lmder the Khyber Pa

s mentioned in the Charge Shest: -

“No.Estt: PF/AbAu! ?hafl arl

lchsﬂcl'n Nam ng Was proceeded
G l’Ull for the hm ge

khtunkhwa Government Servant

(I (Mciene) & Discipling) Ruole

Lirector Land Records was appointed

ANI! WHERIEAS; Mr.. I‘«lulmmmad /\\ll
as Inquiry Ofﬁcer to probe into the clnrg,es leveled agamst {he said official and submit finding/
1epommendat1ons

"AND ‘WHEREAS, The lnqulry " Officer after having eﬁamine' the charges,

~evidence produced before him and statement of accused ofhdlal submitted his reply whereby the

charges against the accused official stand proved.
rd of Revenue after having

BTNt L WY -

AND WHEREAS, I Zafar Iqbal Senior Member, Boa
t of accused official finding of Inquiry 0

ing and recommendations of the Inquiry

x the charges, evidence p10duced statemen fficer and after
f the accused concur with the findi
—

)

NOW THEREFORE ] as Competent Authollty in ex
a Government Sewants (Efficiency and Dlsmpline)

lower post of Naib Teh51ld'u upon - l\/h Abdul

_personal hearing ©
.officer.
ercise of powers co onferred

.by Rule 4 (b) () of Khyber Pakhtunkhw
‘Rules 2011 impose major penalty of reversion to

Ghaffar :the.then T ehsildar Naurang with 1mmedlate effect for a peuod of 1ree (03) years.

By ordér of
Senior Member.. -+

 No.Esttl/PF /Abdul G Ghaffer/ Y Vg 269

* Copy forwarded to the:- |

1 Accountant General Khyber Paklltunkhwa :
of the -accused l\/lr Abdur Gl{affar are

v

. ’ 2. Commlssmnel Bannu Dwmon Tlle aervlce<

g as Naib Teh31ldar in the Division.

,l reby placed at you1 disposal for fultler postin
Deputy Commlsmonel Lakki Marwat.

Dlstncl Accounts Ofﬁcer Lakl<1 Malwat

- Official concerned. .

o & W

" Office order file

Notification
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHIEF S i1574RY, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

;o PESNAWAR
Through:- - PROPER CHANNEL. "
Subject:- REPRESENTAION OF ABDUL GHAFFAR _ KHAN

GANDAPUR, EX: TERSILDAR, SERAI _NAURANG
DISTRICT LAKKI! MARWAT, NOW, NAIB TEHSILDAR
REVERSED TC LOWLR POST BY THE SMBR,
COMPETENT AUT;IORITY AFTER _IMPOSING MAJOR
PENALTY AS_ RE5ULT OF INQUIRY CONDUCTED_BY
DIRECTOR LAND RZCURDS KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

Respected sir,

1. I, Abdul Ghaffar Khan Gandupuy, Fx: Tehsildar Serai Naurang, Now

Naib Tehsildar, Commissicucr Oiltce, Bannu, submits following
submissions in respect of mujor penalty imposed under Rule 4 (b) (i)
of Khyber - Pakhtunkhwa, Ucoviinwent Servants Efficiency &
Disciplinary Rules, 2011 by seuversicn 10 lower post of Naib Tehsildar
by Senior Member, Board o! evenue, Competent Authority vide
order bearing No. Estt: /:3"',11‘1.(\?“::5.(.‘.1 Ghaffar/24369-74 dated
06/06/2018 (Copy e¢nclosed as Annexure-“A”), -

. Brief facts of the case arc that { served as Tehsildar, Serai Naurang,

District Lakki Marwat from Decomber, 2011 to July, 2013. During
this period the alleged Muiutio: o, 22855 attested on 14/11/2012
of Mauza Mar Mandi Tehsil Seiat Naurang, District Lakki Marwat was
presented in Common Assemunly {Julsé-¢c-Aam) on 14/11/2012, Both
vendors along with other vendors of other mutations along with
witnesses were also present. Mr. Gliuiam Rasool and Mr. Muhammad
Ismail, Vendors of alleged mutation No. 2255 dated 14/11/2014
duly identified by marginal witnesses of mutation declared the
transaction carried out through alleged mutation No. 2255 dated
14/11/2012 to be correct.

. Sir, As per provision ol secti.n 22 subscection 7 of West Pakistan

land Revenue Act, 1967, il .. ixetion of thumb impressions is not
necessary, however, his identiVicadiow by ¢‘wo respectable persons
preferably Lumberdar or Mewm' er oi Zla Council, Tehsil council or
Union Council is must and thumk impression of Lumber or Member
of any Local Council is on register ¢} Mutation must be obtained.
Moreover, as per provision of scction 42, sub section 8, the
mutation shall be attested in Cominon Assembly of Estate. These
two provisions of law os State had been compiled with by the
petitioner. The above provisivw: o v is still intact and amendment
had not been made by the cornpetant forum, i.e Parliament.
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‘ VG, Moreover, it worth to be mentioned that attestation of mutation is >~ -

,*\' summary proceeding and legally it does not create any entitlement

as registration Deed or Court decree. Mistakes usually occur from
revenue Officers during the disposal of Mutations in Common
Assembly (Jalsa-e-Aam) but there is provision in West Pakistan Land
Revenue Act, 1967 for correction of these mistakes under section
163 by competénf authority i.e. District Collector. These mistakes
~ also comes under the purview of section 163 of West Pakistan Land
. Revenue Act, 1967 and District Collector Lakki Marwat to correct it

through review under section 163 of West Pakistan Land Revenue
Act, 1967.

5. As human being, commission of ¢rrors is possible from every human -
being. It is also an error in which I did not commit it with intention.
© Moreover, I had also got protectién under section 181 of West
 Pakistan Land Revenue Act, 1967 when anything is done by
Revenue Officer in good faith. I had disposed off the alleged
mutation No. 2255 dated 14/11/2012 in good faith and not with ant -
bad intention or any other ulterior motive.

Keeping in view above explanation by accepting my this
'r,ep.resentation. it is humbly prayed that Major Penalty 'imp’osed by’
competent Authority may kindly be reduced to any minor penalty

- under Rule 4 (a) (i) or (ii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants =
(Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules, 2011, o

With regards.

Yours obediently,

GHAFFAR KHAN GANDAPUR§ \ \
cx: Tehsildar Serai Naurang,

Now Naib Tehsildar in Commissioner Office,
Bannu.

W

B B2

- .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
o PESHAWAR
~ V
APPEAL NO. 359 /2018 éz /@
Mr. Abdul Ghaffar, Tehsildar (BPS—‘1A6) now Naib Tehsildar, ' '

Serai Norang, Distiict Lakki Marwal. oo vreeveeieniineneenenans APPELLANT
VERSUS

|
| I- The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
’ Khybor Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
- The Board of Revenue through Assistant Secrelary Board of Revenue,
. Khybm Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3- The Senior Member Board of  Revenue, Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar........... e teeneaeeeeetaneereeneitiiteaestaenteeann RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
ORDER__DATED 06.06.2018 COMMUNICATEDR TO THE
APPELLANT 12.6.2018 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY OF
REVERSION TO THE POST OF NAIB TEHSILDAR (BPS-14)
HAS BEEN IMPOSED ON THE APPELLANT AND AGAINST NOT
TAKING ACTION ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY
DAYS

That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated
06.06.2018 communicated to the appellant on 12.6.2018
may very kindly be set aside and the appellant may be
restore<i on the post of Tehsildar (BPS-16) with ail back
benefits. Any other remedy which this august- Tribunal
deems fit that may also be awarded in favor of the appellant.

- R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

1- That appellant is the employee of the respondent Department and is
~serving the respondent Department quite efficiently and up to the
entire satisfaction of his superiors.

2-That appellant while posted as Tehsildar Serai Norang, District Lakiki
- Marwal, received charge sheet along with statement of allegations
issued vide dated 24.11.2017 whercin it was alleged that the
appellant while posted as Tehsildar Serai Norang, District Lakki
Marwat “attested a bogus mutation No.2255 in Khata No.264, Moza

- Marmandi, Ketat N¢.48 for land measuring 7 kanal 16 marla in the
name of Haji Latif-Ur-Rehman from Mr. Ghulam Rasool Khan 5/0
Baitullah r/o Mahmadi (Azim) without the thumb impression of the



¥

~actual land owner (vendor)”. Copies of the charge sheet and |
M\ staLLmvnl of allegation are altached as annexure.......c........ A & B. @

3- 'I'hal: In response to the said charge sheet and statement of
allegations the appellant submitted his detailed reply and denied the
allegations leveled against him. That in the said reply the appellant

- has clearly stated that the subject sale mutation was attested by the
undersigned in Jalsa-e-Aam strictly in accordance with the prescribed
rules/law relating to the disposal/decision of mutation. The statement
of the complainant/vendor was taken in the presence of two reliable
witnesses who have duly signed/thumb impressed the mutation in
queslion. That later on the said mutation was cancelled on the
directions of the Civil Judge and the share of the complainant in the
linded property transferred vide impugned mutation was restored
boeck to him vide Wapsi Bai Qatai mutation bearing No. 2904 dated
.?8 8. 7()17 Copies of the reply and mutation are attached as

4-That astonishingly the respondent No.3 without adopting the legal
Cprocedure as mentioned in the Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa Government
Servants  E&D Rules 2011 issued  the impugned  order dated
06.06.2018 wherchy the appellant has been reverted to the lower
post of Naib Tehsildar (BPS-14). C()py of the impugned order is
AtAChC 85 BNNEXUIE vt it e ae et erieer e s s n e E.

5-That the said impugned order dated 6.6.2018 was communicated to
the appcllant on 12.6.2018. That appellant fecling aggrieved from
the impugned order dated 06.06.2018 filed Departmental appeal
before respondent No.1 but no reply has been received so for. Copy
of the Departmental appeal is attached as ANNEXUIE. ..o F.

6- That appellant feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy filed
the instant service appeal on the following grounds amongst the
others.

GROUNDS:

A- That the impugned order dated 06.06.2018 communicated to the.

~appellant 12.6.2018 issued by the respondent No.3 is against the

law, facls, norms.of natural justice and materials on the record hence
not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B- That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and
rules by the respondent Department on the subject noted above and
as such the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution
of Tslamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

C- That the respondents acted in arbitrary and malalide manner while -
“issuing the impugned order dated 06.06.2018.




D-

'\ls suance of the |mpuqnod order dared 6.6. 2018

G-T

lhdt no show cause notice has been served on the appollant before/

That no chance of pc“rt;r)nal hearing/defense has been provided to

the appellant by the respondent No.3 before issuing the impugned |
order dated 06.06. 2018

That no rogt,slar' Departmental inquiry has been conducted by the

respondents against the appellant before issuing the impugned order

dated 06.06.2018 which is as per Supreme Court Judgments is

necessary in punitive actions against the civil servant.

hat no loss- has been caused to the Government Exchequer nor to
the other parties, therefore, the impugned order dated 6 6.2018 is
not tenable and liable to be set d%ido : -

- Fhat it is pertinent to mention that the issue on which the appéilant‘

was awarded with the punishment of reversion to lower post of Naib
Tehsildar has been patched up and the said mutation has ‘been
restored but inspite.of that the respondents punished the appellant,
hence the respondents violated the principle of natural justice.

That neither the complaimant nor the witnesses were cross examined
by the appellant, therefore the impugned order dated 06.06.2018 is
not. lieruablc and liable to be set aside.

That the appellant has been-disc riminated by the respondents on the
subject noted above and as such the rospondonts violated: the norms
of justice, equity and equality. -

K- That appellant sooks permission to other grounds and Proofs aL the

time of hearing.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the dD[)(‘dl of the

-dp[)(‘lldm may be accoptod as prayed for.

Dated: 29:10.2018

-y

THROUGH

A » : . A
NOOR MOHAK{MAD } ta;,,r@ RK

&

SHAHZULLAH YOUSAFZAY -
ADVOCATES
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To, :
I\ | P @
The Worthy Chief Sectary, \ -
bs

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED 28.06.2019 WHEREBY MINOR
PENALITY OF WITHHOLDING OF ONE INCREMENT
FOR THE PERIOD OF TWO YEARS HAS BEEN
IMPOSED ON ME .

Respected Sir,

With due respect it is stated that I Mr. ABDUL GHAFFAR
was serving before your good self Department as Tehsildar at Serai
Nurang Lakki Marwat quiet efficiently and up to the entire satisfaction
of my superior. During service the competent authority imposed
major penalty of reversion to lower. post of Naib Tehsildar for the
period of three years vide order dated 06.06.2018 on the basis of
some baseless allegations. I was feeling aggrieved from the order
dated 06.06.2018 filed Departmental appeal before the appellate
authority followed by service appeal No. 1359/2018 before the
august Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar and during
the pendency of the aforementioned service appeal the concerned
authority converted the major punishment of reversion to lower post
into the minor penalty of stoppage of one annual increment for two
years vide Order Dated 28.06.2019. I am feeling aggrieved from the
impugned order dated 28.06.2019 preferred this Departmental
appeal before your good self.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this Departmental appeal the.impugned order dated 28.06.2019
may very kindly be set aside and restore my annual increment.
Any other remedy which your good self deems fit that may also
be awarded in my favor.

Dated: 03.07.2019

AFFAR GANDAPUR
Tehsildar (BPS-16)
Presently Tehsildar Datta Khel,
Tribal District North Waziristan




VAKALATNAMA

Bf’/g/e e M/ /ch& féWm//Wﬂ/

OF 2019
- (APPELLANT)
AN haffor (PLAINTIFF)
- 4 (PETITIONER)

VERSUS

(RESPONDENT)

/KNJ: o KPP S oA%< (DEFENDANT)
I/Vy@ //%ﬂ/l/ / A%/

Do hereby appoint and constitute NOOR MOHAMMAD
KHATTAK, Advocate, Peshawar to appear, plead, act,
compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as
my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter,
without any liability for his default and with the authority to
engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsel on my/our cost.
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.

Dated.____/ /2019 —ﬁéy
 TELIENT

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK

SHAHZULLAH YO FZAI

&
bl
MIR ZAMAN SAFI

ADVOCATES
OFFICE: :

Flat No.3, Upper Floor,

Islamia Club Building, Khyber Bazar,
Peshawar City.

Mobile N0.0345-9383141 -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKIITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWfL\R.-

-

Service Appeal No. 1347/2019.

 Abdul Ghaffar Tehsildar .............coooooiiiiiii e, Appellant,
VERSUS |
Senior Member Board of Revenue and others.............coooooiiiiiiinn, Respondents.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 1,2 & 3ARE AS
UNDER:- '

RESPECTFULL SHEWETH.

4 PRELIMINARY‘ OBJECTIONS.

i

That the appel,laht has got no cause of action or locus standi.

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

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

4. That the appeal is time barred.
 ON FACTS,

1. Pertains to record.
Correct to the extent of attestaiior of mutation No. 2255 by the appellant which was found
without thumb impression of ,tbéiac*.uai !‘and owner_(Annexurc-A).
Incorrect. As per | nrovision of m(, uks land umnot bL transferred to another person without

‘ "Pomcm of the original owner ait atfixation of thumb impression which has not been followed

in the instant casc and complamam }g,—;\s lost a valuablc piece of land of 7 kanal 16 maria.

4. [ncorrect. Enq niry ‘was entrusted o M. Muhammad Asif the then Dnector Land Records to
procced against the appcllant under (rovermncnt Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules,
2011 (Annexure-B). On receipt ot enquiry report (Annexure-C) major peneilty of reversion
from Tehsildar BS-16 to lower post of Naib Tehsildar BS-14 under Rule 4(b)(i) of the rules
ibid was imposed upon the appellant (Annexure-D).

5. Pertains to record.

6. Incorrect. The appellant filed Départmemal Appeal (Annexure-E) before the Chief Secretiry -

being appellate authority 1111d¢r Rule 17(2)b) of Government Servants (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules, 2011 (Annexure-F) whereby the order of reversion of the appellant was set
aside with the direction to initiate fresh enquiry under the rule. Therefore another enquiry was
conducted through Mr. Kamsan Khan Additional Deputy Commissioner Bannu
(Annexure-G). On lec.elpt of enquiry report the Competent Authority imposed minor penaltw

of withholding of one mcremenl fora ‘pt.!flOd of two years upon the appellant (Annexure-H).

Service Appeal, Fxi . ) ' PC-
"



7. [ncorrect The appellant neither filed any Departmental Appeal before the appellate authonty

nor received to this Department

8. Incorrect. Appeal of the appellant is not maintainable.
" 'GROUNDS
A. Incorrect. The éppellant was proceeded under Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline)

"H. As in'Para “G” above.

14

Rules, 2011 and on the recommendation of Inquiry Officer minor penalty was imposed ilpon

“him on 28.06.2019.

- B. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated in accordance with law/rules and no violation of

Article 4 & 25 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 has been committed.

C. Incorrect. As in Paras A & B above.
D. Incorrect. On receipt of enquiry report the appellant was asked through Deputy Commiissioner
_Lakki Marwat to appear before the' Senior Member, Board of Revenue for personal hearing
on 18.06.2019 vide letter dated 12.06.2019-(Annexure-}). '
E. Incorrect. As in Para D above.

F. As in Para-3 of the facts.

G.  Incorrect. All the proceedings have been carried out aecording to law/rules.

1. Incorrect. No discrimination / violation of justice were committed with the appellant.
RA The respondent will also submit additional grounds at the time of arguments.

{

Keeping in view the above, the appeal of the appellant having no legal grounds may

be dismissed with costs.

; _ Senior Member,
Board of Revenue o - Board of Revenue
Respondent No. 2 o ‘ - Respondent No. 1, & 3

e SR . L
B e, e P Tae

* Service  Appeai. F) . ’ . A . - : PC-1
. e
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i \/{Director Land Records

Khyber Pakhfiifikfiwa,

SUBJECT. INQUIRY ‘AGAINST 1

I'am directed to refer to the subject and to say that this Department s
nominated Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat as an Inquiry Officer (Annex-A), thereafter,
Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat h

forwarded to this Department (Annex

as conducted inquiry against the revenue staff and
-B) for further necessary action but the Competent

me inquiry. Due to which the Competent Authority has -

‘nominated you as an Inquiry Officer for the same inquiry as per charge sheet..

You are requested to complete the subject inquiry and furnish inquiry

report alongwith recommendations withiy/ 15 ys to this Department for placing before the

Compe_tent Authority, please,

Encl: As Above

(Khanzada Wazir)

»:\5 C,:‘ Z ’ Assistant Secretary (Admn)




NOUIRY REPORT:

Accused Officials:
I. M. Abdul Ghaffar Khan (Ex-Tehsildar)
2. Mr. Ghulam Jan, Kannungo
3. Mr, Abdullah Khan, Patwari
HISTORY

A Mutation No. 2255 Mouza Marmandi involving transfer of land measuring 10 kanals
and 02 marlas in Khata No. 264 from vendors Ismail Khan S/O Abdur Rahim and Mr. Ghulan:
Rasool\S/ O Bait Ullah Khan R/O Marmandi (Azim) in favour of Haji Latif-ur-Rehman S/O Abdur

" ' Rehman in Jieu of consideration money of Rs. One Lakh and Ten Thousands, was entered by the
i accused Patwari Abdullah Khan on 27/08/2012, mutation entries with revenue record” compared
§ . and certified as correct by the accused Girdawar Circle Ghulam Jan under his signaturc‘oﬁ

14/11/2012 and attested by the accused Tehsildar Abdul Ghaffar Khan Gandapur on 14/11/2012
in Jalsa-e-Aam. Through instant mutation total 10 Kanals and 02 Marl.as land was transfersed.
From the total land (10 Kanals and 02 Marlas) so transferred 07 Kanals and 16 Marlas was owned
by Mr. Ghulam Rasool; the thumb impression of one vendor Mr. Ismail and witnesses had been
affixed on the mufation No. 2255 but neither the thumb impression nor the signature of other

vendor, Mr. Ghulam Rasool was affixed on the impugned mutation.

"To get their transferred share back, Mr. Ghulam Rasool agitated civil court in 2015 and got

his share transferred back on his name through court decree vide mutaticn No. 2904.

BACKGROUND OF THIS INGUIRY

A fact finding/ prelirﬂinary inquiry was conducted in the above matier and on the failure
ol the accused officials to remove the charges, the accused officials were served up'on with the
charge sheets by the competént authority and Deputy Commissiones Lakki Marwat Mr.
Muhammad Bakhtiar Khan was appointed as inquiry officer. (Charge Sheet is annexed as

(Ann‘cxure—zj\). The inquiry officer submitted his inquiry report to the competent authority but the

competent authority was not satisfied with the-inquiry report and thus appointed the undersigned
(o conduct the inquiry afresh vide letter No. Ad:IV/GhulamRasool/l akkiMarwat/3193 dated

23/01/2018 (Annexure-B).

. PROCEEDINGS

The accused ofﬁciéls were summoned for 01/02/2018 at 1200 hours through Deputy
Cowmmissioner Bannu  and Deputy Commissioper Lakki-Marwat vide this office letters
{Ansexure-C & D). The accused officials attended the office of the undersigned on the given daie
(their attendance are annexed as Amnpexurc—i) and recorded their statements. "I.'hgir writien

siatements / replies are annexed as—




i eiit of Abdul Ghaffar Ex-Tehsildar (Annexurc@F) :
Titement of Ghulam Jan Girdawar (Annexure—G)
Statement of Abdullah Khan Patwari (Annexure-II)

All the three officials relied upon the written statements they had earlier submatted to
Deputy Commissioner Lakki-Marwat during proceedings of the enquiry conducted by him, the

gist of their written replies is produced as under:

Statement of Abdul Ghaffar Ex-Tehsildar:

The Ex-Tehsildar stated:~

A\

‘That he attested the impugned mutation [No. 2255 in Jalsa-e-Aam (Assembly of villagers).
> That he took thumb impressions of 02 witnesses and one vendor namely Ismeai] on
mutation.

» That he did not take thumb impression of the co-owner (2™ Seller) Mr. Ghulam Rasool on

register mutation, which was not his intentional act rather that was a human error.

That the share of Ghulam Rasool, transferred by the mutation No. 2255 was reversed in nis
name vide mutation no. 2904 dated 28/08/2017, on the Court direcrions.

» That his omission may be considered as human error and he may be exonerated.

Statempent of Ghulam Jan, Girdawar Cireic:

The Girdawar Circle in his statement claimed that as per rules it is the duty of girdawar t¢
check and authenticate the entries of the mutation made by Patwari, both in foil and counterfol! .
So he performed his duty by ascertaining the entries in impugned mutations. He examined khasras
Mo, Khata No, Shares of vendors, which were found correct and thus certified by him. He further

stated that during attestation of mutations the shares of the vendor(s) is/are transferred to extent of

share intended to be so transferred and rest of the share(s) is kept reserved at the time of passing
final order of attestation of the revenue officer. He stated that his responsibility is just to examine

and authenticate entries of mutations, which he rightly did and had no role attestation of

mutation.
The Girdawar prayed that the instant complaint might be filed.

Statement of Ex-Patwark:

The gist of the statement of Patwari is that as per rules a Patwarl is required to enter
mutation both in foil and counterfoil, whenever any person having certain right in the landed
property comes to him and ask for entering mutation. He further said that on the request of co-
owner (Mr. Ismail) he entered the mutation with due care and diligence. He reiterated that all the
$ntries made by him were correct and he had nothing to do with the process of the attestation of
mutation. ‘ ' :

ATTESTATION OF THE MUTATION

From the statements of the accused officials and complaint/charge sheet, the following

gucstions emanated to be answered.

it What is rules/ regulation and procedure of attestation of mutation?
2 What is practice in vogue regarding mutations?

What is responsibility, as per law, of Patwari, Girdawar and Tehsildar during the process

)

of mutation from eniry to attestation?



The answers to the above queries are given as below:—
Procedure of mutation as per law? -

Section 42 of Land Revenue Act 1967, and Pala 7.4 of Land Recmd Manual deals with the

aftestation of mutation.

As per procedure given in law, a Patwari is bound to enter mutation (foil and counterfoil)
on the request of any right holder in the land intended to-be transferred. The Patwari requires to

{11l all the columns carefully and correctly.

The Girdawar Circle then examine the entries made by Patwari and tally them with record

and certify with his signature all the entries.

The mutation is then submitted to revenue circle office (Tehsildar) for attestation. The
tehsildar is required to attest the mutation in Jalsa-e-Aam. He is required to satisfy himself in all
respects. He is required to ascertain in Jalse-e-Aam (crowd) of mouza, the vendor(s), velldee(s),
their respective share to be transferred, value of mutation, tax to be levied, affixing thumb

impression of the parties and witnesses.

He is further requiréd to enquire about transfer of possession/right from vendor to vendec
as the purpose of mutation is transfer of rights‘/posses‘sion. The reader of the tehsildar is key person
to assist tehsildar in all the above steps. After being satisfied in all aspects in Jalsa-e-Aam, the
tchsildar then passes order of attestation. Patwari halga is present and he assists the tehsildar in

discharge of his duty.

Q2. What is practige in vogue regarding mutations?

It is common practice across the province that a Patwari enters a mutation on the
application of any interested party. Girdawar does his partal. To save time or whatever purposc,
the Patwari usually get thumb impressions of the parties and witnesses in his Patwar khana before
}")u'tting the same for order of the revenue circle officer. The reader of tehsildar than writes order
on the mutation and tehsildar attests the same usually without or sometime going into the jalsa-c-
Aam. Patwari concerned is always present with record while a mutation is being attested by the

tehsildar.

What is responsibility as per law, of Patwari, Girdawar and Tehsildar daring the
pmuss of mutation from entry to attestation?

The role and responsibility of the Patwari, Girdawar and tehsildar has becn elaborated

above while answering the Question No. 1 and 2

CROSS EXAMINATION

To dig out the facts the accused officials were cross cxan'lincd. ‘he tehsildar and Patwati
were asked whethier the impugned land measuring 7 kanals & 16 marlas owned by the applicant
Ghulam Rasool was transferred with his approval and whetber he came to Patwari or tehsildar in

connection with his propel“(y to be transferred.



The Patwari told that only the co-sharer Mr. Ismail, came to him for entering mpugned

tion and Ghulam Rasool did not come.

~ The tehsildar replied that Ghulam Rasool was present in J alsa-e-Aam but due to mistake

his thumb impression could not be taken but he failed to bring proof in support of his claim.

Vide impugned mutation the share transferred of Mr. Ismail was 2 Kanal 16 Marla and that

of Ghulam Rasool was 7 Kanal 16 marla, almost three times of the share of the Ismail.

The accused officials were asked that why care was not taken in transferring the share of
major vendor (Mr, Ghulam Rasool). Despite of possessing lion share, the thumb impression of the

major vendor (share-holder) was not taken?

Other than having said of human error/mistake the accused officials (Tehsidar & Patwart)

failed to give a satisfactory reply.

- The impugned mutation was attested in 2012 and the share of Ghulam Rasool was reversed
in 2017 vide mutation no. 2904. The accused officials were asked that if thumb impression of the
applicant GhularnARasool was not taken mistakenly and if his property share was rightly transferred

then why the mistake was not tried to be rectified by having taken the thumb impression of Ghulam

“Rasool at any time from 2012 to 2017. ' -

The accused official could not give any satisfactory explanation. They only said that they

were ignorant of the mistake and came to know it when the court issued decree.

During cross examination the accused officials stated that as there were large number of
mutations the tehsildar had to attest in Jalsa-c-Aam, S0 not obtaining thumb impression of the

applicant Ghulam Rasool was just a mistake/human error.

To ascertain this point the applicant (Ghulam Rasool) and tehsil office Kannungo with
relevant record of relevant time were summoned for 08/02/2018. The charge of office kannungo
is with Girdawar Ghulam Jan (one of accused official) he and son of applicant namely Mr. Ajmal

/O Lakki Marwat attended the office on 08/02/2018.

landed property in Mouza Marmandi Lakki Marwat and his uncle’s son Ismail with connivance ol

his (Ismail) brother Munnawar, who is a property dealer and revenuc officials fraudulently

iransferred 7 kanal 16 marla of their land in 2012, without their knowledge. He further said that

they planned wedding of their brother in 2015 for which expenditure they wanted to sell their land

and came to know from Patwari that their land had al

knowing this, they requested Patwari and ‘Tehsildar for reversal of their land fraudulently

transferred but in vain, thus they filed suit in civil court, and in 2017 by the order of the civil court
L
they got their land transferred in . their name which was fravdulently transferred by

{smail/Munnawar and revenue officials. Statement of Ajmal is annexed as (Annexure-I)

g

Mr. Ajmal recorded his statement wherein he claimed that his father owns immovable/ -

ready been sold in 2012. He stated that on .



mauza Marmandi Mr. Ashfaq Ahmad also attended this office on 08/02/2018 with relevant record.

From the perﬁsal of record and queries from the office kannungo and Patwar halqa it was
known that mouza Marmandi is part of the Patwar circle Zafar Mamakhel which has total 13
mouzas with Marmandi as major mouza. In this Patwar circle every month the Tehsildar schedulcs
one tour (Jalsa-e-aam) and sometimes one special tour is also paid. Every month about 50 to 60

mutations are attested which was confirmed by girdawar/office kannungo.

From all this it is evident that attesting 50 to 60 mutations a month is not a big task or

burdened work as was claimed by tehsildar in cross examination.

FINDINGS
From the written replies of accused officials, Ajmal (Son of applicant) and perusal of record
_ the undersigned infers that the share of Ghulam Rasool measuring 7 kanals 12 marlas in Khatta

No. 264 Khatat No. 48 was fraudulently transferred vide mutation No.2255 dated 14.11.2012.

Itis very astonishing that the major co-owner/ co-sharer in the impugned- property was Mr.
Ghulam Rasool and still the Patwari and tehsildar forgotten to take his thumb impression. As per
law/rules and procedure in vogue a Tehsildar, his reader and Patwari concefncd are present at the
time of attestation of mutation in Jalsa-e-Aam, to check and satisfy themselves of each and every
cntry of mutation register. Hence it is inferred that Tehsildaf, his reader and Patwari are invotved
in corruption and corrupt practices in respect of impugned mutation.

The Girdawar is rarely present at time of attestation of muéation hence his chances of

involvement 11; the impugned mutation are apparently narrow. '
ENFERENCE
Foregoing above:
1. The chargés Jevelled against ex-tehsildar Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Khan and ex-Patwari halqa
Mr. Abdullah Khan stand proved. |

2. Though not charge sheeted, yet reader to tehsildar is'also equally responsible.

L

In the prevailing practice the role of girdewar is usually limited to the partal/examination
of entries of Patwari with record before submitting it to tehsildar for attestation, hence his

involvement chances are narrow and may be exonerated.

Submitted please.

(MUBENMMA
INQUIRY OFYFY
DIRECTOR LAND R

T 21-2-1¢
CER
LCORDS



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
BOARD OF REVENUE
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT

Peshawar dated the_z5 /5/06/2018

~

-Noi.Estt:I/PF/Abdu*l Ghaffar/ - ‘ . WHEREAS; Mr. Abdul Ghaffar the then
Tehsildar Naurang was proceeded against under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 for the charges mentioned in the Charge Sheet.

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Muhammad Asif Director ‘Lan.d Records was appointed
-as Inquiry Officer to probe into the charges leveled against the said official and-submit finding/

recommendations.

‘ AND WHEREAS, The Inquiry Officer after having examine the charges,
evidence produced before him and statement of accused official, submitted his reply whereby the

charges against the accused official stand proved.

AND WHEREAS, I Zafar Igbal Senior Member, Board of Revenue after having
the charges, evidence produced, statement of accused official finding of Inquiry Officer and after
- personal hearing of the accused concur with the finding and recommendations of the Inquiry

 officer.

NOW THEREFORE, I as Competent Authority in exercise of powers conferred
’ by Rule 4 (b) (i) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline)
- Rules, 2011 impose major penalty of reversion to lower post of Naib Tehéildar upon Mr. Abdul

- Ghaffar the then Tehsildar Naurang with immediate effect for a period of three (03) years.

By order of
Senior Member - .

No Estt:l/PF /Abdul Ghaffer/ 7 1 74 9—7Y

. Copy forwarded to the:-
L. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

gl Lot
N

Commissioner, Bannu Division. The éervices of the accused Mr. Ab';lur Ghaffar are .

hereby placed at your disposal for further posting eils‘Naib Tehsildar in the Division.

Deputy Commissioner, Lakki Marwat. |

District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat. , . |

Official concerned. | ‘
_ Office order ﬁle.

N PR Ko 8 2ttt e et etitate ot 4
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B Lo g . (Advance copy) s

BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHIEF SECEF }‘"I‘AR , KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA o o
PESHAWAR o 3

REPRESENTAION OF ABDUL GHAFFAR KHAN GANDAPUR,
" EX: TEHSILDAR, SERAI NAURANG DISTRICT LAKKI .
MARWAT, NOW, NAIB TEHSILDAR REVERSED TO LOWER
POST BY THE SMBR, COMPETENT AUTHORITY AFTER
IMPOSING MAJOR PENALTY AS RESULT OF INQUIRY -
CONDUCTED BY DIRECTOR LAND RECORDS KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA.

Respected sir,

Y |
1. I, Abdul Ghaffar Khan Gandapur, Ex: Tehsildar Serai Naurang, Now
g Naib Tehsildar, Commissioner Office, Bannu, submits following
% « submlssxons in respect of major penalty imposed under Rule 4 {b) (1)
| of Khyber : Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants .Efficiency &
f y/ad : Diséiplinary Rules, 2011 by reversion te lower post of Naib Tehsildar
by Senior Member, Board of Revenue, Competent Authority vide order
bearing No. Estt: /PF/Abdul Ghaffar/24369-74 dated 06/06/2018

(Copy enclosed as Annexure-“4"}.

2. Brief facts of the case are that I served as Tehsildar, Serai Naurang,

“District Lakki Marwat from December, 2011 to July, 20 13. During this.

R lperlod the alleged Mutation No. 2255 attested on 14/11/2012 of
((Q((y,l | Mauza Mar Mandi Tehsil Serai Naurang, District Lakki Marwat was
presented in Common Assembly {Jalsa-e-Aam) on 14/11[2012. Both

vendors along with other vendors of other mutations along with

witnesses were also present., Mr. Gimivn Rasool and Mr. - Muhammac

Ismail, Vendors of alleged mutation No. 2255 dated 14/11/2014 duly

‘ /y7//g ~jdentified by marginal witnesses ‘of mutation declared the transactios
carried out through alleged mutation No. 2255 dated 14/ 11/2012 t

- be correct.

1

3. 'Sir, As per provision of section 42 subseéction 7 of West Pakistan lan k

%N\%& Revenue Act, 1967, the afﬁxatibré of thumb impressions is no \
necessary, however, his identification by two respectable person '
- preferably Lumberdar or Member of Zla Council, Tehsil council ¢
W Union Council is must and thumb impression of Lumber or Member ¢
any Local Council is on register .of Mutation must be obtaine4

‘Moreover, as per provision of section 42, sy ib section 8, the mutatlc
PQ. ?g (‘h\e‘{ Secretaty

~ A ”ﬂ!".'u, 'rEhYa




shall be attested in Common Assembly of Estate. These two
> pI'OVlSlOI'lS of law os State had been compxled with by the pet1t1oner
- The above provision of law is still intact and amendment had not

‘been made by the competent forum, i.e Parliament:

. 4. Moreover, 1t worth to be mentioned that attestation of mutatxon is
summary proceedmg and legally it does not create any entitlement as
‘registration Deed or Court decree. Mistakes usually occur from
revenue Officers during the disposal of Mutations in Common
Assembly (Jalsa-e-Aam) but there is provision in West Pakistan Land |
Revenue Act, 1967 for correction of these mistakes under section j
163 by competent authority i.e. District Collector. These mistakes
also comes under the purview of section 163 of West Pakistan Land
Revenue Act, 1967 and District Collector Lakki ‘Marwat to correct it
through review under section 163 of West Pakistan Land Revenue

Act, 1967,

S.-As human being, commission of errors is possible from every human
being. It is also an error in which I did not commit it with intention.
Moreover, I had also got protection under section 181 of West
Pakistan Land Revenue Act, 1967 when anything is done by Revenue
Officer in good faith. I had disposed off the alleged mutation No. 2255
‘dated 14/11/2012 in good faith and not with ant bad intention or

any other ulterior motive.

Keeping in view above explanation by accepting my this representation, it
is humbly prayed that Major Penalty 1mposed by competent Authority may
klndly be reduced to any mmor penalty under Rule 4 (a} (i) or (ii) of Khyber
Pakhtunkh_wa Government Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules, 2011,

- With regards.

Yours obediently,

NG g N

HAFFAR KHAN GANDAPUR)

Ex: Tehsildar Serai Naurang, N
Now Naib Tehsildar in Commissioner Office,
Bannu.
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17. - Departmental appeal and review.—(1) An accused who
under these ryjeg may, within thirty days from the date of com

departmenta) appeal to the appellate authority;

(2)  The authority empowered under sub-ruje (1) shall call for the record of the case
and comments on the points raised in the appeal from the concerned department of office, and on
consideration of the appea or the review petition, as the case may be, by an order in writing-

(a) uphold the order of penalty and reject the appeal or review petition; or

b) set aside the orders and €xonerate the accused; or

(c) modify the orders or reduce the penaity.

(3) An appeal or review pétition preferred under these rules shall be made in the form
, and shal

of a petition, in writing I set forth concisely the grounds of objection in impugned order

in a proper and temperate language.

18, A earance of counsel.—Np party to any proceedings under these rules at any stage of
the proceedings, E€xcept proceedings under rule 19, shall be fepresented by an advocate,

19, Appeal before Khyber Paklltur!khwa Province  Service Tribunal.—-(l)

Notyvithstanding anything contajned in any other law o rules for the time being in force, any
Government servant aggrieved by any fina! order passed under rule 17 may, within thirty days

() Uadecision on a departmenta] appeal or review petition, as the cage may be, filed
under rule 17 s not communijcated within period of sixty days of filing thereof, the affected
Government servant may file an appeal in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province Service Tribunal

within a period of 4[m'nety] days of the expiry of the aforesaid period, whereaficr, the authority

with whom the departmenta} appeal or review petition is pending, shall not take any further

21. Indemnity.—Ng SUlt, prosecution or other legal proceedings shall [je against the
competent éuthority or any other authority for anything done or intended to be done in good fajth
under these rules or the instructions or directions made or issued there-under,

23, Repeal.—(1) The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 8overnment servants (Efficiency & Discipline)
Rules, 1973 are hereby repealed, '

@) Notwithstanding the repeal of the afbrcsaiq rules, all procecdings pending
immediately before the Commencement of these rules against any Government servant under
repealed rules shal] continte under these rulesA.v

3) Nor«vithstanding'thc repeal of the aforesaid rules, all proceedings pending
immediately before the commencemeny of thesc rules against any employee under the said

—_——

* Subs. by Notification No, SO(REG-VI)E&AD/Z-(S/ZO!O. Dated 18" July, 2012,
’ Deleted by Notification No.,.SO(REG-Vl)l?&AD/2-6/2010. Dated 18% July, 2012,




BOARD OF REVENUE
REVENUE AND ESTATE DEPARTMENT

No. ESttI/PF/Abdul Ghatfar/ U g9 2 2.3
Peshawar dated the 4 /1 2/2018. '

Mr. Kamran Khan, .
Additional Deputy Commissioner
Bannu, A .

SUBIECT: DISCIPLINARY ACT ION AGAINST MR. ABDUL GHAFFAR KHAN
TEHSILDAR SARAINAURANG DISTRICT LAKKI MARWAT,

g authority) has approved to initiate an
inquiry against Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Khan T ehsildar Sarai Naurang District Lakki Marwat, under

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011

tan inquiry under the provision of the

said rules against the sajd officer in Jight of attached charge shects and statement of allegation, -

3. I am further directed to request that findings / report alongwith recommendations

may be submitted within a period of 30 days positively please,

Assistant

o T 5
No and Date cven.

Cretary (Estt:)

akki Marawat. Copy of charge:
) U0 serve the same upon Mr, Abdy

Ghaffar Khan [x: Tehsildar Saraj Naurang and his signed copy may be seng 1o this office as
gment of jts receipt and direct him to appear before the Inquiry Officer, on the date,

- A well conversant Departmental representative with

the facts of the case alongwith relevant record may also be deputed to assist the Inquiry Officer

-

Assistant Sec%)
&

P

s e

3

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA



GOVERNMENT O¥F KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
BOARD OF REVENUE,
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.
Facebook ID: www.facebook.com/bor.kpk92
 Twitter ID:  @RevenueBoardkp

Fax No: 091.9213989
CHARGE SHEET

I, Dr. Fakhre Alam Senior Member, Board of Revenue as Competent
AL’lthoﬁty, hereby charge you‘Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Khan ex-Tehsildar Naurang District Lakki

-~ Marwat now Naib Tehsildar in Commissioner Office Bannu as follows:

That you while ppsted as Tehsildar Sarai Naurang. District Lakki Marwat

| committed the following irregularities:- ‘

a. "That while posting as Tehsildar Sarai Naurang, you attested a bogus mutation
No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Mouza Marmandi, Ketat No. 48 for land
‘measuring 07 Kanals 16 Marlas in the name of Haji Latif-Ur-Rehman from

“%a Ghulam Rasool Khan son of Baitullah resident of Marmandi (Azim) without
the thumb impression of the actual land owner (vendor).

b. Your this act tantamount to misconduct and liable you to be proceeded against
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government ‘Servant (Efficiency and
Discipline) Rules, 2011.
2. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty’ of misconduct under Rules 3
of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 and

have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rule 4 of the rules

- 1bid.

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within seven days .

of the rebeipt of this Charge Sheet to the Inquiry Officer / Inquiry Committee, as the case

may be.

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

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to putinandin

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

’

5. Intimatc whether you desire to be heard in person.
6. . A statement of allegations is enclosed.

Senior Member -
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Dr. Fakhre Alam, Senior Member, Board of Revenue as Competent
Authority, am of the opinion that Mr. Abdul Ghaffar Khan ex-Tehsildar Naurang District
Lakki Marwat now N;aib Tehsildar in Commissioner Office Bannu; has 1‘eﬁdered himself
liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following acts / omissions, within the

meaning of Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants, (Efficiency and

* Discipline) Rules, 2011,

"STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

a. That while posting as Tchsildar Saraj Naurang, he attested a bogus mutation

© No. 2255 in Khata No. 264, Mouza Marmandi, Ketat No. 48 for land
measuring 07 Kanals 16 Marlas in the name of Haji Latif-Ur-Rehman from
Ghulam Rasool Khan son of Baitullah resident of Marmandi (Azeem) without
the thumb impression of the actual land owner (vendor). '

b. His this act tantamount to misconduct and liable him to be proceeded against
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency and
Discipline) Rules, 2011.

2 FFor the purposc of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the above

allcgations, ML&&'I&_—M’ @'ﬁf Bamrat

is appointcd as. Inquiry Officer under Rule 10(1)(a) of the Rules ibid.

3. The Inquiry Officer shall, in accordance -with the provisions of the Rules ibid
provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record findings and make, within
thirty (30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment of other

appropriate action against the accuscd.
4. - The accused and a well conversant representative  of  the:

deuty Commissioner Lakki Marwat shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place

fixed by the Inquiry Officer.

m L
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKIIWA,
BOARD OF REVENUE,
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.
Facebook ID: www.facebook.com/bor.kpk92
Twitter ID:  @RevenueBoardkp
Fax No: 091.9213989 °

Peshawar dated the 2% /06/2019.

NOTHICATION,
.No.l.'éstt:E/}.’J-'/Abdul~Gha‘ffar/ 22U Zw( WHEREAS; Mr. Abdul Ghaffar the then.
I'ehsildar Naurang Lakki Marwat was proceeded against under the Khyber Pakhtankhwa

(rovunmuat .Su vants (Lﬂlclcncy & ])1sclpllnc) Rules, 2011; for the charges mentioned in

the Charge Sheet & Statement of Allegations.

AND WHEREAS; Mr. Kamran Khan Additional Deputy (,ornlnis%loner
Bcumu was appointed as Inquiry Officer to probe into the char ges leveled against the said

officer and submit findings.

T

AND WHEREAS the Inquiry Officer after having examined the charges,

© cvidenee produced before. him and statement of accused official, submitted his report

whereby the charges against the accused official have partially been proved.

NOW THEREFORE, I, Di’ Fakhre Alam "Senior Member Board of

. Revenue being Competent Authority under Rule-14 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government

Servant (ifliciency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, having examined the charges, evidence
produced, statement of accused official before the Inquiry Officer and after hearing the
accused concurred with the findings ()I”Inquiry Officer minior penalty of withholding of
onc increment for period of two years under Rule 4 (1)(a)(11) of the rules ibid is imposed

upon Mr. Abdut Ghaffar Tehsildar with immedicate effect.

Sd/- _
Scnior Member

No.listi:/PF/Abdul Ghattar! 22 U (i — Fw

Copy lorwarded to the:-

[ Commissioner, Bannu Division, Bannu.
2. Deputy Commissioners, Lakki Marwat.
3. District Account Officer Lakki Marwat.
4. Officer concerned.

5. Office order file.

[T ' . . . pC-)
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
BOARD OF REVENUE,
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.
Facebook ID: www.facebook.com/bor. kpk92 .
Twitter ID: @RevenueBoardkp
Fax No: - 091.9213989

No. Estt I/PF/Abdul Ghaffar/ :251 Qg[

Peshawar dated the l:z /06/2019.
To

The Deputy Commissioner,
Lakki Marwat.

SUBJECT: DISCIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST MR. ABDUL GHAFFAR KHAN
TEHSILDAR SARAI NAURANG DISTRICT LAKKI MARWAT

Dear Sir

‘ ’ ’ - ~ -

I am directed to refer to the subject and to request you to direct Mr. Abdul Ghaffar
Tehsildar Sarai Naurang to appear before the Senior Member, Board of Revenue for personal

hearing on 18.06.2019 at 11:00 am alongwith his written reply if any please.



http://www.facebook.com/bor.kpk92

addressed to the - Registrar

.A h ; _“ 2 KHYBER\PAKHTUNKWA ’Al‘l communications shoﬁ-ldw be
" "SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR | KPK Serviée Tribunal-and not

any official by name.

LN S Ph:- 091-9212281 %
N INoTL LG /ST Dated: 24/ N /2022 | Fax:- 091-9213262

»

A N
o2 N . LI
e N

’ ' Senior Member Board of Revenue, .-
] o o Khyber paktunkhwa, Peshawar ) B

‘Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO.1347 Mr. Abdul Ghaffar

i am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of judgment dated
11.05.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for compliance please.

Encl:As above

REGISTRAR s .

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR




