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BIIAL RA2A

VERSUS *********

DISTRICT & SESSION JUDGE, MANSEHRa!
\

APPIJCATLON for reiquest to fix a convth:nt DATB' 

—SHE_AFOREMENTIONRD SERVTOP^ APPEAT, AT

ESSHAWARJUR Tlffi ARGUMENTS ON THE APPEAT, FOR
!

ITS maintainability AND ALL OTHER PRnP.T^«.c! qu at t

. BE PROCESSED AT ARBOTTAAO OAMP COURTI .

Respected Shewetlh .i
■ , f.

Tbat spplicHut submit ss the foUowingJ

That the instant^appeal is being filed by the applicant 

before this Hon’ble Service Tribunal, in wl>ich no date 

has been fixed as yet.

1.

2. That the applicazit is fully assure that:^the appeal shall 

be succeeded in his favor.
3. That all the basic ingredients in this behalf of the

. \-

grounds of the appeal is in his favor 

That the valuable4. service legal rights of the applicant is
involved in the said appeal.

.* w ' *
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\i That the grounds of the mam appeal shall be considered0.

as integral part and parcel of the instant application 

That therefore, the applicant intend to fix 

date for the maintainability of the said

6. a convenient
appeal at

Peshawar and the remaining process of the appeal shall
be proceeded in Abbottabad Camp Office Tribunal.

• :■ ■

That if the applicant is not given partially by th^Hon’ble 

Tribunal on this score /

I

7.

scope of valuable leghl rights 

then he would receive irreparable loss to thiVeffebt.
■<

Dated:25/04/2024
■ t \

>.
■i

APPUCANT
Through

BII^l
RAZA

:

In Person
' *• ,;

NOTE:
/

No application earlier has beenEled before this Hoxihle Tribunal by me 
as before. . .

I
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Applicant in person.
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Bilal R ti ?: a Vs. District & Sessions Judge M a n_s e h r a etc

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAAKHTUN KHAWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

-OF 2024SERVICE APPEAL NO-A

APPELLANT.Bilal Raza

VERSUS

The District and Sessions Judge, District courts Mansehra etc.
------------ respondents.

INDEX

PAGESANNEXUREDESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTSS.NO.
Memo of Appeal1.
Affidavit2.
Correct Address of parties3.
Stay Application4.
Copy of Receipt of Departmental appeal 
Copy of Dismissal order dated 10.02.2021 

Copy of Judgment Service Tribunal dated
31.1.22 _______________________
Copy of Execution order Worthy Tribunal
19.9.22 ________________________
Copy of Reinstatement order(D&SJ) dated
15.09.2022_____________________________
Copy of inquiry Report dated 26 .7 .2023
Copy of impugned order &office dated
29.11.23__________ '_______________
Copies of minutes of meeting dated 26.3.2022
and promotions order of junior clerks _______
Copies of minutes of meeting dated 10.12.2022
Copy of promotion orders of junior clerks
dated 12.12.22 ______________________
Copies of Seniority lists 2022
Copy of seniority list 2020-2021
Copy of seniority list 2023
Copy of application by appellant that all
witnesses were cross examined on same date.
Departmental appeal(Affix post office Receipt)

5.
■21A6.

3 7B7.

8------ 9C8.

10D9.

11—-23E10.
24—-29F11.

30—34G—H12.

35—39I13.
40J14.

41—43K15.
44—48L16.
49—51M17.
52—-55N18.

56—59O19.
Bilal RazaDated: 15.04.2024
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No- S&1.^007^

Appellant (in person)
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B i i a I R a 2 a Vs, District & S

.111 d g e Manse li r a4- c s s I 0 n s
Khyber PakhtaWiWtt 

Service TribuTirtl

I22±f
before the khyber pakhttjn

SERVICE TRIBUNAT PFSHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL OF 2024

Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq, Junior Clerk/Moharrir District 
Courts, Mansehra.

No.

APPELLANT
VERSUS

1. The District and Sessions Judge, District courts Mansehra.
2. Administrative judge, Peshawar High court Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

A) APPEAL UNDER-SECTION-4 OF KPK. SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974. against THE IMPUGNEn
ORDER BEARING NO 8853-55 RATED 29^"

Miereby, minor penalty of WITHHOLDINC.

PROMOTION FOR A PERIOD OF TWO YEARS

RULE-4 (1)(A)(ID OF KP GOVT SERVANT tEAm Rtli

Mil_HAS BEEN AWARDED WITHOUT ANY

JUSTIFICATION. REASON. WITHOUT FAIR TRTAT AMn

NOV. 202.4

OF

UNER

.ES.

LAWFUI.

DUE PROCESS OF LAW

RESPONDENT NO.l PROMOTFn JUNIOR CLERKS/
MOHARRIR (BP.S-tt) TO THE POST OF SENIOR
CLERK/READER JUNIOR TO APPELLANT tBPS-14) VIDE

DPC MEETINGS DATED: 26.4.2022 AND DATED: 22.in 7?

WHICH IS ALSO ILLECALLY. AC.ATNSiT FACTS AND
law and as such ineffective upon the RTC.HTS
OF APPELLANT. THAT WITH THF IBID IMPUGNEn
ORDER APPELI.ANT BEING AT TOP AT THE
SENIORITY LIST OF THF INCUMBENT JUNIOR
CLERKS HAS BEEN DEPRIVED FROM PROMOTION
FOR A PERIOD OF TWO YEARS IS ALSO i a »,
AND FACTS.
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B i I y I R. a z a V District & S ^ jL d g e M a n s e h i‘ a etc-K

PRAYER:-

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE 

APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED ORDER 

NO.8853-55 DATED 29^" NOV, 2023 PASSED BY 

RESPONDENT NO. 1 MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET- 

ASIDE INTER-ALIA RESPONDENT BE DIRECTED 

TO PROMOTE THE APPELLANT BY KEEPING

BEARING

SENIORITY, PRIVILEGES WITH EFFECT FROM 

THE ELIGBIBLITY I.E. 26.03.2022AND BACK 

BENEFIT INTACT FROM THE DATE WHEN HIS
JUNIOR WERE PROMOTED. ANY OTHER RELIEF 

WHICH THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL DEEMS 

APPROPRIATE IN THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE 

CASE MAY ALSO BE ALLOWED 

PETITIONER.
TO THE

Respectfully Sheweth:

That, facts forming the background of the instant 

service appeal are as under.

That, the appellant was appointed as a junior clerk (BPS- 

11) in the District Court Mansehra on 26.09.2003. Since 

then, appellant is performing his duties with full 

devotion, unwavering commitment and has blemish-less 

service record.

1.

2. That, on 10.02.2021 appellant was dismissed from 

service without conducting inquiry, on the basis of 

false allegations. (Copy of dismissal order dated

10,02.2021 annexed as Annexure

3. That, being aggrieved from the. dismissal order, the 

appellant filed a service appeal No.6698-21 before this
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rT

Worthy Sorvice Tribunal , the same was allowed vide its 

judgment dated 31.01.22, whereby dismissal order 

set-aside and case was remanded back to the authority 

concerned to conduct de-novo inquiry in accordance with, 

law. (Copy of judgment dated 31,01,22 is annexed as 

Annexure

was

4. That, respondents were reluctant to comply with the ibid 

judgment as such appellant preferred an execution before 

this Hon’ble Service Tribunal for implementation of the 

ibid judgment. In compliance whereof the respondent 

reinstated in service and de-novo inquiry was initiated 

against the appellant by serving statement of allegation 

and charge sheet, which reply was submitted before the 

inquiry officer appointed by the authority within 

stipulated time. (Copy of execution order annexed 

Annexure “C” and copy of Reinstatement Order 

Annexure

as

as

5. That, as required under Rule -07 of KPK Govt Servant 

(E&D) Rules, 2011, the concerned inquiry officer as well 

as competent authority failed to conclude inquiry 

proceeding within 90 days, as such violated law.

6. That, after concluding proceedings of the inquiry, report 

was submitted to competent authority by the inquiry 

officer on 26.07.23 with recommendation of awarding 

minor penalty of withholding promotion for a period of 

3-years in an arbitrary manner and overlooking facts and 

evidence recorded. (Copy of inquiry report dated 

26,07.23 annexed as annexure E),

That, The Respondent No.l being competent authority 

without examining facts, evidence and deeper study of

7.
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inquiry record, straight 

recommendation of inquiry officer and 

showcase to the appellant and after cursory personal 

hearing and awarded penalty of withholding promotion 

for a period of two years. (Copy of impugned order with 

office order annexed as annexure ''F”),

That, two DPCs dated 26.3.2022 and dated 10.12.2022 

were held for promotion of junior clerk (BPS-11) to the 

post of Senior Clerk (BPS-14) and at the eve of first 

DPC, 08 Junior Clerks were to be promoted appellant 

was at S. No.06 and deserved for promotion, though 

appellant was reinstated by this Worthy tribunal yet not 

considered for promotion to the post of Senior Clerk 

due to the non-availability of the judgment of the hon’ble 

Tribunal and during latter one being top in seniority list 

for the purpose, was again ignored for want of name in 

seniority list and PER for the year 2021, As a result 

thereof, 13 junior clerks were promoted except the 

applicant deferred for one or the other pretext/ reason. 

(Copy of minutes of the meeting 26,03,22 & promotion 

order of junior employee i,e, Annexure ''G & *'H”,Copy 

of minutes of meeting 10,12,22 Annexure *7”, copy of 

promotion order of junior clerks as Annexure “7” copy 

of seniority list 2022, as Annexure Copy of

seniority list 2020 ~2021Annexure “L,)

way concurred with

issued final

8.

That, two posts of Senior clerk (BPS-14) became vacant, 

which would be filled by promotion amongst the holders 

of the post of Junior Clerks and appellant being on top is 

again deprived, by the effect of impugned order. (Copy 

of Seniority list 2023 as Annexure

9.
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10. That, the appellant has not been treated in accordance 

with law on the subject, rather discriminated with by 

letting off actual culprits by making him a scapegoat 
being a petty employee.

11. That, feeling aggrieved from the impugned orders dated 

29.11.2023, promotion orders 26.03.2022 & 10.12.2022 

appellant having no other remedy but to prefers the 

instant service appeal before this Hon’able Tribunal for 

interference inter alia on the following amongst other 

grounds.

GROUNDS

That, it is well settled law on the subject that if an 

accused civil servant/employee is charged with 

misconduct of the nature which cannot be proved 

without strong evidence. The penalty cannot be 

imposed civil servant on the basis surmises and 

conjecture, the competent authority was to 

consider concreteness of testimony and evidence 

while awarding or decide the punishment, but it 

was not done, violating the mandatory provisions 

of law rendering the impugned order, nullity in the 

eye of law.

a.

That, appellant was not proved to be guilty of 

allegations leveled against him. Authority acted 

with malice and has unjustly panelized the 

appellant without conclusively proving his guilt.

b.

That, the impugned order dated 29.11.2023 has 

been passed without application of judicial mind, 

badly time barred and without any lawful

c.
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justification and overlooking the major 

contradictions in the statements of the witnesses.

d. That, if the allegations remained unproved against 

the appellant, there was no lawful justification with 

the authority to pass the impugned order, as such, 

the impugned order is illegal, unlawful without 

lawful, authority, without jurisdiction and of 

having no legal effect.

That, withholding of the promotion of the 

appellant without any lawful justification violated 

the vested right of the appellant being civil a 

servant.

e.

f. That, the principles of law and natural justice 

have not been complied with by the authority 

before imposing the impugned penalty. ,

That, no stretch of the imagination disentitled the 

petitioner from promotion. That, when juniors to 

the petitioner have been promoted on 26.03.2022 

and promoted on 10.12.2022 and again the 

juniors to the appellant are being promoted 

than the appellant can agitate the matter to 

establish his rights before this honorable tribunal.

g-

h. That, respondent is going to use sledge/hammer to 

creak the nut which shall destroy the savory of the 

nut when nut creator is available to create the nut. 

The petitioner is eligible to be promoted from 

junior clerk (BPS-11) to the post of senior clerk 

(BPS-14).



7 I P cl g e 
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That, it was very important in the inquiry that all 

the witnesses should have will be cross-examined 

on the same day and same date, but this was not 

done. Despite the written application of applicant. 
(Copy Of Application and orders sheets Is Annexed As 

Annexure “N”).

L

That, the department remained failed in 

substantiating the allegations due to surfacing of 

major and irreparable contradictions in the 

statements of the witnesses and the inquiry officer 

submitted report after lapse of time. Which is 

severe violation of prevailing law.

J*

That, the matter relates to the terms and conditions 

of service, hence this tribunal has jurisdiction to 

entertain the appeal under. article 212 of the 

constitution. Besides the appeal is within the 

period of limitation.

k.

That, appellant preferred departmental appeal on

20.12.2023 against the impugned order dated

29.11.2023 which has not been responded within 

the statutory period. (Copy of departmental appeal 

is annexed as Annexure

1.

It is therefore, most humbly requested that the 

instant Service Appeal may kindly be accepted with all 

back benefits, perks and privileges as prayed for. Any 

other Relief which This Honorable Tribunal Deems 

Appropriate in the circumstances of the case may also be 

allowed to the appellant.

Dated: 15.04.2024

- (Appellant)Bilal Raza —
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i VERIFICATION:

I, Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq, Junior Clerk/ 

Moharrir, District Courts, Mansehra, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of 

foregoing appeal are true and correct to the best of 

my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed or suppressed from this honorable 

tribunal./

DEPONENT

ilal Raza
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Bilal Raza Vs, District & Sessions Judge Mansehra etc

f
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAAKHTUN KHAWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

OF 2024SERVICE APPEAL NO

APPELLANT.Bilal Raza

VERSUS

The District and Sessions Judge, District courts Mansehra etc.
------------ respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Bilal Raza, son of Abdul Razzaq, junior 

Clerk/Moharrir, District Courts, Mansehra, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath. That the no such 

subject matter appeal has ever been filed before this 

honorable court, except my back benefits application 

which is pending before this Hon’ble Tribunal. That the 

contents of fore-going affidavit are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed or suppressed form this honorable tribunal.

Dated: 15.04.2024

^lal ̂ Raza

EPONENT



^ 0 ( P g e 
I I ii I R a z a Vs. , D i s t!- i c t & S e s s i! S M a 11 s e Ii r a e r c

b^efore the KHYRER PAAKHTUN KHA wa 
i SERVICE TR1BUNAT PF>.w..;;7T^^^^

SERVICE APPEAL NO OF 2024

Bilal Raza —
-----APPELLANT.

VERSUS
The District and Sessions Judge, District courts Mansehra etc.

------------ respondents.

CORRECT ADDRKS.SES OF THF PARTTFS

APPELLANT-

Bilal Raza, son of Abdul Razzaq, Junior Clerk /Moharrir ' 
Presently Posted as Liabrarian, District Courts, Mansehra.

RESPONDFNTrs:.

1. The District and Sessions Judge, District Mansehra. 
2. Administrative Judge Peshawar High Court Pesh

Dated: 15.04.2024
awar.

Bilal Raza

Appellant (m person)



IN THE COURT OF HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KPK PESHAWAR

Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq, Junior Clerk/Moharrir, District 
Courts Mansehra.

(APPLICANT)

VS

The District aiid Sessions Judge District Courts Mansehra.

(RESPONDENT)

Subject: APPLICATION FOR RESTRAING THE RESPONDENT/ 
DEPARTMENT NOT TO CONVENE DPC TILL FINAL
DISPOSEL OF THE SERVICE APPEAL OR TILL
PROMOTION OF APPLICANT.

Respectfully Sheweth

1. That instant application may be considered as part and parcel of 

the main service appeal.

The applicant has brought/a good prima facie case and there is 

likelihood of success in the lisp.

2.

In view of the above, it is prayed that no departmental 

promotion committee may be convened till final disposal of the 

main service appeal or till promotion of applicant.

3.

It is also requested that status-quo be ordered to be maintained

of service appeal or till promotion of

4.

till final disposal 

applicant.

^^plicant 

Bilal Raza
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Ph: 0997-301848, 0997-304924 
Fax:0997301848
Email: sessionscourt manselira@vai\oo.comOFFFICE OF THE 

j; DISTR-tCT & SESSIONS JUDGE 
r MANSEHRA

N
Di

1 i

ORDER

WHEREAS vide letter No. 360, dated 04.01.2021, Qazi Muhammad 

Adnaii, Civil Judge-V/ Judicial Magistrate-V, Mansehra informed that the order 

dated 07.12.2020 ought to be reviewed through Review Petition No. 99/6, titled 

“M/S Saghi Traders & Contracting Vs. Govt, of Pakistan, Ministry of 

Communication through Secretary Communication, Pakistan and others”, was 

not available on original record of Civil Suit No. 176/1 of 2020, titled “M/S 

Saghi Traders & Contracting Vs. Govt, of Pakistan, Ministry of Communication 

tlirough Secretary Ministry of Communication, Pakistan and others”, however, 

original order dated 07.12.2020 passed by that court is available on the record of 

Civil Suit No. 176/1 of 2020. And vide letter No. 361, dated 07.01.2021, the said 

learned Civil Judge-V/Judicial Magistrate-V, Mansehra forwarded the affidavit 

submitted by the accused official, Bilal Raza, Junior Clerlc/Muharrir, according to 

> .which he prepared fake and fictitious order in the referred to civil suit No. 176/1 

of 2020, and had put fake signature of Qazi Muhammad Adnan, Civil Judge-V/ 

Judicial Magistrate-V, Mansehra and affixed seal of the court on said fake and 

fictitious order and managed to get it attested from the Copying Branch, District 

Courts Mansehra.

' AND WHEREAS the undersigned, being competent authority, is 

satisfied that the accused official is guilty of committing the acts of misconduct 

^ as is specified in Rule 3 of the Khyber Palchtunlchwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2C11.

AND WHEREAS since accused official has admitted hi-: guilt, 

therefore under Rule 7 of the said Rules, the inquiry was dispensed with and 

show cause notice was issued to him. The accused official submitted reply to 

show cause notice and was heard in person but he could not defend himself

/:
‘ j.

c//" *
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If

NOW, THEREFORE, I, being Competent Authority impose the 

following major penalty upon the accused/official as enumerated in Rule 4 (1) 

(b) (iv) of the Khyber Palditunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Discipline) Rules, 2011.

• S'/--'

The accused official Bilal Raza, Junior Clerk/Muharrir is awarded 

penalty of disrhissal from service under Rule 4(l)(b)(iv) of the ibid 

Rules, 2011, with immediate effect.

^SuffifSheraz Noor Saani, 
Competent Authority/ 

District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehra

l V j V

No. 6^ /D&SJ(MA) Dated Mansehra the fo February, 2021.

Copy forwarded to:

1. The Registrar, Hon’able Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
2. The Member Inspection Team, Hon’able Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
3. The Local Audit Office/District Accounts Office, Mansehra for necessary action.
4. The Budget and Accounts Assistant, of this establishment for necessary action.
5. The official concerned by name.
6. Personal file of official concerned.

SjihniLSfrei^zTioor Saani, 
Competent Authority/ 

District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehra

(of

\7
-A

HAHCDNo
'X-A

Dan'

Court Fee;—■

Urgent:—' 

Total Fee;
Name 0* Cnpytst

Date Ui 

Date Oi Iniu.’.a I ^
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before Tt^F khyber pakhtunkhwa service tribunal.peshawar^

t
Appeal No. 6698/2021

... 01.07.2021Date of Institution

31.01.2022Date of Decision

Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq, ExOuriior Clerk/Moharrir, District Courts, 
Mansehra.

... (Appellant)
VERSUS

The District and Sessions Judge, District Courts Mansehra and others.
... (Respondents)

Present.

Mr. Abdul Saboor Khan, 
Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Addl. Advocate General, For respondents.

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(E)

MR AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR,

JUDGMENT

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN. CHAIRMAN:- The appellant named above has 

• invoked the, jurisdiction of this Tribunal through above titled appeal with the 

■^^j^prayer as copied below:-

"On acceptance of the service appeal, the impugned order 

bearing No. 959-64, dated 10^ February, 2021 passed by 

pondent may graciously be set aside being illegal, unlawful, 

without lawful authority, without jurisdiction, discriminatory, 

arbitrary, non-speaking and completely being nullity 

in the eyes of law on the subject and appellant be reinstated

<21
res

perverse. •

attested
/
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service with all back benefits and other legally permissibleinto

perks arid privileges."

2. Brief facts of the case as enumerated In the Memorandum of appeal 

that the appellant was inducted as Junior Clerk (BPS-11) at District Courts

are

MansehraSn the year, 2003; that the appellant served the department with 

dedication having;clean service career throughout; that learned Civil Judge/JM-

360 dated 04.01.2021 requested the respondent toV Mansehra vide letter No.

alleged fake and fictiUous order dated 07.12.2021, passed in Civil
probe Into
Suit No. 176/1 of 2020 attributed to him by putting his fake signature, that it is

wiorth mentioning that Worthy Civil Judge/JM-V, Mansehra has not blamed the

accused in his initial letter dated 04.01.2021; thatappellant or anyone else as

sudden, without any basis and with malafide Intention just to make a.
all of a

the heavy weights involved, appellant was served with a.scapegoat to save

show cause notice bearing No. 311/D&SJ (MA) dated 12;01.2021 by

strength of letter dated ,04.01.2021; that the appellantrespondent on the

itted detailed and comprehensive reply to the show cause-notice negatingsubm
; that the respondent instead ofthe denying all allegations levelled against him

conducting regular and proper enquiry into the matter, consisting upon

controversial questions of facts, respondent straight away with single stroke of 

without application of judicial mind ' Imposed major penalty of dismissal 

from service upon the appellant vide impugned order No. 959-64 dated 

Feeling aggrieved, the appellant preferred departmental appeal

<52.'
pen

on
10.02.2021.
09.03.2021 which was not responded within the statutory period, hence the

present appeal.

attested

f:.KAjpjIfVGR 
un»iiK^*yi

TuiliLl
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The appeal was admitted for regular hearing. Respondents have 

submitted written reply/comments, refuting the claim of the appellant with 

several factual and legal objections and asserted for dismissal of appeal

cost.

3.

with

have heard the arguments and perused the record.We4.

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant has not 

been tLted in accordance with law; that it is well-settled principle of law that 

if an aticused civil servant is charged to misconduct of the nature which cannot

5.

*

be proved without conducting regular enquiry, the dismissal from service of a 

the basis of summary inquiry is not sustainable in the eyes of 

denial of allegations by the appellant, it had become obligatory

civil servant on

law; that on

for the authority to hol'd regular and proper inquiry into the matter but it was 

not done; that the authority was not in possession of sufficient documentary

evidence against the appellant; that the authority acted with malice and has, 

unjustly penalized the appellant without conclusively proving his guilt and that 

no meaningful opportunity of personal hearing was provided to the appellant. 

5 He requested that the appeal may be accepted as prayed for.

Learned Addl. Advocate General while rebutting the arguments of 

learned counsel for the appellant contended that entire proceedings were 

per law; that appellant himself submitted an affidavit supported 

by witnesses/Cdurt officials, wherein he admitted his guilt, and on the basis of

6,

conducted as

said affidavit respondent No. 1, being competent authority, keeping in view the

Rules, 2011provisions of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 

dismissed the appellant from service vide order dated 10.02.2021; that the

attested

^ IVII r\ r n
K ► ‘-iy ’ -u. u u«ii'vv*
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the facts of the matter are notApex Court time and again held that where 

disputed then, there is no need to hold inquiry; that opportunity of personal 

afforded to the appellant but he could not prove his innocence. Hehearing was

requested that the appeal may be dismissed with costs.

Without touching the merits of the case, it is observed that the 

proceeded against under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

7.

appellant was

Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 by dispensing with enquiry. The show cause notice

of disciplinary proceedings contains aissued to the appellant in course

affidavit submitted’ duly signed and thumb impression by thereference of an

appellant and on the basis of said affidavit, certain acts and omission has been 

attributed to the appellant in connection with the order dated 07.12.2020 in

Civil Suit No. 176/1 of 2020. A detail counter version has been given by the 

appellant in his reply to the show cause notice in the matter of affidavit. The 

impugned order, whereby, the major penalty of dismissal from service has

been imposed upon the appellant is silent about the veracity of the written

i.e. for or against. Whenreply of the appellant to show cause notice in any way 

the appellant has furnished a counter version in respect of affidavit which was

ft ground for disciplinary action against him, the competent authority

supposed to apply its judicious mind to

taken as

c:™ before issuing the impugned order

' the said reply and if it would have not been able to discredit the said version by

was

absence of further enquiry such reason should have beenany reason as to

mentioned in the impugned order. However, the competent authority has given

reason in the impugned order as to why the counter version advance by the 

not considered. We deem it appropriate to observe that after

no

appellant was

advancement, of the counter version by the appellant in his reply to the show

ATTESTED

11 n t li 1»vv^lTHYptn
r V»ctjM r
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cause notice, there was need of full-fledged formal enquir/ to meet with ends 

of justice. However, no such enquiry was conducted. Therefore, the Impugned 

order in absence of the formal enquiry is not maintainable, the same is set 

aside and the case is remanded to the competent authority for rfe-nevo enquiry 

in accordance with the law. -me appellant is reinstated into service for the 

of enquiry. The appeal stands disposed of accordingly. Parties are left

i

I

purpose

to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.
1

:en)(AHM
Chairman

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
Member(E) Ccrtiri^ to he ♦"'■e cop7
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{9.^yBr'/2.s2>^S^fvite-Appeal-No;/
/

>

\
I-• ••-

• /-
■ ./. Bj1,AL. R/\ZA son OF.-i^pUL RaZZAQ, EXrJUNIOR CLERK/MOHARMR? DISTRICT 

Courts, Mansbhra .7"' .
i ■ :

f T.
‘Appellant. •':<?; •

. - Versus

■hiE WORTHYPISTRXCT & SESSIONS JUDGE, DISTRICT COURTS,MANSEHRA AND 
OTHERS. ' ■ ■ ■

I

...Respondents-
/ ^ •

■ :■ EXECUTION'" PETITION/lMPLEMENTATIOiN 

JUDGMENT OP THIS HONOURABLE COURT DATED
OF

31.01.2022 PASSED BY HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN THE 

ABOVE MENTIONED SERVICE appeal:
• I •

,* ’

Respectfully Sheweth!

That the above titled sendee appeal .was filed by tlie appellant 

, which was'was allowed by tWs ■ honourable tribunal ..' vide order dated : 

.31.01.2022.

•: ;i.

(
V •

Citified copy of ludgtnent is annexed as anncxui'e "A ;

. That .o the aforesaid ^ judginent -was'■ communicated ‘to die

■respondent/authority by the office as well as by the.appellant oh his own.
t ^ , •\

lie ture copI.'
\

.-v-
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Petitioner iivpersdn..pnese‘nt. Mr.-Kabiruilah Khattak, Acicll;'^>

xa.
[■jl

■■y
v:‘/

;ir .A
epi2022 1.i"t, V?“ .•O.J

alongwith lyir Asif Hyssain Shah, Sypdti;Session Court, hdansehra fn:-’ .

re:;pondents present. .

The petitioner has produced copyroT'Order .dated 15.09.2202 

passed bv the, respondents (District &. Session, Judge, Mansehra) . , .

wheiebv the petitioner'was reinstated for the,purpose of, de-novo 

enquiry subject-to the final decision of the CPLA No. 534-P/2022. It 

is tuither mentioned in the order that.the back benefits and arrears of 

the official shall'be worked out thereafter'.'It was also mentioned in 

th.e order- that the official should'■'ftirhish an affidavit/undertaking 

ensuring surrender & retuim of pay and allowances in case of decision 

against him. by the. august .Supreme Court of Pakistan-in the said . 

CPLA. The implementation' of. the judgment .has apparently been 

made and as regards the apprehension of the petitioner that the date o! 

his ■ reinstatement was not ■ c.orrectly written , in- the oidei, wliich, 

according to him, ought to te the date of passage of liie judgincnl i 

■his favour. Since, the implementati.on order,' in compliance-ol; the 

judsment .'of the Tribunal, is subject, to the ■ decision of the august . 

Supreibe Court of Pakistan, in the CPLA coupled with the tact that the , 

implementation order itself shows,that the-'aiTears-and other thi.ngs

be worked'out, the apprehension of the'petitio.ner does not . 

sn-stain. Even otherwise he was reinstated for. the purpose ofde-novo

K
iU

•• .:i‘c to

cnciiiiry. and in case the de-novo enquiry ends his lavour he will 

all his-dues thereafter. Disposed of accordingly-;. definitely • gel 

Consign. ■

■ Pronounced in'open-court Jn Cainp - Court- AbboUabad .and 

given :r.der my hand and seal of the -'Tribunol' on this 19"’ day of

September, 2022.;

3.

i ■

1
v;

tibiajof-
iw^r

(Kalim Arshad Khan.J 

(^hairman ■ 
r»-^ni4 A.hhnltnh:’ri

I
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: Ph: 0997-301848,0997-30492 
Fax: 0997301848

DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE : E-Mail: SGSsionscourt fnansehr3@vahoo.com ;
MANSEHRA1

OFFFICE OF V.

i ■ NQJ6aM6>*5J /D&SJ/(MA)
^ ' Dated /5_/__fl9_/2022

ORDER.

Consequent upon the judgment dated 31.01.2022 in Appeal No. 

6698/2021 passed by hon’ble The Khyber. Pakhtunkliwa Service Tribunal 

Peshawar read with directions contained in order dated 18.07.2022 in execution 

petition No. 344/22 regarding conditional implementation of aforesaid judgment, 

Mr. Bilal Raza, Junior Clerk (BPS-11) is reinstated in service w.e.f. 15.09.2022 

for the purpose of de-nevo inquiry, subject to final decision of CPLA # 534-P, 

2022 filed before august Supreme Court of Pakistan (Appellate jurisdiction). The 

back benefits and arrears of the official shall be worked out thereafter. The official 

named above shall furnish an affidavit/undertaking ensuring surrender & return of 

pay and allowances in case of decision against him by the^^ust-Supr^ Court of 

Pakistan in said CPLA.

(Zia-ur-Rehraan)
District & Sessions Judge 
Mansehra/Authority.

/ Dated Mansehra the//5 September, 2022.

Copy forwarded for information to:-

1. The Registrar, August Supreme Court of Pakistan
2. The Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
3. The Chairman, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.
4. The Director, HR&W, Secretariat of District Judiciary, Peshawar 

High Court, Peshawar.
5. The Senior Civil Judge (Administration), Mansehra.
6. The District Accounts Officer, Mansehra for necessary action.
7. Budget & Accounts Assistant for necessar^tion-. ^
8. Official concerned for compliance.

District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehra./

/\
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./^\CT A A//1&THJ’: COURT OF SA tin amim 
' Pl^IL JUDGE-11, MANSEHRA

v^' i ' V^',
FjJjAL iNffliRY REPORT DATRn- 9r;-n7-9noi 

y-AGAlte^iBJLAL FGNZA JUNIOR CLERK
/

' j

if) \
\

iNTRQDjjeiroiic
^.^n^tara-dep^tm has been initiated against Bilal Raza.

'Jf?ii'i^^r.];^^l^pr,es^itly posted at Lehsil Courts, Balakot (hereinaRer 

lelerred to as accused ofricial), under the Government<
Servants

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 20) 1 for the charges mentioned in 

the charge sheet dated 15.09.2022.
\(

BACKGUOUND
■'! A reviewi petition No. 99/6 titled “/W/S Tnulers and

(4 Government of Pakistan,
i'

Contracting\
Ministry

communication through Secretary Ministry of communication and 

ofhers'^ was tiled on 21.12.2020, in the court of Qa/d Adnan, the then 

learned Civil judge-V Mansehra for review of order dated 07.12.2020 

pa.ssed in suit No. 176/1 of 2020. Upon requisitioning original 

of the suit No. 176/1, and after hearing the review petition, the learned 

C^ivil Judge-V in Para No.3 of the order No. dated 02.01.2021 passed 

i.ri review petition No. 99/6 observed that;

ofl

/•

Cr’'
« •hy

■j

•(
i recordi
1 ii

:}
i /I "Perusal of record would reveals that the alleged order- 

dated 07~J2~2020 ought to he reviewed through instant 
review petition is not available on original record (civil 
suit bearing # 176/1 oj 2020), however, original order- 
dated 07-12-2020 passed by this court is available on 
record file. Even otherwise, the alleged order dated 07- 
.12-2020 is neither dictated

/
V J'! ;f! V,

1-.^'

i:
nor announced by the 

not signed hy 
urulersigned. the alleged order dated 07-12-2020 d': 
signatute of undersigned over alleged order ought to be 
reviewed, apparcrttly seems to be bogus and fictitious 
one. “

undersigned and most importantly
J
‘
1
I

i

-f Vide letter No. :R,0 daied 04.01.2021. Qazi Adnan the then Learnedt

rn,-;! t.,rl A 4,______1____ . t
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information and further 

dated 07.01.202],

official), then attached as Muharir to the 

Mansehra,

Judge Mansehra. As

necessary action. Later-on, vide letter No. 361

(accusedan affidavit submitted by Bilal Raza

court of Civil Judge-V, 
was also forwarded to the Honorable District & Sessions

per the affidavit, the accused official confessed 

that he engineered the forged and fictitious order dated 07.12,2012. 

On the basis of his admission. accused official was proceeded against 

cause notice dated 01.01.2021, 

service vide order dated 

said order before the

depanmental ly by issuing him show

which resulted into his dismissal from

10.02.2021. Accused official challenged the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Sen/ice 'Iribunal in Service,, Appeal No. 

6698/2021 titled; Bilal Ram son of Ahdul Razzaa, Ex-Junior Clprl./ 

Muharir. District Courts Mans^>hra Versus The District an,!
'S Sessions Judse. District Courts Mansphm-V The Tribunal vide its 

.judgment dated 31,01.2022, while setting aside the order of dismissal 

from service, remanded back the

de-novo inquiry in accordance with law.

r
I i -yl'

\J to the competent authority forcase

4. Accordingly, fresh departmental proceedings 

worthy District and Sessions Judge, Mansehra/ 

against the accused official by issuing him charge sheet and statement 

/of allegations dated 15-09-2022 and the undersigned

Inquiry Officer to probe the charges against the accused official 

submit report within sixty days.

REASONS OF DELAY:

were initiated by the 

competent authority

was appointed as 

and
J

A The reasons for delay in proceedings were that the accused official

filed different miscellaneous applications which needed to be decided 

Similarly, on conclusion of evidence, application for additional
evidence was also filed by the departmental 

decisions on
representative. As such, 

these applications and recording of additional evidence
%

.i "N- ,
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sought trom time to time and the same was 

last extension

CHARGES

accordingly granted. The
was granted on 22-07-2023 for fifteen days.

<

The charges levelled against the accused official vide charge sheet0.

dated 15.09.2022, are as under:
(a) Preparation of forged and fictitious order dated 07-12-2020 in 

^pvil Suit No. 176/1 of 2020, titled "M/S Saghi Traders &
Lontracting IN Govt, of Pakistan others. ”

Ih) Putting of fake signature of Qazi Muhammad Ad
nan, the then 

Mamehra and affixing seal 

referred forged and fictitious order

Civil Judge/Judicial Magi.strate~V, 

of the Court, on above
I

dated 07-12-2020.I
ng

ted copy of a foresaid fake, 

07-12-2020 from Copving

•5 A2
foiged and fictitious order dated: 

Branch. District Courts, Mansehra. 

PROCIEDINGS

/•V

sT/pc\ 0^

\ On receipt of the inquiry file, the accused official
as well as 

accused
detailed defence reply to the 

against him on rnuitipl

\departmental lepresentative were noticed. On 28-09-2022 

jofticial appeared and submitted his!! I
/ charge sheet, denying the allegations levelled

g e
grounds.

evidence \

During the course of evidence the following evidence 

PW-I Muhammad Zuqaib Iqbal Khan,
was recorded:-I

Incharge Record Room 
Sessions Court Mamsehra produced copies of letter No.360 dated 04- 

01-2021 as Ex.PW-l/K letter No.361

K

5
dated 07-01-2021 as Ex.PW

lA, affidavit as Ex.PW-I/3, Show Cause Notice No.3 I I dated 12 

202E Order No.6 dated 10-02-2021 of file No.7/D-i “Inquiry VS 

Bilal Raza’' and Office Order No.959-64 dated 10-02-2021

2

-01-
I
i

i

as Ex.PW-
Ex.PW-J/6, respectively.ii
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PW~2, Kamran Khan Jehangiri Incharge Record Room Lower Courts 

produced file No. 176/1 titled “M/S Saghi Traders VS Government 

etc”, out of which photocopy of order dated 07-12-2020, is exhibited 

as Ex.PW-2/L Similarly he also produced file No.99/6, out of which 

photocopy of review application is posted as Ex..PW-2/2, attested 

copy of order dated 07-12-2020 (fake order) is Ex.PW-2/3.

PW-3, Ihsan-ul-Elaq Computer Operator marginal witness of affidavit 

of the accused official, on oath stated that Bilal Raza after admitting 

his guilt in presence of other marginal witnesses duly signed and 

thumb impressed the affidavit in the court and submitled the same to 

Mr. Qazi Muhammad Adnan (learned Civil Judge), which is already 

available on file as Ex.PW-1/3. The witness admitted that affidavit 

correctly bears his signature and thumb impression.

PW-4, Khuram Shehzad !<Chan (Reader), P\V-5 Stijjad Shah 

(Stenographer), PW-6 Rabnawaz (Muhairir) and PW-7 Muhammad 

Shoaib (Naib Qasid) all are the marginal witnesses of the affidavit 

submitted by the accused official, they reiterated the same facts as 

.narrated by the marginal witness PW~3.

P-W-8, Abdul Rasheed Incharge English Office/Departmental 

Representative produced copy of order dated 31-01-2022, of the 

Service Tribunal through which accused official was reinstated for the 

purpose of inquiry as Ex.PW-8/1, copy of CPLA No.534-P/2022 tiled 

by the department against Judgment dated 31-01-2022, before the 

Supreme Court of Pakistan as Ex.PW-8/2, appeal filed by iiccuscd 

official before Service 'Fribunal as Ex.PW-8/3, order^No. 15245-52 

dated 15-09-2022 as Ex.PW-8/4 through which accused official was 

reinstated arid inquiry proceedings were initiated against him. 

Similarly, letter No.15253 dated 15-09-2022 regarding appointment of 

departmental representative is also exliibited as Ex.PW-8/5.

PW-9, Muhammad Ashraf ex-examiner of Copying Branch produced 

fcfeTEO a:)plication for obtaining attested copies bearing No.l 1335 as Lx.PW-
§

1 il acic 2023

i

%
6
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9/1 and copy of entiy of said application in Register CD-I as Ex.PW-
9/2.

PW-IO, Kamran Khan Jehangiri In-charge Recoi'd Room 

Challan No.30 dated I4-12--2020 and challan No.31 dated 26-12-2020 

as Ex.PW-IO/1 and Ex.PW-IO/2 respectively.

produced

PW-H, Qazi Muhammad Adnan, the then learned Civil'Judge-V. 

Mansehia on oath stated that at the relevant time he

Civil Judge-V Mansehra; that upon institution of review petition 

No.99/6 and

was posted as

requisition of file No.176/1 titled “Saghi Traders VS 

.he came to know regarding forged order, upon which the 

matter was reported to the worthy District & Sessions Judge through 

letter No.360 (Ex.PW-1/1). That

NHA”,

upon interrogation, the accused

order and
I official confessed his guilt regarding preparation of forged 

submitted confessional affidavit, which
(

A' was signed and thumb 

impressed by the other court officials as marginal witnesses. The said

i

-7Vr
t affidavit was sent to the worthy District & Sessions Judge Mansehra 

vide letter No.361 (Ex.PW-1/2).

Accused official

'T •

given ample opportunity to cross examine all the 

^witnesses of the prosecution/Department produced against him, which 

iie availed by cross examining the witnesses.

was
li

!!
9. /Thereafter accused official

vvitnesses in his defence, if he
was given opportunity to produces the 

desires. Accordingly, total three 

witnesses (accused official included) w^ere examined as defence

f.

I so

witnesses. Needless to mention that accused official cited total 12 

vvitnesses tlii'ough list of witnesses submitted by him with the" 

for summoning of several witnesses through process of court which 

prayer was however, declined through order No.27 dated 17.01.2023. 

OW-1, Syed Asif Shah Superintendent District and Sessions Court 

Mansehra, in his statement deposed that he has been listed as witness 

by the accused, however he has no concern with the inquiry.

H
.1

prayer

p
>4

Scpp.lv>; .'.strt M.:

! 8 OtC ^023
J
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DW-2, Muhammad Rizwan Ex-copyist copying branch in his 

statement also stated that he has been listed as defence witness by the 

accused but he does not want to give statement as he has only 

prepared copy as per the application.

Accused official Bilal Raza recorded his statement as DW-3. Gist of. 

his statement is that ever since his appointment, he has always 

performed his duties with zeal and devotion without giving any 

chance of compiciint regarding his performance. That the alleged fake 

order dated 07.12.2020 was the order initially passed in the suit and 

the same was dictated by the presiding officer himself. That after 

receiving the file from the court, the said order was part of the record, 

he prepared the file for consignment alongwith with other f les and 

also prepared challan and put the fles before the presiding offeer 

Qazi Adnan for signature on its index, however, upon instructions of 

the presiding offeer, he did not consigned the disputed fie as the 

presiding offeer intended to make some changes in the order. That on 

16.12.2020, he received duly allowed application for attested copies 

of the order dated 07.12.2020 from one Aj'if Shehzad advocate, 

counsel for the NHA, upon which he took the fie No. 176/1 to the 

copying branch for providing copy of the order which was 

accordingly prepared and provided to the applicant by the copying 

branch. That later-on the order was changed by the presiding officer 

and fie was consigned on 21.12.2020. Regarding his admission on 

aff davit, accused official stated that the same was the result of undue 

pressure and intimidation exerted by the Presiding offeer and in order 

to safe his skin, he w'as made escape goat. That the order was changed 

by the presiding officer at the behest of a colleague Judge, then posted 

at Mansehra, as her husband is Assistant Director NHA and he was 

the representative of NHA in the said case. He also exhibited his

5

I

AI
c-r

f!

to the Charge sheet. Review petition No. 100/6, Dak Bahi, Call

Oti':

I,li
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5-

Data Record and certain ap)3lications for obtaining copies as Ex.DW- 

3/i,toEx-DW-3/5.

FINDINGS

Alter going through the charges levelled against the accused official, 

his deience reply and the evidence brought on record, I intend to 

record my detailed findings through the following paragixiphs.

10

For the puipose of convenience it would be appropriate to briefly re­

state the case of department against the accused. Accused official has 

been ctxirge sheeted for; a) preparing fake order in respect of 

proceedings conducted on 07.12.2020 in civil suit No. 176/i of 2020, 

b) Putting fake signature of the learned presiding officer Qazi Adnan 

the then civil Judge on the said order, c) managing the c{)pying 

process and thereby getting attested the copy of forged and fictitious 

order mentioned above. FAidence cited by the department towards the 

proof of aforementioned allegations was that the then presiding officer 

(Learned CJ-V) was the first receiver of the information regarding the 

foul play on the part of the accused official. As a sequence of events it 

has been further alleged that smelling some nexus of accused official 

with the said fake order, the presiding officer confronted the former 

with the situation and verbally sought his e.xplanation which was 

followed by complete admission of the acts of forgery/fabrication by 

the accused official. It is further alleged that accused official recorded

his statement in the shape of affidavit before the learned presiding
\

officer wherein he confessed to have fraudulently prepared the order 

in question, unlawfully authenticated and processed the same through 

official machinery in order to pose and present it as genuine, it is 

worth to mention here that accused official has not straightforwardly 

denied the said affidavit, but has rather taken the plea that the same 

was the result of undue pressure and intimidation exerted by the 

Presiding Officer and the department.Also
18 Oti:

-•'W
I
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During course of evidence, the department formally got exhibited, the

affidavit (Ex PW-1/3) of the accused official, letters dated 04.01.2021

(Ex-PW']/l) and 07.01.202! (Ex-PW'1/2) whereby the Honorable

District and Sessions Judge/competent authority was informed about

the foul play, besides exliibiting the genuine order dated 07.12.2020,

passed in civil suit No. 176/1 as Ex.PW-2/i and the fake order dated

07/12/2020 as Ex.PW-2/3. Since the affidavit Ex.PW-1/3 was relied

upon by the department as their prime evidence against the accused

and the^s^ame was not utterly denied by the latter, the same has

therefore, attained pivotal role in the determination of instant

controversy. Witnesses of the affidavit were examined as PW-3 to

PW-7. Presiding officer of the court concerned was also examined as

PW'-II.. Despite being subjected to cross examination there is

consistency among tlie witnesses of the affidavit. Nothing of the sort

was extracted from any witness of affidavit which may create

contradiction among die PWs and thereby persuade this forum to

disbelieve the story of department. All the. PWs of the affidavit have 
\
been consistent inter-se as regards material facts of the incident i.e. 

/time, place, manner and attending circumstances of scribing and 

/' executing of affidavit. Needless to mention that non denial on the part 

of the accused official regarding the signing and submitting of the 

affidavit further establishes the fact that the affidavit is genuine and is 

not a document falsely doctored or is the result of any force or 

coercion. The accused official has actually shifted burden to himself 

by advancing different version in respect of the affidavit by taking the 

plea of undue pressure used against him.

12.

A
0

By producing the file of main civil suit 176/1 & exhibiting original 

order date 07-12-2020 (Ex.PW-2/1), the department has succeeded in 

establishing that the fake'order (Ex.PW-2/3) whose copies were 

obtained on 16-07-2020 & which was impugned through review 

^ ^ ''Sr’.f^'petition No.96/6 was not genuine & did not exist on authentic judicial

■f3.

V.'
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record. All other PW.s examined by the department 

concun-ence with material witnesses (those of affidavit) and nothing 

incompatible was extracted from them which could cast aspersions 

the testimony and veracity of witnesses of 

Similarly, despite availing ample opportunity of 

the accused official couldn’t suggest anything credible which 

convince this forum to disbelieve any witness of the department 

infer anything adverse regarding the credibility of any PW, Combined 

effect of exhaustive appreciation of evidence produced against the 

accused official by the department is that this forum is inclined to 

observe that the department has overwhelmingly shifted the burden

went in

on

prime importance.

cross examination, 

could

or

s

to
accused official to substantiate that the acts of forgery & fabrication 

were
.? •

not conceived and done by him and/or he was coerced against 

his consent to confess it. •

nn

I
I

i4.v Ihe burden substantially shifted to accused official when he, instead 

ot categorical denial, admitted all attending circumstances of 

executing of affidavit and took the hard-to-prove plea of intimidation

and undue pressure allegedly exerted against him. By doing 

.'maximised his evidential burden and was therefore, required to come
so he

'a
up with clear & convincing evidence to dislodge the probability 

version oi the department
of

The evidence led by accused official 
turned out to be too little too small to be believedh. cis against the
evidence of the department. There is nothing compelling in the 

defence evidence of the accused which could establish with sufficient 

degree of probability that in fact the affidavit

1

was the outcome of
intimidation and pressure and that accused official had 

the acts of forgery, fabrication, indiscipline & foul play.
no nexus with

Besides, the accused official had also taken the plea that the fake 

order was in-fact tlie original and genuine order and that the

presiding officer himself Ffowevee, this

\‘5.

same was
1

replaced by the1*

I It up' ./
t i.

\ II

il $_
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defence plea could also not be established on record. The suit No. 

176/1 was decided on 07.12.2020, while accused official admitted that 

he received the file from the court after 2/3 days of the order. 

Therealter file remained in his custody till 21.12.2020, when it 

finally consigned to record room vide challan No.30 dated 21.6.2020 

(Ex.PW-10/1). Accused official also admitted that on ' 16.12.2020, 

after receiving application for attested copies from one Arif Shehzad 

Advocate^ he took the file to the copying branch for preparation of the

wa.s

copy and later on attested copy of the order dated 07.12.2020 (fake) 

was delivered to applicant on the same day after its preparation by the 

copying branch. Muhammad A.shraf, the examiner Copying Branch in 

his statement as PW-9, staled that the file alongwith application for 

provision of copies was brought by the accused otTicial accompanied 

by Khuram Shehzad Advocate. After preparation of copies by the 

copyist, lie compared it with the order on the file and it was found 

matching with the one available

A)!i r
-ft

on file, the signature of presiding 

officer and seal of court was available on it. Application/Sawalnama

(Ex.PVV-9/l) of one Arif Shehzad Advocate was duly allowed by the

Superintendent District and Sessions, Court on 16 12.2020, and the

advocate concerned presented the same to the accused official being

Vluharir of the court. At the relevant time file was not consigned to

record room rather remained in custody of the accused official being
'\

Muharir of the court. Being decided case, the accused official was 

required to have consigned the file instead of processing the same for 

provision of copies, so that file could be processed from the record 

room for copies. It can thus safely be inferred that the tile 

pLiiposely not consigned by the accused official so that he could 

himself process it for preparation of copies. It is also astonishing to 

note that on the one hand, the accused official has taken the plea that 

file was not consigned upon instructions of piesiding officer as he

iinf&^nded to make correction/(!h;:in(/e'; inOh<^ nrrip'r

was

r\n
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hand on 16.12.2020, accused official upon application processed the 

tile loi preparation of attested copies. Had any such instructions been
I

given to the accused official, he would have not processed the 

application or at least would have brought it into the Icnowledge of the 

presiding officer belbre taking the tile to the copying branch for 

preparation of the copy of order (fake). This aspect of the 

makes paradoxical the defence plea under discussion and reveals the 

inherent inconsistency in the stance of the accused official.

matters

11 16. The fde was consigned to record room on 21.12.2020, 

admitted position that at the time of consignment, the original order 

(Tx-PW-2/1) was part of the file while the fake order (Ex.PW-2/3) 

was not available on record. Tt is pertinent to mention here that 

initially while awarding penalty of dismissal from service to the 

accused official, the matter was also reported t:o the DPO Mansehra 

, tor criminal action who further forwarded it to Anti-Corruption 

Establishment, however the criminal proceedings could not reached to
'■ ■ ‘i

logical conclusion for the reasons that the original of the fake order 
>

, missing/not available, due to which the same could not be

Iand It IS

A

Aa rIs
..cl'5 60/

a

'lih

I

I
.verified through forensics. This fact is also reflected in the feet finding 

inquiry report dated 07/12/2022 (Ex.APW-1/1) conducted to trace out 

the original of the fake order. In the said fact Ending inquiry, the 

learned inquiry officer also fixed responsibility upon accused official 

and observed that the original of the fake order was replaced on file 

with original Order after obtaining its copies before consignment. All 

events leading to the foul play i.e. presentation of fake order, 

obtaining its copies by using official machinery and later-on 

misplacement of the fake order happened during the time when the 

tile remained in custody of the accused which feet also associates him 

charges levelled against him.
i, ' . ..-i
*■ -OutU.i,

I /
./!

U

s
'J»
h

fj

I f Oi-f .i m i
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The accused official liirther attempted to substantiate his plea in 

respect of nexus/contact of the presiding officer with representative of 

NHA and a colleague Civil Judge being interested in the case. 

Towards the proof of this plea the accused official produced Call Data 

Record as Ex.DW-3/3, notwithstanding many other legal flaws around 

the exhibited CDR, one major inlirmity in respect of it, in view of this 

forum, is that the same has not come from the direct custody of an 

authorized person, nor was any relevant witness produced to certify 

the genuineness of the CDR. As such, the CDR papers are discarded 

being inadmissible for the reason recorded above.

17.

I
i

Degree of probability of the stance of the department:

As is ascertainable from the discussion carried out in the above 

paragraphs, the department has outweighed the stance of the accused 

official through the evidence produced by the former. Simply put, 

version of the department has turned out far more probable than that 

of the accused official. For the determination of present controversy, it 

is however relevant to analyse the extent and degree of probability 

'attained by the version of the department. Such an analysis is also 

necessary because it is a settled position of law that awarding some 

Wind of relief to a successful party has to be commensurate with the 

/degree of probability of the stance of the successtlil party. When 

analysed clinically for the aforementioned purpose, other pieces of 

evidence of the department notwithstanding, it is the affidavit Ex.PW- 

1/13 which emerges impaclfui and instrumental in the proof of version 

of the department. Had it not been for the affidavit bx.PW-i/13 the 

stance/case of the department might have ended up like a pack of bare 

aflegations and speculations. If said affidavit as a piece of evidence is 

excluded from the evidence of the department, a prudent mind may 

not be inclined to give any credence to its version. Such status of 

>.rff probative value of the evidence makes the case of the department one 

f just fair and moderate probability. In simplest terms, it is observed

i
; 18.
Ia
I
w
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I
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that case of the depannient is proved to a degree ot probability wliicli 

is moderate and is lesser than any higher degree. As I am advancing 

towards recommendations part of instant inquiry it is just and fair to 

record here that weighing on extent of recommendations I have also 

taken into consideration the fact that by tendering aforementioned 

affidavit the accused official actually helped the department to prove 

its case. As such, accused official deserves some leniency.

RKCOMENAIOiNS
s

Keeping in view the above findings, the charges levelled against the 

accused official stands proved and he has been found guilty of 

misconduct as defined under Rule 2(1) of the Government Servants 

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011. However, for the reasons 

discussed in Para No. 17 above, it is recommended that he may be

19,

awarded penalty of withholding of promotion for a period of 3 

provided under Rule 4 kib-rule (l)(a)(ii)'of the Governmeni
It further.

I

years as
Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011. 
recommended that the accused official may also be kept under strict

I

observation during the period of penalty.i

1
3 Report is submitted for.further appropriate order, please

3
I

(SAJID AJVIjrN)
Civil Judge-Il/Inqu|ry Officer, 

Mansehn
i:

rF.RTlFICATE
Certified, that this inquiry report consists of (13) pages. Each and 

has been read over, corrected and sigKed^herever it wasi-
f every page8 3'ynecessary.

ADated: 26-07-2023
(SAJID \Mm)

Civil Judge-ll/lliquiiy Officer, 
Mansehra
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t •m mii■ I . r the inquiirllri M, ,f

the accused tat length and recording
\

j defense version,
> \ 1 ? t mt I; .1 ?officer submittedjhis report on r5.08.2023. ' " ri'‘

t ■ ■! I ! ' ■! :r - ^
" Before proceeding further withithe matter it was referred to ' K|ljlfc
Hon’ble Peshaw^ High Court, Peshawar for .guidance as to whether ‘ ilifel

11‘. ; I ‘j,;: - i i , '-^Sm
tiie matter! should bp proceeied aMcept; pending until the fmal

decision of ibid GPLA. The Hoii’b e'Peshawar High Couit, Peshawar* ' I : ;
vide letter # 4347/ADMN Dated 12.02.2023 responded that since

ir >

7.!
I

i:V • 'VPk .

i;
i!i \ 1 t; I

I *I/ ing! de-novo inquiry has not been
■ !il| ‘I

!order of KP, Service Tribunal direc r
f.t

f

suspended by the apex court ai ^uc i| there 

halt the inquiiy proceedings fqrjinVefmite 

further proceedings were initialed.

i

appears no justification to
j
period of time. Therefore,

!
ii I ii

t 1

The fmdings and recommendations of inquiry officer 
;■ '1 .1' pi' I I ' i ^ ■ i

reproduced!as uiider:-' ' ' ' ‘ '

**The cJtarse levelled against‘the accused/official stands
■: 1 1' j' I t I I * i

proved and^he'has been found guilty of mis-conduct as defined 

under Ruie\ 2 fl) of the Gover nment Servant. (Efficiency and
1 M s, j: . i r|i '
Discipline Rules\2011). However,\for\the reason discussed in para 
# 17 above lit is\recommended tliai lie may\be awarded penalty of

■ i'.l!, Y •' ^ p
withholding promotion for a period of Thyee^Years as provided

' ' ^ I' i • ' ■ ’
under Rule 4 sub-rule (1) (a) (II) \of thedbid Rules. It is further

■ • -i . i I i m' 1 U I I
recommended that the accused/official may also be kept under strict

1 : I <; i . ’ i: I ^ ^ ■
observation during the period ofpenalty”^

" ! ■ 1i i Ti, ti I 1^ ■;
Vide'-order! dated 15.09 2023, lit was observed that the

-■ V I I I ‘1!,! ' ■ !
inquiry was'conducted in accordance! with-the procedure prescribed

i'■ ■ ’1' ' 1 - I .h ' •
by the Rules! andithe Reused Ojfficial was afforded full oppoitunity of

hearmg. Thus by concurring. withthe above fmdings & 
i.,i I ' I ' 'W ■

recommendations'of :the learned inquiry officer, the chai-ge agamst 
iM ’• I i i ' Ji ■ I ’ •

accused/official was found prov.ed. Accordingly, ,he was served with 
! ■ ■ I t I ' ill ; :
the final .show ■ cause notice under , Rule 14. (4) of Khyber

, I . . ] . I ' i ■ ' I
Palditunlchwa (Efficiency and Discipline Rules, 2011), stating therein

! fl' |1 ^ ‘ I '
as'to why anyone or more of the penalties specified under Rule 4 of

I 1 i . ' j if] j ■ ‘ i ’
the said Rules should not be imposedmpoh him. The accused/official 

• f j; , I i-i!'!! . • ^
submitted his reply to the shov, :

'• I h j. !
.dutiful official, who had ne^■er 

inefficiency during his service.
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He was'given ample opportunity, during: personal hearing^ 
v,.!; i . I t;„,H,] r ' 1 ■ .

wherein, he• claimed^ that the affidavit :(Ex.PW-l/3) was obtained^
i .{. .^'1' ■ \\\,\] ' I: ; -^Tm
from him by ,the then learned Givil Judge-V, Mansehra through
' M ' I ‘ I I '■ I ' 'i M ' *■'
imdue influence. I He* further state f that [he; tendered the affidavit ' ' 
without his'iee consent and for t:e sike of honor of his court. He .

i!^\J' * !I! !f ‘ t. >
f ‘ II: !

; I •!/ ! iI

I; ,10.;
■ •

;
C( sI

1

(

■ :'i ^
r» ji

further addedi .that i statements of.; iP*;Ws of ' the affidavit ai-e
contradictop md ,the jorder dat td 0|7.!l'|.2020 (Ex PW 2/3, falce order) ,

is the real order'while the order (Bx PW 2/1, original order) is falce 
I’ I' I ! ■ ' !i|' ' , ‘

one prepared by the then learned (Civil Judge-V,; Mansehra and that
he underwent I fmancial crises & 'bore! mental agony due to his

I I'' j ' ' ' ■

fII
1

iI

1;
\
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appearances tefore different fcrumj since !his'dismissal and lastly put 
himself at the mercy of the court being'innocent.

^'1 I I

•11. After going through the entire record and talcing into
■ I'-, r ■’ 1 I ;|| i I’ i !
account all the'attending circumstances,! it is amply proved that the 

J.! ' ! ! I' , ' j i'* '
accused official has been guilty ol the aUe|ged misconduct. The very
affidavit tendered by him has reasonably ’ been proved during the

'III ! I ! ii! • ;
course of inquityl .particularly when ho malafide or ill-will on the part

h' '* ''^1 '•! • 1 • ' • i
of the witnesses;honcerned or the presiding officer concerned could ■ 

iil'''!
be established b^'thd accused 

of the said affidavit as a resul

I

J
i

1
i

r
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i
j

!• 1'
offi:ial, Thetmere’plea of submission 

of mdue[iiiluence or pressure of the
presiding offick is not enough for exoneration from the chai-ge. The

’ V ' t ' i 1 I
findings of;leamed inquiry officer' ar.e well reasoned, detailed and

:n: !l ! Ill ’ r,
based upon proper appreciation of-the facts and'the evidence

11 11 i"r ' ■record. It is* pertinent to men ion that the accused official has not
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denied-execution of the very affidavit even during the course of 
, I 'i • . . 1 > • ’ ,

personal hearmg and: in his reply to. the show cause, rather kept
, . I i ' i;' IM • I . ^

• ■ I ' 1 I 1 i. M Ireiterating the plea of its execution!,under intimidation and undue
i ! '
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proceedings. !
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■ • 1 1
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of misconduct is' established, yet a 
I :I1' J , ' i :

of the penalty so as to afford an
! i;' '

fo:: ref nmation and to mend his 

of withholding: promotion for a
!i [ ' i, I ■

period of two ye’^s, iW.e.f this ord6r,! m'accordance with Rule 4 (1)
.i * M• (^£^'(h) of the Khyber ‘Pal<htunldiwa Government Seiwants (Efficiency
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r, ' 1' i I Iways. Accqrdmgly, minor penalty

i: l’.'.
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r

if-':
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I
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I
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1official Bilaf

‘ li r, .
benefits of the official' shall be

’■ ■ ,.i I

Raza, Junior C erlc/Muharrir. The matter of bai 
, I • ! [,• I . 

alcen-up after decision of CPLA nS'E I
IJl;' I TH)"

I [

i,

i:• i1

534-P of 2022, august Supreme Court of Paldstan.’-f
The office is directed to initiate necessary correspondence in this 

respect and forward a copy of this ofddr! as'well as' the office order to 

follow to the^ 3ffijce of the Advocate; .General Khyber Palchtunldiwa 

tlirough propel phannel for infojmalion ^d'appropriate action.

I .<V :Li

1^1
I

)f.
0I

R
I Copy'of this order be forwarded to the Budget and

'[if I '* i ''
Accounts Assistant of this estal)lishnerit for necessary action. Copy 

be'placed on personal file/sej-yicc . record ,of the, official. File be 

handed.over tolthe Incharge Eaglisi cffic(^
,j consignment after completion of|due’prDce^

Announced ■ ' ' ' 1 -

13.
1

i 1I

\I

ifj
I
I r I(:

ie.cji^tody and its .=
i

*;
r

i *■
t II I

•- -v> b
129.11.2023I Zia-ur-Rehman 

District & Sessions Judge/ 
Competent Authority, Mansehra
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Ph: 0997-301848, 0997-304924
Fax: 0997301848
Email: sessionscourt mansehra®|yahooxomwfl«fflNoJ: i- . /D&SJ/(MA^ m
Dated: 2^ November, 2023 '

■■

a I'fc( /:
s2?

OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE 

MANSEHRA>.

it

4^^ !
' Court* I

II I

SI4

Office order I
1( ^11' ■! !I

Whereas, Mri Bilal Raza, Junior'clerk,’was;proceeded against and charge 

sheeted vide order bearing No. 15260-68 dated 15.09.2(122', on account of preparation of fake 

& fictitious court order dated:-07.12.2020, in suit Nol 176/01, titled” M/s Saghi Traders &
; ; I i • I ; ^

Contracting Vs Govt of Paldstan '& (Dthers”, putting fake signature of Qazi Muhammad
' ■ ! i "" j' ! 1 ■ I' iAdnan,,the then Civil Judge-V, Mansehra, affixing- sesl Ojf the Court on the above referred

■ 1 ' ' 1 i i I . •
forged and fictitious order and managing to get p epeu: id i its attested copy, and the inquiry
into the matter was directed by^ appointing Mr. Sajid Amin,jCivil Judge-II, Mansehra as

inquiry officer. _ ’ j |
i Whereas, theTnquiry officer'cor idu'cted, the inquiry in accordance

' ! -i ^ ' iwith procedure prescribed & thereby found j thi accused official guilty pf the
* ' i * ' i ^ *allegations ‘enumerated in .the Icharge sheeijanl recommended minor penalty of

v/ithholding promotion for a period of three years' under Rule-4(i)(a)(ii) of the Khyber
t'' ’ • ! • ‘I ; i

Palchtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency & Discip ihary) Rules; 2011.'
'I ' ! i 1 ^ i

Whereas, I being satisfied, that thelinqi|.iry'was conducted in accordance 

with the procedure prescribed and by affording fair cppbrturiity of defense to the accused 

official,- concurred with the fmdings'that the accus id is guilty of the charge of misconduct.
^ 1 i : i 1 ' ■

• Whereas, he was served with the 

of the’iliid Rules and also heard in'person.
! ' I ' 1 :

Whereas, reply to the above show
’ . i

ground nor he could satis^ during personal hearmg a 

and innocence.

:
iJ

■i
<!

\

PI
I
>

1 I'lf I4 >

i
5
*

. I4

I
fi

\
i4

/r •I
1-1(

;• -'I
show cause notice under Rule 14(4) i.

I

k-t • tI

1♦1 :ause notice does not reveal any new
i' i •)0ut his un-established persistent plea

i
1

I i

• tt
t l

t I

I :}I.\ ti Authority,' award & impose upon him ■!.

Now, therefore, I, as Competer
penalty of withholding of promotion !for a period of two y^rs yK.eX-.^thjs

, . .. .!.!!!, '
) order, in accordance with Rule-‘4(lX«^)(u) of the ibid Rules.-
’ -------- ' ■ •« * ' j .1 y

!
i;

minor ai <1f 1
! 'I

■ i
- -if !i

I Ii i i rl¥ I I Zia-ur-Rehman
- T 'lDistrict'& Sessions Judge, 

Mansehra

) i

I ’i
. I t I• i

I• \ I .
I iI: .1! X iNo. '8S5S-66/ Dated: November, 2023.

Copy forwarded for information to: j
1. ThelnquiiyOfficer/Giyir Judge-II, Manseluja. i
2. ‘ -The,Budget & Accounts', ^ssis^t, 1
3 ■ .Mr.‘'Bilal Raza, Junior Clerl^' AY I -SE^Tir^

1 llwmlnftr SfKs»onTcbiiTl fe

I
2

1I:
I

.1

I

1' .
f

- -4. .Office Record. ,t
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RUNTJTES OF MEETING 
► HE DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION

•V.NV COMMITTEE OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE 
DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE, MANSEHRA.

• Subject meeting was held in the chamber of District & Sessions

Judge, Mansehra on

meeting.

Rehman^^isti-x&f &, Ses^iqris^uiJge^ansehra.

■ ok
2. Syed Arif Shall, Amiti&a^Distnd]^& Se?!

1. Zia-UT

Chairman.
sions Judge, Abbottabad.

^^'^fPeshawar Hish Court, PeshawarNMember/j

3. ^Mr. Abdul Qayum Siddiqui, Additional District & Sessions Judge-VI, 
Mansehra.

-1 \
'Member/Nominee of District & Sessions Jud^e. Mansehra.

vO
. The meeting started in the name 'of Allah Almighty, 

k welcomed the participants.
The chair

The following posts were lying Vacant and to be filled by way ofj

pi-omotion.

S.No. • Post BPS Vacancies.

1. Assistant ' 16 01s

Senior Clerk.2. 14

ASSISTANT nBPS-161.

This post fell vacant due-to retirement ofMr. Mufeez-ur-Renman, 

Assistant (BPS-16). The committee was apprised that as per seniority list for 

the year 2021, one Sh^eel Akhtar, Senior Clerk was at the top of seniority 

list to be considered for promotion to the post of Assistant (BPS-16),

\

/.

1



2

However, as per record he was suspended vide order dated: 01.03.2022 by the 

competent authority and departmental proceedings are pending against him. 

In this regai'd„perusal of record comprising PERs aird service record of Senior 

Cleric namely Shakeel Alchtai- transpii'es that there is no adverse remarks 

against him and he was found fit for promotion. No doubt inquiry is pending 

against him however, in view of the dictums of the Superior Courts, it is 

observed tlrat pendency of departmental inquiry could not be considered to 

withhold promotion of an official. In tliis regard, wisdom is derived from the 

worthy judgments of the Hon’able Superior Court reported in 2003 PLC 

(CS) 1496 [Lahore], 2012 PLC (CS) 1043 [Lahore], 2016 PLC (CS) 

1099 [Lahore], 2009 PLC (CS) 40 [Lahore], 2007 PLC (CS) 716

PLC (CS) 2018 Peshawar Note 66. Therefore the 

committee unanimously recommends Mr. Shakeel Alchtar, Senior Clerk 

(BPS-14) to the post of Assistant (BPS-16) on promotion.

rs
•V..-

[Karachi] and

{ •A \
r4

• SENIOR CLEmC (BPS~141.. -e):5. rA

At the vei7 outset of the proceedings Superintendent put up' an 

application submitted by Mi'. Bilal Raza Ex-Junior Clerk for including his 

name in seniority list and to consider him for promotion as his name falls 

within the senior most junior clerks and further prayed that after his re­

instatement by the learned Kliyber Palditunlchwa Service tribunal on 

31.01.2022, he is eligible for promotion to-the post of Senior Clerk. The 

committee unanimously was of the fin-n view that till date attested copy of the 

judgment referred by the applicant has not been obtained nor produced before 

the competent authority for consideration, hence at the moment the applicant 

is not m seiwice nor in the. seniority list due to which could not be considered 

for promotion amongst the candidates in the list.

It is also obsei-ved that Mr. Tahh Mehmod Qurashi and Mi'. Shahzad 

Asghar (at serial No. 03 and 06 of seniority list respectively) had received 

adverse remailcs by theh reporting and countersigning officer for the year 

2021. In this regard they preferred depaitmental representation/appeals^^imd 

the same had been allowed by the competent authority. Thus t

i

T
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the coiumittee to be considered foiunanimously recommended by
/

promotion amongst the candidates in the seniority list.
informed that one post of Senior Clerk (BPS-14) is 

of Syed Abdul All Shah, Senior Clerk 

financial year, therefore the same post

The committee was

likely to be vacant due to retirement 
31.03.2022 in tlie same(BPS-14) on

also unanimously recommended to be considered for promotion amongst
total number of available posts for

■ was

the candidates in anticipation. Hence

consideration became 08.

The relevant record including seniority list, PERs and service record
considered and i!

Of the following senior most Junior Clerks (BPS-11) were
mended for promotion to the post of senior clerks (BPS-14) on the

. The officials at serial No. 01 to 07 were 

with immediate effect from the date of

-t.

recoin
basis of seniority cum fitness

r\ \
i.

CN'O •
recommended for promotion 
notification by competent authority, whereas the official at serial No. 08 

; unanimously recommended for promotion with effect from 01.04.2022 

account of retirement of Syed Abdul All Shah, Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

officials/junior clerks (BPS-11)

.NS
A-\ was

on were

tire committee for promotion to the post of
31.03.2022. The following

unanimously recommended by 

senior clerk (BPS-14).

on

Recommended for promotion to
the post____________ —
Senior Cleric (BPS-14)

^ Name and designation

Yasir Mehmood, Junior Clerk
fBPS-ll)   —
Muhammad Junaid, Junioi Clerk
(BPS-11)_______ ._____ ___ —
Tahir Mehmood Qurashi, Junior
Clerk tBPS-ll) ____
Rashid Ali, Junior Clerk
tBPS-Il)    —
Syed Tasaddaq Hussain Shah,
Junior Clerk (BPS-11)________

06 feiahzad Asghar, Junior Clerk
mPS-11)    ^
Zaheer Abbas, Junior Clerk
(BPS-ll)

08 Qaiser
Clerk(BPS-ll)

01
Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

02
Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

03
Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

04
Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

05
Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

I
.4Senior Clerk (BPS-14) •1107 i

Senior Clerk (BP^nr^VJuniorShahzad, . ■!■4

'■a?-•

•S



/
:

The meeting ended with a vote of thanlcs to and horn the Chair 

26^'' March, 2022.
/ \

•t

j

t!
■i

hiilj Qa^ljumyidcliquir ••i

Additional Distidct ^e-^essions Judge 
Abbottabad

/Nominee of PHC, Peshawar)

1Additional Dis^ # Sessions Judge-VI 
Mansbhra

(Member/Nominee of D&SJ)

.')
•

mo^,

(Zia-ur-Rehmari)
District & Sessions Judge 

Mansehra 
(Chairman)

t

Dated the Mansehra XS March, 2022.

Copy forwarded for information to:

The Registrar, Hon*able Peshawar Pligh Court, Peshay^r: 
2. Members of the Departmental Promotion Commit^.

• 3. Office copy.

I1.

(Zia-ur-Rehraah
District & Sessions Judge. 

, Mansehra(BPS-

7

V

t
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0997-301848, 0997-304924
}997301848

OFFRCEOFTHE il; sassIonscourt^mansehrajSyahoocom i
DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDoc^ -^'2S'^-7^ /D&SJ/(MA) 

Dated 2-g / /2022 ^ •■f'l •,•••;•
iMANSEHRA

£»C«rt9W«nM
il-

.... >'

OFFICE OROER.

Consequent upon recommendations of the Departmental Promotion Committee, 

made in its meeting held on 26.03,2022, the following officials fi-om serial No.Ol to 07 are 

promoted with immediate effect, whereas the official at serial No.08 is promoted with effect from 

01.04.2022, as Senior Clerks (BPS-14), on the term and condition as giveu below:-

1. Mr. Yasir Mehmood s/o Abdul Shakoor, Junior Clerk/Reader to the Court of 
Senior Civil Judge (Admn:), Mansehra.

2. Mr. Muliammad Junaid s/o Ghulam Mustafa, Junior Clerk/Reader to the ■ 
Court of Civil Judge-Xl, Mansehj-a.

3. Mr. Tahir Mehmood Qureshi s/o Shafique-ur-RcIiman, Junior Clerk/Typist 
to the Court of Civil Judge-XlII, Mansehra.

4. Mr. Rashid Ali s/o Abdul JQialiq, Junior Clerk/Typist to the Civil Judge-XI, 
Manselua.

5. Syed Tasaddaq Hussain Shah s/o Syed Abbas Ali Shah, Junior 
Clerk/Moharrir to tlie Court of Civil Judge-I/Judicial Magistiate-1, Mansehi'a.

6. Mr. Shahzad Asghnr s/o Ali Asghar, Junior Clerk/Mohairir to the Court of 
Senior Civil Judge (Judicial), Mansehra.

7. Mr. Zahecr Abbas s/o Muhammad Nazir, Junior Clerk/Moharrir to the Court 
of Additional Distinct & Sessions Judge-U, Mansehi-a.

8. Mr. Qaiser Shalizad s/o Meluboo'fe Alam, Junior Cleric/Typist to the Court of 
Civil Judge-XII, Mansehra.

f TERMS AN]) CONDirrONS.

The promotion shall be governed by the prevailing Service Rules prescribed by 
the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants 
(Appointment, Promotion and Transfer) Rules, 1989, and instructions of the 
august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar issued from time to time.

The officials shall be on probation for a petietTofone/year, extendable to 
another year.
Their inter-se seniority shall remain intact.^\^

/

u i)

(Zia-ur-Rehman)
District & Sessions Judge 
Mansehra

Dated Mansehra the March, 2021.No. S2.5'<9-72-/
Copy fonvnrcled for information to:

1. • The Registrar, august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
2. The Members of Departmental Promotion Committee.
3. The Senior Civil Judge (Administration), Mansehra.
4. The District Accounts Officer, Mansehia for necessary action.
5. The Budget & Account Assistant/Civil Na2di- to the court of^etGor Ciyil Judge, Mansehra

for compliance. .
6. The newly promoted officials (by name) for compliance.
7. Office copy. li

District & Sessions fudge

k *



MINUTES OF MEEXmC OF THE DEPARTMENTAL PROMOTION 
:: committee'0!F the ESTAbiliSHMENT OF THE

1

;iI I I I I I •

DISTRICT XnD sessions JUDGE, MANSEHRA.I

Ii I I II
I l

• I
I1 II

was held in the chamber' of District & Sessions
' 1

^ ^ i -'l ■ <
.12.2022 at 9:00 AM. iThe following attended, the

Subject meetingI

■ >
t

I

i!
i J ‘

Judge, Mansehia on 1CV

1 II11 p f i,*
. I t<meeting.

i\J AI I I !•i
I- Ii( ; I I

P:i I

I udge, Mansehfa.l.i Zia-ur-Rehnian' Distidct & Sessions i
) * . *-is-, •' ’I : Ii-

I !■ Chairman.VI II
I I I.

J *
2.: Syed Arif Shah, Additional Distric

ii , H I *

& Sessions Judge; Abbottabad.
' IP -i: i 1

i
! r ' -.

Hoh’ble Peshawar Hish Court. 'Member/Nominee' of
i

■ ^ II i;I • Peshawar II I• , ;A ( ; i
I

si .Mr.' Wajid Ali^Additional District & Sessions Judge-IV, Mansehra.
t:

I I< 11'

:■ Member/Nominee of District & Sessions Judse, Mansehra..I I
i

I I III *Ii I1 I

iI I* i I

A1 all Almighty. The chairThe meeting'!started in the
' . ' i

welcbmed'tlie participjants. j !
•i '' 1 i* ' ' IJ The following-posts were lying; Vacant and to be filled ;by way of
s' . • . ' . . i I !promotion. ;

ofname}*(
iJ

tI
I 'I

I
I

I

I
; . I ;\ 1

II
I

I'1 II
I '

I> I

Tj I-rI . I ( IBPS Vacancies.s: No. I. post. I
I ■’i (J I 1pI

XSt I i' ’ ISenior Scale
II: -i 16'' 01» 1.I J(

.P i

I !( iStenpgrapher . I ;! [W i\ 1

1 f\ Senior Clerk
h ' I 

: ii - •

' • 14 05U. II1

1I , t I
1

I

I il I 1
Junior; Cleric 023. 1(I i

I \} \ Ir II ■ II • i1

RecordiLifter
H • • \ti i . 04i 4 01I!I

I'I
■i 1 •;, ! 'r1I

■
J .!t >i i; I

1 •
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I ,(• \

Senior Scale Stenographer!n3Tjs-16'i. f T
i

. ■;

i;: i
• I’t rI 1 :•: } t'

ji\ ; S'I' •» *1 t:I'One promotionjpostljof Senior scalei stenbgrajpher, (BPS-16), will be : 

falling vacant, on 31.03 20:!2 as Mr. Tulail, Ser;ior|scale s ;enographer (BPS- ' 
116) ^^ll be.superannujitinfe!(jn jo.03.2022, ^| jpi4^i^tly one post of Senior j 

'scale|stenpgrapher of ini;ial yeciinitment is ly :ig;vacEntias Itlr. Jameel Ahpied : 
(Senior scale .stenographer) joJed Service at^on^ble Peshawar'High Court. 

The promotion case lje ng jfalling in siirie financial I year is talcen in first

Instance due to the m;^tmt |]pPC and recruit-isnt post shall-be filled i-
^ futuii Tho cqnmittee' w .i pprised that; u pc rj si Lio: ity■ list for the year 2021, 

^ J one '^aheed Ahmed, Juni.pij 'scale stenographer :^as! it the 1 op of seniority list

-- '^'?'=®ip°n=ideredforproMp(ionpthepostof^or,,schlestenographer(BPS- 

16). In this r^ard, perusal (of record

I ■ t
I !• I-

I

I.

I

I

. I

ii m nearI(
I

!|
I

AIi' i! -.S:-
'I

1
i i.hg| I?ERs 'an(i: service record of '

; ;ahove namep junior 'pcale|jsten'ographer rar sp) res that there is no adverse i

' ■ ^ ass’esimerit of:.
s,iort|hand'and typin^isKil s he was urderi-one to Short Hand and Typing !

lability tesf and his performance was fpurd' saiisfhcloiy.; Thereafter, Hhe 

Ypmipittee'unanimouslyi:re|commends Sir! wlheed jAhijned, junior Sbale ^ 
Y^enographer (BPS-)4)|;for ipromotion itp.;-trie ^liost of Senior Scale;,

stenographer (BPS-16), witA immediate effect '■
• ■ 'J

’ ' ‘ !'Note: Though if;

I comI *1 I tI *
■ 'VI

)!

:
\ ^ I

;;
• ii Is .

I
i

1
1I I

1

It • I.. I II
I

if is not relevant but Mr.f^ridul jfakeem (serial No. '4 ’ 
on the seniority list) is in the order o^pieril frrim Mr. Ishtiaq Ahmad 

^ • (serial No.3) but mentipii^d afj serial No.4, hciwevef it might be due to the

\ , date jpf assumption of tjip eharge. The comjnitte^|recoilimended that this 

■ \ ^ i ipup;needs to be takpn |C|are of,while cii'culatin i fresh Ser iority list. '''

. i i, ' ri :|'h ' ' ■
' SENIOR CLERIC rRAs-f4V

\
‘ t

I
I r

. I

; iK
•I

!■

1 II1 •>I ■
I: •

!' t; :i! :1• f*• ' » • s! IJ

The committee (f . :
discussed application 

! !■ i ' ■ j ‘

■iClerk,’ had he

rof Mr. IBilal Raza who would be
• i '■ ' '

, t _ . I ■ ‘ I
beeni included in the seniority! list.'.

■ 'I..I I I '■ .
horn service-on 10.p2.2021, however '

!i 1 • ■ ;>iU t: }I'!;;•
x1 • • ' ■ ' •tlie semor most Junior

I i ; ^
i .»i

; According fo the record
’ !; ■ I ' ' . T , ,

; vide order dated 15.0'9!2022 ‘i

i 11'

!
t•-
I

’j le y/as dismissecI

1

i • r

. m he light of verdict of ia> Service Tribunal dated'
1;- i 'plli f.V I i A' . c , :

Ii ! !I

I-'1
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'!•• 1 'i: r ■ I ?t1 4i I
1r' 1

},I iII !■ I'i' I, ! !i t

3 : <I
I' >

I Ii. !. [• t : 'I '■ !; t ii , I
•t;I

• .regarding his conditional
_................................ ... ^ :\!|! t'{‘,
■ implementation (reinstatement); he was rems ated subject to decision of CPLA

’'i! ' .'I L I : I
Supreme Court of Pailcistan. In his '

(r I;:
31.01.2022 read with'execution petition No
: :i. S i; 1

I

I

i i * [>
r"

, In
Jiii

*t I

1I

■ No. 534-P of 2022 pending: before the acgus :
‘ [ i . i i i ■ i: : I , i . I
I application dated 0l!l 1.2022 he prayed for^ his consideration for promotion
M i ■ ;!'fl A i
I being the senior most junior clerk on the roll, !, > i

i'
f ti’ii t k ' r»I ' ll

I

t

J
I ^ 'I 1:• II II i , Ii

i committee; thoroughly disc issec'{;tie>:issue and reached to the
V ^ ’ ■ [‘iImIi I ' ! . ■ 1

^ i conclusion that although.pendency of disciph ia^ proceedings, despite
■ * * ■ '*{! ’!-■' . i ' i*’' i [

for deferment according to para V (A) Qi) c;'the promotion'policy 2009,'is no
‘ ' i I

!I i >.1Jr
I ) IIt

I

a ground
I

i i’ :t I..{. i k

more an impediment iri he ^way. of promotion 
i ' ' ' I '

^ of woi-thy Superior ^ouhs| as already discussell. md'felied
ligi^t of pumerous judgments 

ujDoh' hy the then

"d•I

i‘i; 1'nI •I I
(‘i 1

{,

■ r . ’ ■ -u-iji- ' ■ i-'ii ; i
^ / departmental promotion cdrnmittee in its last nieeting dated 26 03 2022 
\ I I • ■ ’-'M! f, c >

i'f\■i| k
t
I

i

••i !!il ' . ! , In'- ■ r -
However, considering the pre-req^uisi es for consideration for promotion 

!.■ I ■ I i 'Hi! M ' I
|jpf a'jCandida^ the cbWittee imanimomly Cf cick tiat the'&pplic'aht BilalRaza 

. j Junior Clerk’does not* qu^i y the criteria for ji romotion on two grounds.

■ Firefly, .the seniority |lis'f|re levMt for the liuni'ose is^ :hat ofjtlie year 2021 which 

!' k'v'Y initiallylin the'January this yeai- kd.b)i th'en-he .wdsndt in-service,

^ *'so his name has not beenmcluded in the 'senic rity list

, : f'. : 1^1:1
Secondly; the requisite PEj^ACR for the year 2G21

iiis dismissal and hdii
') ■ I ,

^ recommended to defer 'his
:i - I i;| :[ ,j

. ) \ \.i )i
promotion committee meeting.

f tr
I

I
t

■I . it !

I

i;

r

t

< i{I 4
^ i

is; not available because ofI 1 I ••'I t
I IHi ' 't I!I !is yet!to earh PER, therefore ithe committee'uhanimouslV

' ' i I ) iij ill’ ‘ \ ■
case for co isideration in the‘next departmental 

I ■' ’i' I * r • » ' 5
, i i ( 'i, f.

i
I

(
!i
I I

I
I

! I i •! :'!■I
1 I

^ ■1 I ^ •I ii

il Five post of Senior Clerk (BPS- 
i| "I' ij: ! 'I

:be filled by promotion from amonest
' n = - ■ m--'

‘*J ■ I ^ 1 j

) newly been creatbd and are to
|! i l; , ■ I 

I :lfi! i i; I
he holders, of,the post oPJunioriClerk

1 1 .it" !■. I . ,i
objection was filed. It was

i

I( ! iI
I

1t 1

d,I I]I

'(BP,S-11). The seniority, lik
i i : ■ ;’i:
I ,1 . - • v' .'(} i'

'observed,that the candid'atelat serial # 4
j '■ ’ * ? :.i ■
i ‘ I

!
. i IiJ was circula ed bu no1 t

. I !•I I t I . !I. /I I r
i :I ;f *1ii

Muhammad Shabir and serial '# ;5' Abii

.N -k A 7
r

i

I .J
;; i J I

ll fI'lI
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i' (i
■ .'r7 ' /

I :I !i I
I I II , I4 I I1I

I 14I
I - (I I {11 I f I I I II'I;•f 'I 1I t

j'i I.1I !•ri:;?.
K

Doiiited'on 17.10.1951}.'j 8 'and 22.09.1993 respectively, 
I ■ I ■ ■ ■ '

I. i' ■ '■ Iludiciary iMansehxa in the year
. U

•I iacediat'the bottom of the then

Hussain were initially ap
I .* j I i' I .

however, they were appointed m the Dis

iI i
tI

1»
i

net I
J i !I * i1* :I 1 it I, • t' I2008 by the way of transfen |and they were p

• I i<
seniority list.

t r
«I<I I1 i

.1! j ,
■ 1j »J ; I

I i.

■ ; . >1 : ‘ i r ' 'It IS pertinent to'men ion that minor penalt
pi y'was aw^ded to Mr. Abid.

I •: 1.I!! 1» IIHussain (candidate at serial # jl), however, according to para^aph U Vin (B) of
! . / I !!.:■ ' : .\
'in. . ' ' .1 , ■promotion'policy 2009,^award of minor penal^ is no ground for withholding

! ;| I ' -‘i I’ ’l! '! 1 ' I. ! '
' 1 ' ll .promotion.

1. * I I ;IV

A
! \ft

:!= Ii 1f. I *

II I
■ I . <

I1 1
■{ • I • ■ I 1 ■
jThe relevant record including seniority, list,.,PERs and service record
t I ‘ ^ , ,' •* I I ” I

<
I

I ( i

• rJ I Ii . i- I:
were considered.'Keeping inof the five-senior most Junior Clerks (BPS:

' ' - i !'view the nature of the'jo,b; particularly ro e of iliT; 

being'basic criteria was' also assessed. TKe co

)i iA
IIt I II. t 1

I; and CFMIS etc typing ability\
iti t\

4

nrhitteejon the basis of seniority
• II Ij II -i'!.I

I!1 j i

’ cum fitness, by talcing into account seiwice record & PERs, unanimously
\ I - i 1;• I i . 'll '!-'!■I i' : t j ] I i ' "j. i ' . . . . , ,
j recommended the top five,candidates for appointment^ with the, further condition ■

c

1.1 <
1I 1I t'- I (

that the promotees be bound; down to improve their oq^ing sldlls and to acquire
: 1 ' I li Itli i ! ., , ■minimum IT proficiency’during their probation'period,* so as to ensure 'effective
. " '■ ii:|’■! 1 " ■

implementation of CFlVnS.' i' ! j-’ | : ' ■ '

t
i

[! 11
I t

II. !! ix 1A I ‘I I I ;The'officials at'serial No. 01 to 05 were reconimerided fbr’prdmo’tionI

!■ .Î ' w^
I

I.IitbHmmediate effect fromThe date of notification by competent authority.
' :! • T ; ' ■

I
I

■, I ( I(, I.II I ! I
I.

i
I

•I I

!i Name and designation Recommended for promotion to
th^pWi''

S.#;
r; !•I'' 1

I . I
t:

!Abid Hussain-I,’| HunijDr Cler 
(BPS-il) '

Senior Clerk (BPS-14)
' I "li ' ‘I' I :

01 !•I
1 t»•

t

1Shafqat Ali, Junior Clerk (BPS
"!-T. I

Senior Clerk (BPS-14)i02,!
i

11) I.
i I!
: 03'5 Muhammad '^Masbod' Junior Senior,Clerk (BPS-14)Hr I! : ,1'’ 1 ^ I i '

I I
’I



I -} I 11I'-F 3' r•-IT-'rumt > 1 i ■.
Jt'l, iT /51'^ I\ .

1I ! 5; '* 'I<!
I1 < ■I 1»■ r !■n 1 '■

S^f Clerk'.(BPS-14) .' Junior; Muhammad Shabtir
Clerk
(BPS-11)_______
Abid Hussain-Il! Junior Clerk
(BPS-11)

1 W- 04I ) I
M''■ f(I 1:'1I ' 1

>•
■ ( Senior; Clerk (BPS-14).k 05[ I

1 HI

..liI. ;i
I ■

I I *
!,1 ‘(

tttivtot; CT.F,BKrBPS-ll)- !
I

il >I I
I It

I

19^ promotion Posts of Junior 

■against' 17 positions were filled

As per worldng papers, there
• ^ • n: . i

are
j I

eierks(BPS-ll) @ 30% ■promotion quo ;a asI

to be filled through instance DPC 'As per common seniority list of
! ! i ■ ‘ 1 ! 1 ' 1 '

Daftris &'Record Lifer, ■ Record lifle:: namely Anijid Hussam possesses
. '' ' - ■ ' ■ i ! .
Secondai7 School Certificate and none of the.two daftris have matriculation

for promotion. The

Examination in the

I

and 02 are
t
i

It {
t

i

i\ i<
OQ epnsidereddegree, therefore, only Record lifter co i. d^jI

AI
I

!• iiI ,1
I

- only' eligible official’Ainjid Hussain possespd his SSC
lull ! • 1 . I .

J -AI ■

annual session 2020 iid^ entry in service record has' ^duly been made. He jomed 
. i '■ i ■ ' r,' .1

’^rvice in the year 200.jl,' therefore takingiinto, account the j prescribed length of

in the light of PER for the last two' years 2020
( ! :i ' i

!
I

I 1I
' i 'service, and seniority cum: ^

. i md'2021, the committM-unanimously recommended him for promotion. By
I ' . , 1 1 ' ' i ' ■ •

account job desbriptionAT profic bncy the committee recommended
' I I . . * * I

official be bound- down to acquire minimuri IT proficiency ahd typing
' ; I ; I i i

I

itnessr
I

..«

I!t I
'talcing into 

A • that i the

I 7 t

tI ■; skills during period of proljktion. So far as thelsscond slot, jhe commbn seniority 

’list of the post of Chowlcidai'- Mali, Sweeper 'and Naib .Qasid was taken up,
I

I

!
■Ilt, !

been maihtained having due regard to the latest- dire'ctionb of the
.lid' ' hi’:

' Ho'fi’ble Peshawar High! Court Peshawar dateddd:03;2022 so far as the anomaly
i " ' !, if ; I .u! ■ '■
pertaining to the effect o^f acquisition of SSC is.cpncemed.

Ml-. Sadaqat A joined service dn 25:03.2005 and is matriculate

into account the prescribed

i which has ‘
t

I

I

i

I
1 III I

I
I ,tak.ing'having obtained SSC in'the year 201S. By 

;! , . ! ; t■ i r
II i;I

■ 1
I

I
I

i I'
I.i 11 • I< i II I} II

K
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■ Email: sessionscourtj mansehra@vahbo.com •

, '.Dated:, 12 './ 12 /2022‘: '/■' ■' '■
* * ••4 '

II 'OF
i.*'«.

fiO<;•' ■ ■ j ^ •4^ •.11 I . I

tel iWj'l V i SIONjS aXIDGEl I I .
^ • = - H'h;

5^,
HR'1 I'' I•! I- • >il 1- II1t «

■ ■ !!

;■ t:, u\ 4.^ /..I l4l • •M««4•I >
!t •.? T • *

■ »■« f t
I :

i t I4t
IN'>|U|' OFFICE ORDER ‘ ■ill

I
■ t' 1 r ; It I

•til' i .

ponsequentj jipt n the recommendation !of| Departmental Promotion Committee, 
niade in its rheetingjheld'6n.::ap;12.2022, the follojving J[unior Clerks (BPS-ll):are'promoted 
against the vacant p6sts| bf j ijs^nior Clerks (BPS-14) with immediate effect, on 'the tenns and 
conditions noted |as b61ow;- ■ '

) I

I
I

It
iI

t
ii< tt ( !I; II

1.1 Mr. AbidI Hussam-I s/o Muhammad Anwar , Junior Clerk/Muharrir to the 
; Court of Additional District & Sessions Judge, Balakot.

' I 1 ■ ' i
i I ' " '

Mr. Shafqat s/q Muhammad .younisj Junior Clerk/Muliarrir to the CouiJ; of 
Additional .District & Sessions Judge-1,1 Mansehra.

' ! ! I
, il i "I ■ ; ' !

3. Mr. Muhammad; Masood s/o Gulam Mustafa, Junior Clerk/MuJiarrir to thc
Couii;pfAdditipnal District & Sessions Judge-.VI, Mansehra. ! ' , '

' i I .t ! • '

4. Mr. Muhammadi Shabbir s/p Yar Muhammad KJian, Junior Clerk/Muharrir 
i to the Court of! Adc itional District & Sessions Judge-Ill, Mansehra. j

' ' i . < j
5. Mr, Abid :Hussain-II s/o Najab IChan, Junior Clerk/Moharrir to the Court of

Judicial Magistrate-II, Mansehra. ' ' '
: : i I il

TERMS'AND CONDITIONS.

i) The;promotijqn shall be governed by he prevailing Service Rules prescribed by 
the .Government of Khyber Pakliturikhwa and august Peshaw^iHigh Court, 
Peshawar and amended from time to 'time.
The, officials'shall be on probation fqr a period of one year initially and if,their
performance Ifom d not satisfactory, the probation period may be extended for
further one year' I '

i 1' • ■The confirmation of the officials !shall be subject to acquisition of minimum IT 
proficiency ^d improvehient in their typingj^jUar'--'^ ^ ^ '
They shall continue their duties bn thteexl^ng posts, tdfflirther orders., 

v) They shall be j entitled to revisedjpay fixation aria such lailowances as 
accordingly admissible. ^ ’ /

t
I : 1I

I

2.'
\
\
I

!1

' !|

I I

I I

tI .1 i I1

■i

ii)
I I
I
.11IJ

I

iii)
i

iv)
I!

I
I

I

(Zia-ur-Rehman)
District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehra.

; I
4 t

II

No. -IH /D&SJCMAI Dated: H /December/2022.
I 'Hi . 1 'Conv forwarded for information to:

t
I iThe Registrar, .Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.! •

2. The Members of Departmental Promotion Committee.
3. The District Accounts Officer, Mansehia for necessary action.
4. The Budget &;AccountjAssistant/Civil Nazjr tojtlie court opSenioi Civil Jud

for compliance. . 1 i ! « f

1.
I

t

, Mansehra
I
I

ficia s (by name) for compliance.5. The newly promoted o
6. Office copy. ( (

I i( I .
I

District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehra.( I

I



. Ph; 0997-301848, 0997-304924 •
: Fax: 0997301848OFFFICF OF TI-IE Email: sessionscourt mansehia@.vahoo.com i- i*;OISTRJCT & SESSIONS JUDGE n,/D&.SJ/(MA)■ No. 3039 - 55

MANSEHRA
m'.iDated; 06 / 02 /2023,

• »•» .^<1

To
All the Judicial Officers, 
District Mansehra

FINAL SENIORITY LIST FOR THE YEAR 2022/-Subject:

Enclosed find herewith final seniority list prepared after disposal of 

objecrions, of the- officials of this establishment, for the year 2022 and final 

cniority lis'fof Class-IV employees, of both the establishments, i.e. 

DisnicL & Sessions Judge and Senior Civil judge(Admn) maintained foj' the 

purpose of Promotion to the post(s) of Daftri and Record Lifter for information 

and communication to all the staff members posted in your respectlv'e'emirts.

ccommon o

(Zia-ur-Re tman)
District & Sessions Judge, 

Mansehra.

End: As above.

OC__^ February, 2023./ Dated Mansehra the_

C()DY forwarded for information to:

1, The Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Mansehra.
2. The Director, Fluman Resource & Welfare, Secretariat of

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. k

No.

rricfJu^cimb',

District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehra.
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■ SFISIORTTY UST OF THE ESTABLISHIVLENT.OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE 

,MANSEHRA for the year 2022.FiNA;
I ;

Remarlts.Date of F*
cut 17 in 
District 
Judiciary on 
regular 
basis

Date of
appointment 
in present 
position
(BPS- )

Date of
Birth

Academic
QualiHcation

SR. Nmii ■ of Official 
I'Jo. "/

I
I!

!

SUPERINTENDENT (BPS-17)
20.03.1970 I 01.09.19^ 03.12.2004

M.A, LLB
ASSISTANT/READER/CEERIC of court (BPS-16)

0T09T982 20.05.20Tl

Asif vlussain Shah..1.

20.05.2011Bed.bLB.
M. Sc

J\iu\.na Sl»alizad.1.
20.05.201120.05.201103.05.1986M.AAbdul Rashced.

Fn'\''-.'az Afzal._____
Sho\dca( Ramzan. • 
M111 ,-animad Hanif. 
fvlu'lammnd Aya?.,. 
^1,^.I Yousaf Shah. 
li lil-'uar Ali Slvah. 
Shakccl Akhtar.

2. 20.03.201023.10.199308.06.1971M.A3. 16.06.2015
18.10.2016,

08.12.1984
02.02.1983

02.04.1965
01.01.1964

M.atric
Matric

4.
5. 19.08.2017

03.11.2013
10.10.2020
28.03.2022

23.06.1988
23.06.1988
23.06.1988
20.02.1992

20.03.1964
02.03.1969
16.12.1966
15.02.1974

B.A6.
M.A -
D.Com
Matric

7.
3.
9.

BUDGET & ACCOUNT ASSISTANT (BPS-16)
^ ** _ _

03 03.1981 1 01.10.2003 26.05.2013B.Com. LLBSh'. rn?. Aiimad.1
SENIOR CT.ERSnREADERS (BPS-14)

01.09.200302.02.199504.02.1969F.ABailiti-.u- Ahmed. 
Muhammad Jamil. 
Lliurram Shahzad. 
i’/l 11 ham mad Amir. 
Muhammad Ayub. 
Baidar Khan.______ _
Iviuliammad Ashraf-U.

]. 02/09/200319.11.199503.03.1975F.A2, 02.09.2003
19.08.2017

19.11.1995
20.11.1995

10.04.1976
07.04.1970

B.A.3.
Matric4. 30.03.2011 •

30.03.2011
30.03.2011

18.12.1990
13.03.1998
20.09.1995

20.04.1967
07.01.1972
14.03.1971

Matric
5.

B.A Coi'i'cction innde in 
(lie liglU ot 
JudgiMciils of Sci'vicc 
Tribunal f'd CP LA

6.
B.A

30.03.2011
30.03.2011

04.10.2001
04.10.2001

20.04.1977
02.01.1980

M'atric
Matric

Av:iz Kiian.______
jMu 1 (ammad Sakil.f'p'tH

Ki\ [To
30.03.201104.10.200102.02.1978DAENn:iir Mchmood.

Muhammad Qaiser. 
M'lhauiiand Sharique.

30.03.2011
30.03.2011

08.02.2002
01.10.2003

18.01.1979
11.02.1979

Matric11.
F.A 30.03.201112 01.10.200306.01..1980

11.04.1966
06.04.1974

BAAbdiii Baseer13 16.06.2015
18.10.2016

09.10.1998
24.04.2000

B.A7-.\i-ici .javed.________
a mean Jcliangari. 

h'l jbashir Hussain.
Z' caib tqbai.______

Ip ivi .ibaialc Hussain.
■.’l';-. Gaiser.________

.1-!.
Matric

17/03/2018 ^
03.11.2018

15, I 23.Q1.1999
17.02.2001

25.05.1978
06.03.1980

F.A16.
M.A 03.11.201817. 26.05.199903.03.1978F.A 19.02.2019

19.02.2019
01.10.2003
01.10.2003

13.05.1977
30.03.1978 -

D.Com
M.A 10.10.2020\20. Oi.10.200302.05.1981i —^

21. I Hlildmr._______
r:ilcliar-c-Alam.

B.Coin, LLB
ITSc 06.03.2021 ,01.10.200315.01.1975

22. 28.03.202201.10.200320.04.1979M.A, LLBYnsir Mciimood. 28.03.2022
28.03.2022
28.03.2022
28.03.2022
28.03.2022

23 01.10.2003
01.10.2003
01.10.2003
01.10.2003
01.10.2003

01.08.1979
08.02.1979
19.04.1979
02.02.1976
12.03.1976

B.AdvlLihainmad Junaid.
r:iliir Mcliiuood Qm eshi.

24
M.A, LLB 
MA,DIT25

Rashid Ali.__________
;;.Tasa(ldnii Hussain Shall-
Th^r/.ad AsKhar. _
Zaliecr Abbas.^
Oaiscr Shahzad.

26
F.A27
D.Com 28.03.202228 01.10.200310.03.1983

29.12.1980
F.A 23.03.2022

n n 'jn'fi.
29 01.10.2003D.Com■HI in ir»no



p

! JUNIOR CLERICS (BPS-ll)

01.10.200301.10.2003Bil^l Raza 28-09.1982D.Cnm1. i30.03.201114.12.200110.04.1983MntiicMuliamniiul Rizavan.2.
30.03.201108.12.198821.01.1967MatricMuhammad Akram. 

Kluirsheed Amvar.
Naveed Iqbal.______
Muhammad Naeem.

3.
30.03.201113.12.199501.12.1971Matric4.
30.03.20111: 14.04.199620.12.1974Matric5.
30.03.201111.07.199819.02.1979Matric6.
30.03.201108.10.200108.10.1976

01.01.1976
MatricJamil Ahmad.7.

30.03.201109.10.2001MatricShaliab-ud-Din. 
Qari Noor Reliman. 
Muhammad Niaz^

8.
Ij' 30.03.201109.02.2004

01.10.2003
01.01.1971Matric9. 30.03.201113.04.1973 ___IMatric10.

30.03.201101.10.200331.10.1978MatricZalieer-ud-Din.11. 30.03.2011
18.05.2011
18.05.2011

01.10.200305.04.1970
11.05.1987
25.03.1991

MatricAll rangzeb.12.
18.05.2011B.AMuhammad Danvaish13.
18.05.2011B.ComSohail Kluirsheed. 

Waqas Ahmad.
14. 18.05.201118.05.201102.02.1991D.Com15. 18.05.201127.10.1989 18.05.2011.F.AAli Saleem.16. 18.05.201118.05.201108.02.1984

28.04.1979
B.ComMuhammad Ansar. 

Muhammad Shakii'.
Muhammad Rasliid.

17. 14.01.201308.10.2001Matric18, 14.01.2013
14.01.2013
14.01.2013
14.01.2013

i6.01.200201.04.1972F.A19.
01.10.200315.10.1975

04.04.1983
26.10.1978

MatricNavY^i' Khalil.20.
01.10.2003MatricMuhammad AsiT."21.
09.02.2004MatricAmjid Ali.22. 17.03.2018

30.04.2018
04.12.200410.01.1980

05.12.1973
MatricRab Nawaz.23.

20.11.1995F.AGhulam Nabi.24.
30.04.2013
09.01.2019

13.01.1979 09.02.2004
28.04.1994 09.01.2019

MatricMuhammad Fayyaz. 
Marriiim Qureshi.

25.
B. Sc26. 07.01.201907.01.201901.03.1990

14.04.1989
M.ARaeesa Bibi27. 09.04.2019

09.04.2019
07.06.2013M.ComMuhammad Imran28.
09.04.201916.07.1993BCS (Hons)Assad Iqbal29. 13.04.201913.04.201907.04.1993B.AAttiq-iir-Rehman30. 09.04.2019

26.02.2022
09.04.201916.03.1996M.Com (DIT)Riasat.31.
26.02.202223.04.1995MAInitinan IVlalili Mujaliicl32.

30.06.202230.06.202205.03.1995BBAUmar Khalid. 
Liaqat-u r-Rehman. 
Muhammad Shakeel. 
Tasneem Ahmad. 
Muhammad Zakir.

33.
30.06.202228.04.1995 18.09.2017IVl.Com34.
30.06.202230.06.202231.12.1992MS35.
30.06.202230.06.202205.12.1997BS36.
30.06.2022 .30.06.202218.09.1998BS37.
30.06.202230.06.202213.09.1991B.comBilal Ahmad.38.
30.06.202230.06.202228.03.1990MSCRizavan 3Vali.

Syed Umair Ali Shah.
Usama Tariq^_______
Noman Asghar.

39.
30.06.202204.10.201722.021992M.Com40.
30.06.202230.06.202224.07.1997HSSC4.[
30.06.202230.06.202215.10.1994BSCS42.
30.06.202230.06.202216.01.1999BSMuhammad Ejaz. 

Sluijah Ali Shah.
Miiliammad Nazakat Khan

43.
30.06.202230.06.202222.02.2000B.Com44
24.09.2Q22

12.1M.022

24.09.202220.11.1990MS
nui dc09.02.200415.10.1982

23.08.1986
MatricAmiid Hussain 725.03.2005Matric y\Saclaqat Ali

District & SesrBons Judge 
Mansehra



^ . ... . ^ Ph: 0997.30TO8,0997-304924
QFFFI?.E;O.BT;yi:^-.. Fax: 0997301848

ni^TRlCT'&’SESSlONSOUDGE E-Mail: sessionscourt_niansehra@yahooxom
‘̂mansehra No_:Z5£:^/D&SJPA)

3q / Q/ /2021Dated\ -'.0 .oi
: co . o I

/^f ■: -V J /
i-h Ao

... .
All tlie Judicial Officers,
District Mansehra

fSENlORITV'Ll^ FOR THE

To

Subject:

Memo:
Enclosed find herewth seniority list prepared after disposal of objections,

seniority list of class-IV of the

Judge, Mansehra, for the year 2020, for infonnation and
of the officials of this establishment as well as common

establishment of Senior Civil 
communication to all the staff members posted in your respective courts

igt-ax-l^tjr’Sasm)haEnd: As above. Istrict & Sessions Judge 
Mansehra

72-V / Dated Mansehra the JQ January, 2021.

r.opv fnnvardp-H for information and necessary action .t^

Superintendent of this office for communication to all the 

officials of this establishment.

No.

^S.uhaJFSh'S^z Noor Saani) 
District & Sessions Judge 

Mansehra
1 3 f
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i ■ SENIORITY LIST OF THE EST/VBLISHMENT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, MANSEHRA 
’ \ FOR THE YEAR 2020.

1':;...y:
Date of F' 
entry in 
District 
Judiciary on 
regular 
basis 

Remarics.Date of 
appointment 
ill present 
position 
(BPS- )

Date of 
Birth

Academic
Qualification

Name of Officialsr:
No,

f-:
K.t -

SUPERINTENDENT (BFS-17)
.

0L09.1989 03.12.200420.03.1970M.A, LLBAsif Hussain Shah.i.f• 1.-.
ASSISTANT/REABEIVB&A ASSISTANT/CLERK OF COURT (BPS-16)

r.'
01.09.200319.04.198208.04.1963F.AMufcez-ur-Relimaii. 

Juninia Shahzad.
1. 20.05.201120.05.20110L09.1982Bed.LLB. 

M. Sc
.*! 2.
•i

20.05.2011
20.03.2010

20.05.201103.05.1986M.AAbdul Rashecd. 
Fayyaz Afzal. 
Slioukat Ramzan. 
Muliainmad Hanif. 
Muliammad Ayaz. 
Slieraz Ahmad. 
Svcil Yoiisiif Shah. 
Ifliklmr Ali Shah.

3.•1 23.10.1993 '08.06.1971M.A4.i ■ 16.06.201508.12.198402.04.1965Mairic5. 18,10.201602.02.1983
23.06.1988

01.01.1964Matric6.I 19.08.2017
26.05.2018

20.03.1964B.A7. 01.10.2003
23.06.1988
23.06.1988

03.03.1981B.Com. LLB8. • 03.11.2018
10.10.2020

02.03.1969M.A9.
16.12,1966D.Com10.

SENIOR CLERS/READERS (BPS-14)

01.09.200320.02.199215.02.1974
04.02.1969

MatricShflkeel Akhtar. 
Baklitiar Ahmed. 
Mubammad Jamil. 
Khurram Shahzad. 
Muhammad Amir. 
Muhammad Ayub.
Baidar Khan.______
Muhammad Ashraf-D.

1r 01.09.2003
02/09/2003

02.02.1994F.A2: 19.11.199503.03.1975Matric
Matric

3; 02.09.2003
19.08.2017
30.03.2011

19.11.199510.04.19764. 20.11.1995
18.12.1990

07.04.1970Matric
Matric

5.'
20.04.1967
07.01.1972
14.03.1971

6; 30.03.20n
16.06.2015

18.03.1998B.A7. Sciilutilv 41)11 Ml in lieM‘' 
iUif.1 in

St'vRt 11
■■Mi.lLiintn4il A.lir.if ft {.oil 
lO'K anil )ili«riuUjcct In lh< 
liiial Jccl.ion af liou'bic 
Suii/.Kie Cniin nl Pjlcinjii in 
CPlA iillcil (ini II nr KPK 
ihnjiHJKh Sd-niinT)' La»' unil 
Ollier VI Miihiiiaaiiil 
X oiher"

20.09.1995B.A8.'

I
‘ 30.03.2011

30.03.2011
04.10.200120.04.1977 

1 02.01.1980
■ 02.02.1978

Matric9.'- Ayaz Khan.________
10 Muhammad Saldf.
It Na.sirMehinood.
12 Muhammad Qaiser. 
j3 Muhammad SUafique.
14. Syed Abdul Ali Shah.
15. Tang Javed.
16. Kamran Jehangari.
17. ■ Mubashir Hussain.

Is. Ziugaib Iqbal.______
A9. Shafciat-ur-Rehmaii.
20. Mubarak Hussain.

^1. Mr. Qaiser.________
22. IftiUhar.__________

~2X Post lying vacant.

04.10.2001Matric
30.03,201104.10.2001DAE
30.03.201108.02.2002

01.10.2003
04.02.1984

18.01.1979Matric
30.03.201111.02.1979

10.10.1963
11.04.1966
06.04.1974
25.05.1978

F.A
06.09.2001
16.06.2015/^/7^Matric

09.10.1998B.A A.;" ^U.18.10.20124.04.2000
23.01.1999

Matric
17/03/201 
03.11.2018

F.A
17.02.2001
26.05.1999
01.10.2003

06.03.1980D.Com 5--------03.11.2018/^ 
19.02.2™ ^ 
19.02.2^^ 
10,10.2020"^

08.03.1978F.A
13.05.1977
30,03.1978

D.Com
01,10.2003M.A
01.10.200302.05.1981B.Com, LLB

JUNIOR CLERKS (BPSni)

01.10.200301.10.200315.01.1975
20.04.1979

F.ScFakhar-e-Alam. 
Yasiv Mchmood.
Mu ha m rnad Jiinaid.

01.10.2003
01.10.2003

01:10.2003
01.10.2003

M.A, LLB
01.08.1979F.A



b
01.10-2003_
01.10.2003
01.10.2003

01.10.2003
01.10.2003
01.10.2003

08.02.1979
19.04.1979
02.02.19"^

M.A. LLB 
M.A. PIT 1TfilOr MchmoodQuresI^m nr^n.^hklAiu ------

S.Tnsatldaq Hitssain 
<;hfih. __________—
Sliiihznd AsgOaryg.,

'7.;'lu^er Abbns.  —
nc^iciP.,- Shah/iicl._—
A hid Hiissflin-X__—__ 
■Slhatnat Ali.________
Miibflnpnfld —To^

Shflbbiij-----
AhirtHussflin-Tj:-----------
Muhammad -----
Mulmmmad Akraim—
TCl>ursh»^ed Anwar.------
Nttvft&d Iqbal.______—_
Muhammad Naemm—

“ -THmil Ahmad.___ ____
~~sVahttb-iid-Pm. _—

SI.-.ihii-Ahmad.
n-,..-iNoor Rchman.—
Muhammad Nia^__ _—
7..ihcer-ud-Din.______ _
A\ii-angzab._______  —.
Muhammad Uanvalsh
j^hairKharSied^----
Wnqas Ahmad.____—
Ali Sa\cem._________ _

h^Uammad Ansar.-----
Muhamruad^Shajdij----
Muhammad RasM^—.
jNJayyar Khalil. -----------
Muhammad Asif^___—
Amjid Ali.____________
■pfh Nawaz. ---------
niuilam Nabi.----------
j\,/],iUa^i\mad yayyaz^—

5. r.A
01.10.200301.10.2003 ________,

’f^in’TOoT TolAOjiOOL-^
ni.10.2005
ni .10.2003

12.03.1976 _
28.09.1982 .
10.03.1983 
29.12.1980 
ni.Ql.l93Q
13.10.1973 _

Ti.03.1975^
13.01.1978 
06.03.1975 

' 10.04.1983 _
'21.01.1967
■ 01.12.1971

" 03.10.1976
ni.Ql.l976 
ni.Q4.l972
0101.1971 _
11OA 1973 01 1O-2Q03 —

^uo,2i^
-------------- lg.05.2011 18.05.2011

1 noi 'iRiisilon

TTIotZ4ISt

01.04.1972 -----

0iAa200^jMya^

09.02.2004___20;0i2^11---

28.04.1994 .

07 n6j012_ 09.04.201^ ^ 
09.04.2019 . _Q9j)4.201j—
13 04.2019 13X4^20l9__

------- - 09.04.2019

D.Com,
D.Com12^ 01.10.2003
Matric 01.10.2003

22.10.1998 ^ 
30.03.2004 
30.03.2004 _
17.10.1998 _ 
22.09.1993 _ 
14.12.2001 .

13.12.1995

9. 22.10-1998
30.03.2004

D.Com
Mfltrit;
DA'E

10.
11. 30.03.2004

TuoT^
2.09.1993
30.03.2011
30.03.2011

12. B.A
13.

F.A
15. Matric

Matric
Matric
Matric
Matric

16. 30.03.2011
'l7. 30.11.2011

30.03.2011.
3Q.03.2011_ 
30.03.2011 

■ 30.03.2011

14.Q4.1996
TdotT^
l)Oa200r
09.10.2001,
24.10.1995
09.02.2004

18.
19.
20. Matric
21. Matric

Matric 
Matric 
Matric 
Matric • 
Matric 

22. 30.05.2011
30.03.201123.

24.
25.
26.

11.05.198727. B.A
28. 11.Com
29. D.Com
30. B.A

B.Com31.
32. Matric
33. F.A
34. ■ Matric 

hvlatilc
MatHc
Matric

35.
36.
37.
38. F.A
39. Matric
40. M.Fhil,

B. Sc
Sana Bi,^_____________

Qureslm------
Raecsa Bibi _________
Muhammad 1nivan_—. 
Assad Iqbal__________

45 i Attiq-nr-Rchnian  —
47 Riasat._____________ —

' Vacant______________
■49 rVacant__________

V aca n t_____________

M.A
Tm.Cqi~ 
’ B. Sc

14.04.1989,
16.07.1993
07.04.19^ . — ^ ^
16.0^1996- 1^9^0^2019

43.
1 44
i 45 B.A

B.Com

(S ei-
District 8c Sessions Judge 

Mansebia 

-ijojflZiP'Z (



?
SENIORITY LIST OF THE ESTABLISHMENT 0FDISTR1CT& SESSIONS JUDGE, MANSEHRA FOR

THE YEAR 2Q?I.
f

SR. NftmeorOfncIai Acudcmic
Qualification

Dale of 
Birth

Dale of I** 
entry In 
Dlsirici 
Judiciary on 
regular 
basU

Date of Remarks.No. oppoinlmcot 
in present 
position
(BPS- )

SUPERINTENDENT (BPS-17)
I Asif Hussain Shah. lM.A,LLa I 20.03.I&7Q 101.09.1989 10X12.2004

ASSISTANT/READER/B&A ASSISTANT/CLERK OF COURT (BPS-I6)
t. Mufccz-ur-Rcbman. P.A 19.04.198208.04.1963 OI.09J003
2. Jumnm Shahznd. Bcd.LLB. 

M. Sc
01.09.1982 20.0S.2011 20.0SJ0tl

3. Abdul Raiheed. M.A 03.05.1986
08.06.1971

20.05.2011 10.05.2011
4. Foyyuz Afzal. M.A 23.10.1993 20.03.2010
5. Shoukat Rum'mn. Mutric 02.04.1965

01.01.1964
08.12.1984 16.06.2015

Muhammad Honif,6. Matric 02.02.1983 18.10.2016
7. Muhammad Ava>.. B.A 20.03.1964 23.06.1988 19.08.2017
8. Sycd Yousaf Shah. M.A 02.03.1969 23.06.1988 03.11.2018

IftlkhnrAII Sbah.9. D.Coni 16.12.1966 23:06.1988 10.10.2020

BUDGET & ACCOUNT ASSISTANT (BPS-IO)
1 { Shcrai AbmatL jB.Com.LLB I 03.03.1981 I 01.10.2003 I 26.0S1QI8

SENIOR CLERS'READERS(BPS-14)
1. Shaltcel Akhtar. Motric 15.02.1974 20.02.1992 01.09.2003
2. Bakhiiiir Ahmed. P.A 04,02.1969 02.02.1995 01.09.2003
3. Muhammad Jamil. P.A 03.03.1975 19,11.1995 02/09/2003
4. Khurrom Shahad. B.A 10.04.1976 19.H.199S 02.09.2003
5. Muhammad Amir. Matric

Mutric
07.04.1970 20.11.1995 19.08.2017

6. Muhammad Ayub. 20.04.1967 18.12.1990 30.03.2011
Daidar Khan.7. B,A 07.01.1972 18.03.1998 30.03.2011

8. Muhammad Aibraf-ll. B.A 14.03.1971 20.09.1995 16.06.2015 11
Hw< ttoMin h 
ianaWHiiMXnn

1 ( I
CfUMOMs^knC
••wife
J.9. Aval Khan. MuiHc 20.04.1977 04.10.2001 30.03.2011

10 Muhammad Sokif, Matric 02.01.1980 04.10.2001 30.03.2011
11. NasirMchmood. DAE 02.02.1978 04.10.2001 30.03.2011

Muhammad Qalscr.12 Matric 18.01.1979 08.02.2002 30.03.2011
M g ham mad Shofique.13 F-A 11.02.1979 01.10.2003 30.03.1011

14. Syed Abdul All Shah. Motric iO.10.1963
IL.04.1966

04.02.1984 06.09.2001
15. Tariq Jgved. B.A 09.!0.1998

24.04,2000
16.06.2015

16. Kamnm Jehangnri. Mutric 06.04.1974 18.10.2016
17. Mubashir Hussain. P.A 25.05.1978 23.01.1999 17/03/2018

Zuqaih Iqbal.18. M.A 06.03.1980 17.02.2001 03.11.2018
19. Sbafqat»ur»Rehmen.

Mubarak Hussain.
P.A 08.03.1978 26.05.1999 03.11.2018

20. P.Com 13.05.1977 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
21. Mr. Qalscr. M.A 30.03.1978 01.10.2003 19.02.2019

inikhar.22. U.Comt LLB 02.0.5.1981 01.10.2003 10.10.2010
23. Fakbur-c*Alam. F.Sc IS.0I.1975 01.10.2003 06.03.2021

JUNIOR CLERKS (BPS-11)
1. VasIrMchmood. M.A. LLB 20.04.1979 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
2. Muhnmmad Junaid. 11.A 01.08.1979

08.02.1979
01.10.2003 01.10.2003

Tihlr Mchmopd (Jumhl.3, M.A. LLB 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
Rashid All.4. MA. PIT 19.04.1979 01.10.2003 01.1DJ003
S.Tasa<ldsq llutuin Shah.5. F.A 02.02.1976 01.10.2003 01.10.2003

6. Shahzad Asgliar. D.Com 12.03.1976 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
7. Zaheer Abbas. F.A 10.03.1983

29.12.1980
01.10.2003 01.10.2003

8. Qnber Slialmd. D.Com 01.10.2003



0^ 9.. AbidHu&sflid'l Matric 0i.01.l980 22.10.1998 23.I0JQQ3‘:
‘V 10. ShaTgat AIL DAK 13.10.1973 30.03.2004 30.03.2004■'firtr: Mubanimad Mnsood. B.A 21.03.1975 30.03.2004 30.03.200412. Muhammad Shabbir. B.A 13.01.1978 17.10.1998 17.10.1998 Tnoiftr from

Bimirtin.13. Abid Hussain4|. P.A 06.03.1975 22.09.1993 22.09.1993 Tnufer from 
PuitariQi.14. Muhommad Rlzwag, 10.04.1983Malrlc 14.12.2001

08.12.1988
30.03.2011

IS. Muhammad Akrnm.
Kburshccd Anwa r.

Matric 21.01.1967 30.03.2011
16. Matric 01.12.1971 13.12.1995 30.03JO 11
17. Navecd Iqbal. Matric 20.12.1974 14.04.1996 30.03J0tl
18. Muhammad Nacem. Malric 19.02.1979 11.07.1998 30.03JOlt
19. JamilAhmad. Malric 08.10.1976 08.IQ.200I 30.03.2011
20. Shahab-ud-Dla. Metric 01.01.1976 09.10.2001 30.03.2011
21. Sbablr Ahmad. Matric 01.04.1972 24.10.1995 30.03.2QH
22. Qarl Noor Rchman. Malric 01.01.1971 30.03.201109.02J004
23. Muhammad Niaz. Malric 13.04.1973 01.I0J003 30,03.2011
24. Zj>heer»ud’Diu. Matric 31.10.1978 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
25. AuraneMb. Matric 05.04.1970 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
26. Muhammad Dar^vaUh U.A 11.05.1987 18.05.2011 i8.Q5J0n
27. Sohai! Khurahced. B.Com 25.03.1991 18.05 JO 11 18.05.2011
28. Waqas Ahmad. O.Com 02.02.1991 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
29. AllSaIccm. P.A 27.10.1989 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
30. Muhammad Ansar. B.Com 08.02.1984 18.0SJ01t 18.05.2011
31. Muhammad Shakir. Matric 28.04.1979 08.10.2001 14.01.2013
32. Muhammad Raihid. P.A 01.04.1972 16.01.2002 14.01.2013
33. Namr Khalil. Malric 15.10.1975 01.10.2003 14.01.2013

Muhammad Aaif.34. Malric 04.04.1983 01.10.2003 14.01.2013
35. Amjid AM. Matric 26.10.1978 09.02.2004 14.01.2013
36. Rab Nawaa. Malric 10.01.1980 04.12.2004 I7.03J018
37. Ghulam Nabi. P.A QS.12.1973 20.11.1995 30.O4JOI8
38. Muhammad PnyyoL Matric 13.01.1979 09.02.2004 30.04J018
39. Sana BibI M. Phil Ql.01.1992 11.01.2019 11.01.2019
40. Marrium Qoresbi. B. Sc 28.04.1994 09.01.2019 09.01.2019
41 Raccaa Bibi M.A 01.03.1990 07.01.2019 07.01.2019
42. Muhammad Imrau M.Cqm 14.04.1989 07.06.2013 09.04.2019
43. Assad Iqbal BCSWonsl 16.07.1993 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
44 Atliq-ur-Rchman B.A 07.04.1993 13.04 jmiT ZI3.04J019
45 Riusut. M.com forn 16.03.1996 09.08.2019 Z09.04.2019

7?District & Sessions Judge 
Mansehra



OFFICE OF THE Fax: 0997301848
DISTRICT <& SESSIONS JUDGE ■ sessionscourtjnans'

No._23€3- 59 /D&SJ/ •MANSE

I
To

AH the Judicial Oflscers 
Disti'ict, Mansehra.

Subject: giVAL SENIORITY . .(ST FOR

Enclosed find herewith final seniority list prepared after disposal of 

objections of the officials of this establishment for the yeai- 2023 and final common 

seniority list of Class-IV employees of both the establishment i.e. Disftict & 

Sessions'Judge & Senior Civil Judge (Admn) maintained for the 

promotion to the post(s) of Record Lifter, Daftri & Junior Clerk for infoimatinn and 

communication tot all the staff members posted in your respeptiVe’courts.

purpose of

/

(Zia ur Reh^san) ' 
District & Sessions Judi^e 

Mansehra

No. 23^0 t Dated at Mansehia'the OD' April, 202^^'
it -— _ ,

£i>iiy_Jorwarded for information to:

1. The Director Human Resource & Welfare, Secretariat of District Judiciaiiy;' 
Peshawar High Couit, Peshawar. ( ^

District & Sessions Judge 
Mansehra



\

L

TENTATIVE SENIORITY LIST OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE.
MANSEHIU FOR TIIEYEAR 2023.

Diite of U'
entry in 
District 
Judiciiiry on 
regular 
basis

Remarks.Name of Official Dale of 
appointment 
in present 
position 
(BPS- )

SR. Academic
Qualification

Date of 
BirthNo.

SUPERINTENDENT (BFS-17)
03.12.20041, 20.03.1970 I 01.09.1989Asif Hussain Shah. M.A, LLB

ASSISTANT/READER/CLERK OF COURT (BPS-16)

1. 20.05.2011Jumma Shahzad. 20.05.2011Bed. LLB. 
M, Sc

01.09.1982

2. 20.05.2011Abdul Raslieed. M.A 20.05.201103.05.1986
3, Fayyaz Afzal._____

Shoukat Ramzam ..
20.03.2010M.A 23.10.199308.06.1971

4. 16.06.201508.12.1984Matric 02.04.1965
5. Muliamnnul Hanif. 

Muhammad Ayaz.
18.10.2016Matric 01.01.1964 02.02.1983

6. 19.08.2017B.A 20.03.1964 23.06.1988
7. Syed Yousaf Shah,

Iftikhar All Shah.
03.11.2018
10.10.2020

M.A 02.03.1969 23.06.1988
8. D.Cdin 16.12.1966 23.06.1988
9. Shakcel Akhtar. Matric 28.03.202215.02.1974 20.02.1992

BUDGE T & ACCOUNT ASSISTANT (BPS-16)
I Sheraz Ahmad. 03.03.1981 I 01.10.2003B.Coni. LLB 26.05.2018

SENIOR CLERS/READERS (BPS-14)
1. j Bakhtiar Ahmed.

I Muhammad Jamil.
F.A 04,02.1969 02.02.1995 01.09.2003

2. F.A 03.03.1975 19.11.1995 02/09/2003
3. i Khurnim Shahzad. B.A 10.04.1976 19.11.1995 02.09.2003
4. Muhammad Amir. Matric 07.04.1970

20.04.1967
20.11.1995 19.08.2017

5. j Muhammad Ayub. Matric 18.12.1990 30.03.2011
6. Baidar Khan. B.A 07.01.1972 18.03.1998 30.03.2011

i INluhanimad AshraMl.7. B.A 14.03.1971 20.09.1995 30.03.20118. Avaz Khan. Matric 20.04.1977 04.10.2001 30.03.20119. Muhammad Sakif. Matric 02.01.1980 04.10.2001 30.03,201110 Nasir Mehmood. DAE 02.02.1978 04.10.2001 30.03.201111. Muhammad Qaiser.
Muhammad Shaflquc.

Matric 18.01.1979 08.02.2002 30.03.2011
30.03.201112 F.A 11.02.1979 01.10.2003

01.10.2003
09.10.1998
24.04.2000
23.01.1999
17.02.2001

13 Abdul Bascer BA 06.01..1980 30.03.201114. Tariq .laved. B.A 11.04.1966 16.06.2015
18.10.2016
17/03/2018
03.11.2018
03.11.2018
19.02.2019

15. Kamran Jehangari. Matric 06.04.1974
16. Mubashir Hussain. F.A 25.05.1978
17. Zuqaib Iqbal. M.A 06.03.1980
18. Siiafqat-ur-Rehman. F.A 08.03.1978

13.05.1977
30.03.1978

26.05.1999
19. Mubarak Hussain. D.Com 01.10.2003

01.10.200320. Mr. Qaiser. M.A 19.02.201921. Iftikhar. B.Com, LLB 02.05.1981 01.10.2003 10.10.2020
06.03.2021

22. Fakhar-e-Alani. F.Sc 15.01.1975 01.10.2003
Yasir Mehmood. M.A, LLB 20.04.1979

01.08.1979
08.02.1979

01.10.2003 28.03.2022
28.03.2022
28.03.2022
28.03.2022

24 Muhammad Junaid. B.A 01.10.2003
Tahir Mehmood Qureshi.25 M.A, LLB 

MA, PIT
01.10.200326 Rashid AIL 19.04.1979

02.02.1976
12.03.1976

01.10.200327 S.Tasaddaq Hussain Shah. F.A 01.10.2003
01.10.2003

28.03.2022
28.03.2022
28.03.2022

28 Shahzad Asghar. 
Zaheer Abbas.

D.Com
29 F.A 10.03.1983 01.10.200330 Qaiser Shahzad. D.Com 29.12.1980 01.10.2003

22.10.1993
30.03.2004'

28.03.202231 Abid Hussain-1_____
Shafqat AM,________
Muhammad Masood.

Matric 01.01.1980
T3.lO.i973" 12.12.2022

12.12.2022
32 DAE
33 B.A 21.03.1975



r

O

f

JUNIOR CLERKS (BPS-iU____

7)Ua20Q3
14.12.2Q0L
(I8J2J9^
\yAU221.
14.04.19%

ni.l0.2003_
in.o3.2on.
3a03;20iL
3003^2012.
30.02201L

>

10.04.1983
21.01.1967
liToT^
'20.12.I9~^

HiliO Raz^n
Muh»ininiad Riz^v»»v 
Miihimimad Akraii^

1. MsRric
2. MiUiic
3. Mulric

IVIuliic
[Vlntric
Matrlc

l<'>iiitsliocd Aiiwnr.
Niivccd Iqbal.________
Muhammad Naccni. _ 
Jnniil Ahmad.

4. 3n.03.2Ql
jaiazoi,
jo,0320L
2022201
3022^
202222L
2202121-
22221^
18.05^202

j2221^
18_221®L
120212L
14.01.2013
TTqO^
Tl^ouou
ITouw
T4.01.20i3
30.04.2018

11.07.1998
nOoiTm
09.10.2001

19.02.1979
n8.10.lW

5.
0.
7. 01.01.1976

01.01.1971
13.04.1973
31.10.1W

Matric■Shiihab-ud-Uiii. n9.02.2004 J
n 1.10.2003 . 

" 01.10.2003 _
"'oTToIw'r

18.05.2011 _ 
" 18.05.2011 _ 
' 18.05.2011 _ 
' 18.05.2011 _
' 18.05.2011 .
~ 08.10.2001 

16.01.2002 
01,10.2003 

" 01.10.2003

8. Matric
Mnlric
Matric

n;u-i Noor Rchmaii.
Muhammad Niaz.
Z,a h cer-ud»Din.

9.
10.
11. 05.04.1970,

11,05.1987
25.03.199L
02.02.1991
27.10.1989

MatricAurang/cb.12.
B.AMiiliiimmad Dnnvaish13.
B.ComSnhail Khurshccd.14.
D.ComWaqas Ahmad.15.
F.AAli Saiccm.16. 08.02.1984B.ComMuhammad Ansar.17. 28.04.1979

01.04.1972
Matric
F.A

Muhammad Shakir.
Muhunimad Rashid.
Navvar Khalil._____
M u II a 111 mad Asif.

18.
19. 15.10.1975

04.04.1983
Matric
Matric

20.
21. 09.02.2004

20.11.1995
26.10.1978MatricAniiid Ali. 

Ghulam Nabi.
22.

05.12.1973F.A23. 30.04.2018
09.01.201^
07.01.2019

09.02.2004
09.01.2019

13.01.1979
28.04.1994

MatricMuhaniniud Fayya/.
Miirrium Qurc.shi.

24.
B. Sc25. 07.01.201901.03.1990M.ARacc.'ia Bibi26. 09.04.201907.06.201314.04.1989M.CoinMuhammad Imr.in27. 09.04.2019

09.04.2019
09.04.2019
09.04.2019

16.07.1993
16.03.1996

BCS (Huns)
.M.Com (1)1 0

Assad Iqbal
Riasal.

28.
29. 26.02.202226.02.202223.04.1995Imlinan Malik Miijahid MA30.

30.06.202230.06.202205.03.1995B13AL'niar Khalid.31.
30.06.202218.09.201728.04.1995M.ComLiaqat-ur-Rchmaii.32.
30.06.2022
30.06.2022

30.06.202231.12.1992MS33. j Muhammad Shakccl.
30.06.202205.12.1997BSTasaccm .Ahmad.34.

30.06.202230.06.202218.09.1998BSMuhammad Zakir.35.
30.06.202230.06.202213.09.1991B.com36. I Bilal .Ahmad.
30.06.202230.06.202228.03.1990MSCRiz«an Wali.37.
30.06.202204.10.201722.021992M.Com38. I Svcd Umair Ali Shah.
30.06.202230.06.202224.07.1997HSSC39. I Usama Tariq.

40. I .Noman Asghar. 30.06.202230.06.202215.10.1994BSCS
30.06.202230.06.202216.01.1999.Muhammad Eja/- BSi41

30.06.2022 30.06.202222.02.2000B.Com42. ! Shujah Ali Shah.
24.09.2022 24.09.2022.Muhamm:id Nazakat Khan 20.11.1990MS

Matric 09.02.200415.10.1982 12.12.2022Amjid Hu.ssain
Matric 23.08.1986 25.03.2005Sadaqal Ali 12.12.202245.

46. I Yasir Ali MBA 01.01.1986 04.01.2023 04.01.2023
47. [ Husnain Ali Shah
48. j Waqas Khan______

,.49. i U^rna Naccm_____
' Muhammad Zaiii U1
I .Abideen________

51. ' iMuliamniad Bilal

MA 02.11.1997 17.02.2023 17.02.2023
BA 16.12.1995 04.01.2017 10.07.2023
MA 22.09.2000 i 0.07.2023 10.07.2023
FA 07.01.199950. 10.07.2023 10.07.2023

MA 01.11.1996 10.07.2023 10.07.2023
BCS(Hon)52. Muhammad Adnan 29.10.1997 10.07.2023 10.07.2023

53. Khi7:ar Khan MA 14.03.1996 10.07.2023 iO.07.2023
54. ■Amna Rafique BCS(Hon) 31.12.1999

10.10.2000
10.07.2023 10.07.2023

55. I .Afehsham Ahmed BS(English) 10.07.2023 10.07.2023
.Awan
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ORDER.:??
23-12-2022 %

7

Acciised/official vl
as well as dcportmontal representetive present, 

witness, nrmely Qazi Muhaintna,! Adnan. learned Civil Judge Kohat 

also pre.^ier,i for recording siatement. .... . ' ' '

•1

'■1

The represeniau'vo also filed an BppUcatioa for re-summoning 

record of Challan No.30 dated 14-12.2020 and Challan No.3.I dated 

26-I2-202.i through In-charge Record Room namely Kamran Khan 

Jehangiri . It is further stated that earlier th^oug^^ In-charge Record 

Room reccjded his statement as PW-2 but incdverienily the above- 

said documents were left to he exhibited, Accuiied/ofncial who is 

present fcefjre the court at the bar opted not to contest the application 

and in tliiB respect pen down his no objection on-acceptance of the 

application at .tlie margin of the application. Accordingly, the 

application stands allowed.

Witness namely Kamran Khan Jehangiri summoned today, who 

appeared and recorded his statement as PW-10. Strtemont of Mr.Qazi 

Muhammiad Adnan, Civil Judge Kohat also recorded and placed on 

file. With this evidence of the department concluded. Accuscd/ofiicial

is directed 10 submit his list of witnesses on next d^e.

Fiie to come up for submission of list of witnesses

1
•■.a

\

on;

!■ I 04-0l.20;2j>.

(<k'-
((lAJtDAMlN) 
CJ-II, Mansehra
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE, PESHAWAR HIGH COURT,
PESHAWAR.

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER NO. 8853-55 DATED 29,11.2023 PASSED BY 

THE LEARNED DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE 

MANSEHRA WHEREBY MINOR PENALTY OF 

WITHHOLDING OF PROMOTION FOR A PERIOD OF 

TWO YEARS OF THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN WITHHELD 

WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL JUSTIFICATION AND REASON.

Respectfully sheweth!

1) That, appellant has been appointed as a Junior Clerk

in the District Judiciary Manserha vide appointment 

order dated .„2003. Since then, appellant has

been .performing his .duties, with, unwavering

commitment without any blemish record.

(Copy of appointment order annexed 
as annexure “A”).

:..

2) That, on 10.02.2021, appellant was dismissed from

service on basis of false allegation and without

conducting any inquiry as per law, whatsoever.

(copy of order dated 10.02.2021 
nnnexed as annexure “B”).

3) That, being aggrieved from the dismissal order dated 

10.09.2021, appellant filed a service appeal 

6698-21 before the worthy service tribunal. Whereby 

on acceptance of appeal the dismissal order was set- 

aside and the case was remanded back to the 

authority concerned to conduct denovo inquiry in 

accordance with the law vide Judgment dated 

.31.01.2022.

No.

(copy of Judgment dated 31.01.2022 
annexed as annexure “C’M.



4) That, receiving on remand, the learned District and 

Session Judge/ Competent Authority conduct 

entrusted ‘ inquiry to learned Civil Judge-II/inquiry 

officer with direction to conclude his inquiry with 90 

days. The concerned inquiry officer as well was 

competent authority failed to conclude the same 

within 90 days which is severe violation of prevailing 

law.

{Copy of inquiry report annexed as 

annexure “D”).

5) That, after conducting the inquiry, the authority vide 

impugned order dated 29.11.2023, recommended 

minor penalty of withholding promotion for a period of 

two years which was imposed upon the appellant 

without any legal justification and basis.

(Copy of impugned order dated 
29.11.2023 annexed as annexure “E”).

That, appellant being aggrieved of the impugned order 

dated 29.11.2023 files the instant 'Departmental 

appeal on the following amongst other grounds.

6)

GROUNDS:
A). That, the impugned order dated 29.11.2023 has been 

passed without application of Judicial mind, badly 

time barred and without any lawful justification while 

disregarding and overlooking the major 

contradictions in the statements of the witnesses.

That, if the allegations remained unproved against 

the appellant, there was no lawful justification with 

the authority to pass the impugned order, as such, 

the impugned order is illegal, unlawful, without
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lawful authority, without jurisdiction and of having 

no legal effect.

C). That, withholding the promotion of the appellant

lawful justification offends against thewithout any 

vested right of the appellant.

D). That, the principles of law and natural justice have 

complied with by the authority beforenot been 

imposing the impugned penalty.

E). That, thh decision taken against appellant was in
law which crumbles wholeviolation of standing 

proceedings to dust. .

IT IS THEHEFORE very humbly prayed that

: instant Departmental appeal, the 

dated 29.11.2023 passed by learned 

Manserha may kindly be

on

acceptance of the 

impugned order ■

District & Sessions Judge

set-aside.

Clerk/Moharrir posted ■ at Librarian'
Appellant^^

ozn/^
Bilal Raza Junior 

cum/Copy Clerk District Courts Mansehra


