' FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Appeal No. _598/2024

S.No. | Date of order Order or other proéeedihgs with signature of judge .
proceedings :

1 2 ' | 3

.1_ 25,/ 04/ 2024 , The appeal of Mr. Bilal Raza presented today by
| him. Tt is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single Benceh at

‘ Peshaiwar on 29;04.2024.I’archa Peshi given to appe},-lén_t -




/‘ BEF( E HON L KHYBER PAKHTUNKH ASERVICE '
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR - .

. 'Apph'cation No: _ /2024 S 1 P a o
In Re Servwe Appeal No , /2024 " o e
. - \\’_\, '??;,—»1

BILAL RAZA

dekdkkdddonk VERSUS ***.****** '
DISTRICT & SESSION JUDGE, MANSEHRA.

A\

| APPLICATION FOR REQ UEST TO FIX A CONV?r ENT DATE |

IN THE AFORF‘MFNTIONED SERVICE APPEAL AT

PESHAWAR FOR THE ARGUMENTS ON THF APPEAL FOR ,

ITS MAINTAINABILITY AND ALL OTHER PROCESS HALL

o . BE PROCESSED AT ABBOTTAAD CAMP COURT

, Respected Sheweth: | | - | | | X |
Hzat applicant submit as'the follo wing;y |
| 1. That ‘the mstant appeal 18 bemg filed by the apphcant.
- before this Hon ble Service Tmbunal 1n Wh(ch no date |
has been fixed as yet. | |
2. That the applicent is fully assure that the appeal shall
- be succeeded i in his favor. ‘ S
3. That all the delC 1ngredlents in thlS behalf of the

grounds of the appeal is in his fav01 o

4. That the valuable service legal rights of the applicant is

| involved in the is:gid appeal.
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That the grounds of the main appoal shall be wneldexed
‘as 1ntegral part and parcel of the 1nstant ap phcatlon )
6. That therefore, the applicant intend to fix a-convenient

| date for the mdmtamablhty of the said appeal at
Peshawar and the remqmmg process of the appea] shall
be proceeded in Abbottabad Camp Office Tmbunal

7. | ~That if the apphcant 1s not given partlally by thiHon’ble |
" Tribunal on thls score / scope: of valuable legal r1ghts

Iy
then he Would receive irreparable loss to t’mv effect

Dated: 25/04/2024

In Person
TR

i
NOTE: ST , 3 o |
No applzcatzou earlier has been. ﬁled before this Hon ble Tubzma] by ;cb.e

asbefore‘ , g"

. Applicant in person.
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BETORE T BER PIQ‘.{_TUNK#E[WA. SERVICK TRIE UNAL, PESHAWAR
' R .‘.CHECE‘!;I;IST' C -

. &
fase Title: it S g _,_;mvs
S [Comtens T e — T [Fe [N
T VT appeat s been-presented by: ﬁf/@/M ) _&{@10 W/ |
i " FWhether CQtlnsd/ Appellant / Respondent./ Deponent have signed the ’ . l/——_ i
L requisite documents? -~ o | :
K Whether Appeal is within time? g v
r 4 hether Ute enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? - |- v
i_5. | Whether e onactmentunder which the appeal is filed is correct?
o, Whether affidavit is appended? S v
{__:{_‘_ Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner? v _ﬁ__':
| R | Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? v
l ) thther certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
© | subject, furnished? S ’ :
| 10| Whether annexures are. legible? - ‘ e v
13| Whether anmexures are attested? ‘ ‘ v
12. i-'Whe'ther:copies oF annexures are readable/clear? : T~ ]
13 TWhether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D.A.G? _ ]
" Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attestied and 1
~* | signed b'y'petition&r/appellant/'reS@dents? : : ) :
15, Whether numbers of referred cases given are.correct? ' R
" 16. Whether appeal contains cuttings/ overwriting?.
| 17. | Whether list of books has been provided af the end of the appeal? ]
18, | Whether case relate to this Court? . C R
19, [ Whether requisite number of spare Jopies attached? N |
20 .____}_L’_\!’l’1(:thex_"dolnplete sparg Copy 15 filed in separate file cover? 1 v o _J
21, Whether addresses of parties given are complete? - NI
~57. | Whether index filed? i e
53, | Whether,index is correct?, . » - v’
T 24, | Whethet Security and Process Fee deposited? on . i o
tl- , Whej:her:in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974
i 25. ‘| Rule 11, totice along with:copy of appeal and annexures has been scnt
l\ to respondents? on . ' ' L
ll 34 ' ‘aneﬁhéi{";popies of comments/reply/rejoiuder submitted? on. ' o
L S v v S [
‘ - )7 Whether copies of c;'omments/replylrejomder provided to opposite _ ‘ |
. party? on ~ L R L I

Tt is certified ‘;hafiiformali'ties/dbpurhemaﬁoﬁ as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

Name:

Sigopature:

Dated:
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. District & Sessions Judge Mansehva etc

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAAKHTUN KHAWA .

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO---'g—-OF 2024

Bilal Raza

APPELLANT.
VERSUS
The District and Sessions Judge, District courts Mansehra etc.
RESPONDENTS.
INDEX
- S.NO. DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE | PAGES
1. Memo of Appeal --- ---
2. Affidavit --- ---
3. Correct Address of parties --- -
4, Stay Application - -
5. Copy of Receipt of Departmental appeal --- ---
6. Copy of Dismissal order dated 10.02.2021 A l-memmmm 2
7. Copy of Judgment Service Tribunal dated B 3--mmmn- 7
31.1.22 , -
8. Copy of Execution order Worthy Tribunal C 8--mmme- 9
19.9.22
9. Copy of Reinstatement order(D&SJ) dated D 10
15.09.2022
10. | Copy of inquiry Report dated 26 .7 .2023 E 11----23
11. | Copy of impugned order &ofﬁce dated F 24----29
29.11.23
12. | Copies of minutes of meeting dated 26.3.2022 G---H 30----34
and promotions order of junior clerks '
13. | Copies of minutes of meeting dated 10.12.2022 I 35----39
14. | Copy of promotion orders of junior clerks J 40
dated 12.12.22
15. | Copies of Seniority lists 2022 K 41----43
16. | Copy of seniority list 2020-2021 L 44----48
17. | Copy of seniority list 2023 M 49---51
18. | Copy of application by appellant that all N 52----55
witnesses were cross examined on same date. '
19. | Departmental appeal(Affix post office Receipt) 0O 56----59

Dated: 15.04.2024

ID CARD No- 1358229 S0 1Y~
@NTRCT No-.0318" Ls20002

Raza

Appéllant (in person)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN KHAWA"
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO-S @@’

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

....... eveeers 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 IMPUGNED
ORDER BEARING NO 8853-55 DATED 29™ NOV, 2023
WHEREBY, MINOR PENALTY OF WITHHOLDING OF
PROMOTION FOR A PERIOD OF TWO YEARS UNER
RULE-4 (1)(A)(I) OF KP GOVT SERVANT (E&D) RULES,
2011 HAS BEEN AWARDED WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL
JUSTIFICATION, REASON, WITHOUT FAIR TRIAL AND
DUE PROCESS OF LAW.

yg /"f’?’% B) RESPONDENT NO.1 PROMOTED JUNIOR CLERKS/
MOHARRIR (BPS-11) TO THE POST _OF _SENIOR
CLERK/READER JUNIOR TO APPELLANT (BPS-14) VIDE
DPC MEETINGS DATED: 26.3.2022 AND DATED: 22.10.22
WHICH IS ALSO ILLEGALLY, AGAINST FACTS AND
LAW AND AS SUCH INEFFECTIVE UPON THE RIGHTS
OF APPELLANT. THAT WITH THE IBID IMPUGNED
ORDER _APPELLANT BEING AT TOP AT THE
SENIORITY LIST OF THE INCUMBENT _ JUNIOR
CLERKS HAS BEEN DEPRIVED FROM PROMOTION
FOR A PERIOD OF TWO YEARS IS ALSO AGAINST LAW
AND FACTS.
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Bilal _13_237;,9“_\/._5_.__ District & Sessions Judge Mansehra cte

PRAYER:--

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE
APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED ORDER BEARING
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
SENIORITY, PRIVILEGES WITH EFFECT FROM
THE ELIGBIBLITY I.E. 26.03.2022ANb 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 TO THE
PETITIONER.

Respectfully Sheweth::

That, facts forming the background of the instant
service appeal are as under.

That, the appellant was appointed as a Jjunior 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.

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 “A ).

That, being aggrieved from the dismissal order, the

appellant filed a service appeal No.6698-21 before this
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Bilal Raza Vs, District & Sessions Judge Mansehia ctc

4 .

Worthy Service Tribunal , the séme was allowed vide its
Judgment dated 31.01;22, whereby dismissal order ‘was
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 “B”).

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 allégation

and charge sheet, which reply was submitted before the
inquiry officer appointéd by the authority within
stipulated time. (Copy of execution order annexed as
Annexure “C” and copy of Reinstatement Order as

Annexure “D”).

| 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.

That, after conclﬁding 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.1 being competent authority

without examining facts, evidence and deeper study of
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Bilal Ra/a_\/%__ District & Sessions Judge Mansehra cetec

inquiry record, straight way concurred with
recommendation of inquiry officer and issued final
showcase to the appellant and after cursory personal
hearing and awarded penalty of withholding promotion
for a period of two years. (Coby 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 8. No.06 and deserved for promotion, though
appellant was reinstated by this Worthy tribunal yet not
considered for promotion to the post of Senior Clérk
due to the non-availébility 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 “I”,, copy of
promotion order of junior clerks as Annexure “J”, copy
of seniority list 2022, as Annexure “K” Copy of
seniérity list 2020 -2021Annexure “L.)

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 “M”).
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10.

11.

e e e

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.

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

a.  That, it is well settled law on the subject that if an
accuséd 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 (;rder, nullity in the

eye of law.

b.  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. |

c. That, the impugned order dated 29.11.2023 has
been passed without application of judicial mind,

badly time barred and without any lawful



N
&

6|Page

Bilal Raza Vs. District & Sessions Judge Mansehra etc

justification 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
lawful, authority, wjthout jurisdiction and of

having no legal effect.

That, withholding of the promotion of the

appellaint' without any lawful justification violated

the vested right of the appellant being civil a

servant.

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 beingv promoted
than the appellant can agitate the matter to

establish his rights before this honorable tribunal.

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 ﬁetitioner is eligible to be promoted from
junior clerk (BPS-11) to the post of senior clerk
(BPS-14). '
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District & Sessions Judge Mansehra etc

That, it was very important in the inquiry that all
the w1tnesses should have w1ll 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 “N7).

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.

That, the métter relates to the terms and conditions
of service, hence this tri-bunal has jurisdiction to
entertain the appeal under. article 212 of the
constitution. . Besides the appeal is within the

period of limitation.

That, appellant preferred departmental appeal on
20.12.2023 against the impugned order dated
29.11.2023 ‘which has not been’re.sponded within
the statutory period. (Copy of departmental appeal

is annexed as Annexure “0O”).

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

Bilal Raza --&Z % % (Appellant)




8|Page
Bilal Raza Vs. District & Sessions Judge Mansehvra etc .

B
1

‘ VERIFICATION:

k.

3

I, Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq, Junior Clerk/
Mobharrir, 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 aﬁd nothing has been

concealed or suppressed from this honorable

D %ONENT
' ilal Raza

, tribunal. -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAAKHTUN KHAWA
| SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO----------m--- OF 2024

Bilal Raza . ‘ APPELLANT.
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 bélief énd nothing has been

concealed or suppressed form this honorable tribunal.

Dated: 15.04.2024

ATTESTED !%% :
EPONENT |
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o
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAAKHTUN KHAWA
- | SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL @ ———— OF 2024

) Bilal Raza --

-APPELLANT.
VERSUS

The District and Sessions J udge, District courts Mansehra etc.

-=-=-------RESPONDENTS

CORRECT ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

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

- RESPONDENT’S:

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

Dated: 15.04.2024
Bilal Ra%
Appellant (in 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 and Sessions Judge District Courts Mansehra.

Subject:

(RESPONDENT)

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 1S

likelihood of success in the lisp.

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.

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

till final disposal  of service appeal or till promotion» of

plicant
Bilal Raza

applicant.
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Ph: 0997-301848, 0997- 304924

' Fax: 0997301848 ;
OYTFTICE OF THE !
DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUD GE Emailsesswnscourt mansehra@. xahoo com ;

MANSEHRA

> W
R
L/ e i

ORDER

WHEREAS vide letter No. 360, dated 04.01.2021, Qazi Muhammad
Adnan, Civil Judgé—V/ Ju;licial Magistrale-V, Mansehra informed that the order
dated 07.12.2020 ought to be reviewed through Review Petition No. 99/6, ti£led
“M/S Saghi Tfad‘efs & Contracting Vs. Govt. of Pakistan, Ministry of
Communication through Secretary Communication, P-akistan. 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
through Seéretary Ministry of Communication, Pakistan and others”, howe'ver,
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
submltted by the accused official, Bilal Raza, Junior Clerk/Muharrir, accordmg 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 «ffixed seal of the court on said fake and
fictitious order and managed to get it attested from the Copying Branch, District

/. Courts Mansehra.
‘ =k '

e'é ‘ ot AND WHEREAS the undersigned, being competent authority, is

A y& satisfied that the accused official is guilty of committing the acts of misconduct
g/ as is specified in Rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2C11.

AND WHEREAS since accused official has admitted hic guilt,

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

show cause notice was issued to him. The accused ;)fﬁcial submitted reply to

show cause notice and was heard in person but he could not defend himself.
-~ v D
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' NOW, THEREFORE, I, being Competent Authority impc}
following major penalty upon the accused/official as enumerated in Rule 4 (1) .

(b) (iv) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules, 2011.

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

penalty of dismissal frbm service under Rule 4(1)(b)(iv) of the ibid
Rules, 2011, with immediate effect.

Suﬁ‘Sheraz Noor Saani,

.. Competent Authority/
District & Sessions Judge,
Mansehra

1ofe \--/w’\\
—_—

No. 959~ é_‘q /D&SI(MA) Dated Mansehra the /0 February, 2021.

Copy forwarded to:

The Registrar, Hon’able Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
The Member Inspection Team, Hon’able Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
The Local Audit Office/District Accounts Office, Mansehra for necessary action.

The Budget and Accounts Assistant, of this establishment for necessary action.
The official concerned by name.

Personal file of official concerned.

2 A ' S}hﬂﬂ«%‘az %oor Saani,

Ly Competent Authority/
LA - District & Sessions Judge,
. Y/ W Mansehra

o rof =/ >axl
Z =

I e e

CDNo ___DJ_]_U_MM -

Dae RS o2 3':’%’2}‘:’1&’\"/

‘ . e —
Total Fec:

Name O Copyist——""" N.___..
—o 2 Dl
Date iJi Coyneiation 2 i’%....,.?‘f..ﬂ..\
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW | SERVICE TRIBUNAL,PESHA {a
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Appeal No. 6698/2021

Date of Institution ... 01.07.2021

Date of Decislon .. 31.01.2022
Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq., Ex-Juriior Clerk/Moharrir, District Courts,
Mansehra. . ' ' ‘
(Appellant)
VERSLJ
The D;stnct and Sessnons Judge, Dlstract Courts Mansehra and others.
. (Respondents)

Present.

Mr. Abdul Saboor Khan, . |

Advocate . T For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, |
“Addl. Advocate General, - For respondents.

' MR AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN - . .. CHAIRMAN

MR, ATIQ- UR-REHI\' AN WAZL : ... MEMBER(FE})

JUDGMENT

AHMAD SULT_Aﬁ TAREEN, CHAIRMAN:- The appellant named above has
. invoked the. jurisdiction of this Tribunal through above titled appeal with the
~prayer as copied below:-
“On acceptance of the service appeal, the smpugned order:

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

respondent may graciously be set aslde being illegal, unlawful
without lawful authority, without jurisdiction, discnmmatory,
perverse, arbitrary, non-speaking a_nd cbmp!etely being nullity’

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

T "l"\uwl
‘b
“uh«wur



into service with all back benefits and other legally permi_séible

perks and privileges.”

2. Brief facts of the case as enumerated In the Merriora_ndum of appeal are

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

: 4 .
Mansehra in the year, 2003; that the appellant served the department with

~ dedication having‘»clean serviee career throughout; that learned Civil Judge/IM-

V Mansehra vide letter No. 360 dated 04.01. 2021 requested the respondent to
probe Into alleged fake and fictitious order dated 07.12.2021, passed in Civil
Suit No. 176/1 of 2020 attributed to him by putting his fake signature; that it is
worth mentloning,thatl Worthy Civil Judge/IM-V, Mansehra has not blamed the
appellant or anyone else aslaccused in his initial letter dated 04.01.2021; that
all of a sudden, without any basis and with malafide jntention just to make a,
scapegoat to save the heavy wetghts involved, appellant was served W|th a
show cause notice bearing No.. 311/0&5] (MA) dated '12.01.2021 by
respondent on the strength of Ietter dated 04.01.2021; that the appellant
submitted detailed aqd comprehénsive reply to the show cause-notice negating
the denying all allegations levelled against him; that the respondent instead of
conducting regular and proper enquiry into the matter, consisting upon
controversial questions pf facts, resporldent straighé awey with single stroke of
pen without applicailon of judicial mind . jmposed major penalty of dismissal
from service upon the appellant vide impugned order No. 959-64 dated
10.02.2021. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant preferred departmental appeal on
09.03.2021 which was not responded within the statutory period, hence the

present appeal.
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3. The appeal was .admitted for regular hearing. =~ Respondents have

submitted written reply/comments, refuting the claim of the abpel!ant with

several factual and legal objections and asserted for dismissal of appeal with

cost.
4. “We have heard the arguments and peru‘séd the record.
5. Le?rned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant has not

1
!

s L .
been tfeatéid in accordance with law; that it is well-settled principle of law that
| ,

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

be prox)ed without conducting regular enquiry, the dismissal from service of a

civil servant on the basis of summary inquiry is not sustainable in the eyes of -

law; that on denial of allegations by the appellant, it had become obligatory

for the authority to hold regular and proper inquiry into the matter but it was

not doné; that the authority was not In possession of sufficient documentary ’

. evudence against the appellant; that the authority acted with malice and has_

un}ustly penallzed the appellant wnthout concluswety proving his gui\t and that
no meaningful opportunity of personal hearing was provided to the appellant

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

6. Learned Addl. Advocate General while reButting the arguments of

tearned counsel for the appellant: contended that entire pfoceedings were

. conducted as per law; that appellant himself submitted an affidavit supported

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

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

-

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

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

ATTESTED
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Apex Court time and again held that where the facts of the matter are not
dnsputed then, there is no need to hotd inquiry; that opportumty of personal

hearing was afforded to the appellant but he could not prove his innocence He

. requested that the appeal may be dlsmlssed with costs.

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

appellant was proceeded ‘against under Khyber pakhtunkhwa Government .

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

issued to the appellant in course of disciplinary proceedings contains a

reference of an affidavit submitted; duly signed and thumb impression by the

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

attributed to the appeliant in connection with the order dated 07.12.2020 in |

Civit Suit No. 176/1 of 2020. A detail counter version has been given by the
appeliant in his reply to the show cause notice in the métter of affidar/it. The
imp_ugned order, whereb',/, the major penalty of dismissal_from service has
been irnposeo upon the appellant is silent about the veracity of the written.
reply of the appellant to show cause notice in any way i.e. for or agalnst When
the appellant has furnished a counter version in respect of afﬁdavrt which was
taken as ground for disciplinary action-against him, the competent authonty
-before issuing the |mpugned order was supposed to “apply its judicious mmd to
the said reply and if-it would have not_beenable to discredit the said version by

any reason as to absence of further enquiry such reason should have been

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

no reason in the impugned order as to why the counter version advance by the '

appellant was not considered. We deem it appropriate to 'opser\_/e that after

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

ATTESTED
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cause notice, there was need of full-fledged formal enquiry to meet with ends
of justice. However, no such enquiry was conducted. Therefore, the imiaugned
order in absence of the formal eﬁquiw is not maintainable. the same is set
aside and the case is remanded to the competent authority for de-nevo enquiry
in accordancé with the law. The appeliant Is reinstated into service for the
purpose of enquiry. The appeal st-ands disposed of accordingly. Parties are left

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

.(AHM Er_\l)
Chairman

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)

Member(E)
ANNOUNCED
31.01.2022
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A Servme Appm! Nn /ﬁ @70//952/ “

B AL RAZA SON OF ABDUL RAZZAQ, E \-JUNIOR CLERK/ MOHARR]R Dlmucr i

U)JRTS MANSEHRA

-

VERSUS

L .’5}.._...;'..'...RESPONDENTS L

I\EC UTION PETITION/IMZPLEMEN TATION ~OF

- Respcctfully Shewcth'

. ' That the above titled senlcc appeal was ﬁled by the appellant '

\,’,

,..,.3,. . That . the aforesald Judgment Was commumca’red to the )

Qe"‘ﬁﬁ.edﬂ‘mv of judgment is annexed as ‘ajﬁnncx‘ui'-e A e on

........ APPELLANT.':' '
" IHE W()R'IHYDISTRLCT&SESSIONSJUDGI:, DISTRICT COURTS MANSEHRA AND AR

B OTT-IERS

JUDGMENT OF “THIS - HONOURABLE -COURT DATED”[ Lo
- 31.01.2022 PASSED BY HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL INTHE
" ABOVE MENTIONED SERVICE APPEAL

Wthh was’ was a]lowed by thjs honourable tnbuna] ylde onder dated



: _ Pesh S ' -
b Petmonel n pelson present M. Kabn’ullah Khattak Addl

aionowlth M1 Asui Hussaln Shah Supdt Sesmon Comt M'xmehm fn- )

re 1pondems plesent

s The petltlonel has plodueed copy oF 01de1 dated 15 09. 2202

passed by the lespondents (D1stuct & Sessnon Judge I\/]ansehla)""

vneneb* “the petltlonel was 1emstated for the _purpose oi de novo
ehquiry sublect to the fmal decmon of the CPLA No 534 P/207° lt _
1S Turther mentloned in the“order that the oack benehts and aueals of”
the o’rhcnal shal] be worked out the:eaftel It was also mentloned i
Iu ondel that the official shOuld ﬁnmsh an afhdavat/unrleuLdl\mn
Ensuring sunendel & 1etum of mv and allowances in case of clecnsnon

against hlm by the | august Supreme Comt of Pdklslcm in the said

LPL“ The 1mplementat10n of. the Judgment has app'uently been .

‘made and as regards the app1 ehension of the petltlonel that the dau of -
lm lelnb{dTEl'l'I(:‘l'lt was not - eouectly wntten m the order, whu,h '
ac mnclmg to h|m oug,ht to be the date of passaue of the: JLILJUI]N.‘nl e
~his favour. Since,- the - lmplementatlon order, in compllame ul the'
: _|udumml 01 the Tubunal is subject. to the deuswn of the dugust .
,upleme Comt ot Pakistan m the CPLA coupled with the fact tlmt th .

nnplementatlon order 1tself shows that the aneals and other tlun

v oang Lo hr.- worked out the wpplehensmn of the petmonex does nm'..,, .

amtam Even ot} 1e1wnse he was 1emstated for.-the puxpobe of de- -NOYVO.
enquiry. and i case the de-novo enqmry ends his - a\'ou. he wili
'.,dei'mrtely - get all‘ his - duejs theleattel. Dlsposed ol accoxdmg,l’y'
Censign. - S e R ' '\

3. M wwuncec/ m open ‘court - in Camp Cowr Abborrubud and
c- I P
given it der Cmy lqcmd and xseal of the Trlbuna/ on rlm 19' r/cn 07

Seprembef,, ZOW.,' L L - <

, {Kalim Arshad Khan)
Yo oawar o ' Chairman -~
. ' P*;rnh et Al‘\hr’)“”lh Al

“Tibunal.
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' Ph: 0997-301848, 0997-30492 iy
OFFFICE OF *.. \j Fax: 0997301848 L

DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE : E-mail: sessionscourt_mansehra@yahoo.dom
MANSEHRA . No»/5245-52 ID&SJII(MA) \

¢ y - -
M-’D’ s 1509 {”

ORDER.

Consequent upon the judgllnxent dated 31.01.2022 in Appeal No.
6698/2021 ‘passed by hon’ble The Khyber . Pakhtunkhwa Serviceé Tribural
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 ofﬁ01al shall be worked out thereafter. The official

named above shall furnish an afﬁdav:t/undertakmg ensuring surrender & return of

pay and allowances in case of decision against him by the augus ) Court of

Pakistan in said CPLA. : >>

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

No.j5u% - 52 / Dated Mansehra the N 15 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.
D 6. The District Accounts Officer, Mansehra for necessary action.
AQ_’ 7. Budget & Accounts Assistant for necessary action. T
8

. Official concerned for compliance.

/- District & Sessions Judge,
| Mansehra.
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. iﬁ‘ FINAL INQUIRY REPOR| DATED: 26-07-2023,
v ¥, % .

“ibn._~AGAINETIBILAL RAZA JUNIOR CLERK
e i

¥ ™

Ty , ; ’Y;N
" INTRODUETTON & .

I \I\t\lst’af‘lj;&‘é[)al*tpé;@:?‘!,:'il}quiry has been initiated against Bilal Raza.
ij’fﬁ‘ﬁi@lgf{l{xggeséltly posted a't Tehsil Courts, Balakot (hereinafier
referred to as accused official), under the Government Servants
(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 for the charges mentioned in
the charge sheet dated 15.09.2022.
BACKGROUND

b

A review petition No. 99/6 titled “My/S Saghi  Traders und
3 Contracting Vs Government of  Pakistan,  Ministry of
/ / comimunication through Secretary Ministry of communication and
/K 7oy y?  others” was filed on 21.12.2020, in the court of Qazi Adnan, the then
ot learned Civil judge-V Mansehra tor review of order dated 07.12.2020,
passed in suit No. 176/1 of 2020. Upon requisitioning original record
of the suit No.176/1, and after hearing the review petition, the learned
Civil Judge-V in Para No.3 of the order No. dated 02.01.2021 passed
sr} review petition No. 99/6 observed that;
i

/ “Perusal of record wouid reveals that the alleged ordey
. dated (7-12-2020 ought to be reviewed through instant
N s review petition is not available on original record (civil
[ suit bearing # [76/1 of 2020). however, original order
&40 dated (7-12-2020 passed by this court is available on
gu&@ record file. Exen otherwise, the alleged order dated (7-
1220200 is  neither  dictuted nor annownced hy the
wndersigned and most  importantly  nor signed by
undersigned. The alleged order dared 07-12-2026) &
signature of undersigned over alleged order ought to be
reviewed, apparently secms to be bogus ond fictitious

one.”

X Vide letter No. 300 daied 04.01.2021, Qazi Adnan the then Learned

£ ﬁ.é;‘f::\:: s oy ‘—\;\f;! Tivebrrm V7 Ndmmalean . . l . .t
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information and further necessary action. Later-on, vide letter No. 361
dated 07.01.2021, an affidavit submitted by Bilal Raza (accused
official), then attached as Muharir to the court of Civil Judge-V,
Mansehra, was also forwarded to the Honorable District & Sessions
Judge Mansehra. As per the affidavit, the aécused official confessed
tha_t | J1e engineered the torged and fictitious orde datéd 07.12.2012.
On the basis of his admission, accused official was proceeded against
departmentally by issuing him show cause notice dated 01.01.2021,
which resulted into his dismissal from service vide order dated
110.02.2021. Accused official challenged the said order before the
/? Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal in Service;Appeai No.

P 6698/2021 titled; Bilal Raza son of Abdul Razzaq, Ex-Junior Clerk/

/\, ” Muharir, District Courts Mansehra Versus The District and
™~ /

% Sessions Judge, District Courts Mansehra. The Tribuna wde its

judgment dated 31.01 2022 while setting aside the order of dismissal

from service, lemanded back the case to the competent authority for
de-novo inquiry in accordance with law.

4. Accordingly, fresh departmental proceedings were initiated by the

wmthy District and Sessions Judge, Mansehra/ competent authority

: agalmt the accused official by iss suing him charge sheet and statement

lof allegations dated 15-09-2022 and the undersigned was appoullud as

A

Inquiry Officer to probe the charges against the accused official and

o submit report within sixty days.
bk REASONS OF DELAY:
/%,,j, The reasons for deIdy 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 representative. As such,

gséﬁm.__ decisions on these applications and recording of additional evidence
7 - I L ,
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sought from time to time and the same was accordingly granted. The
last txtcnslon was granted on 22-07-2023 for fifieen days.

CHARGES

The charges levelled agamnst the accused off cna] vide charge sheet

dated 15.09. 2022, are as under-

(a)  Preparation of forged and fictitious order dated 07-12-2020 in
i Covil Suir No.176/] of 2020, titled “M/S Saghi Traders &
| tConfracting Vs. Govi. of Pakistan & others. ‘

(b}  Putting of fake signature of Qazi Muhammad Adnan, the then
Civil Judge/Judicial Magistrate-V, Mansehra and affixing seal
of the Court, on ubove rcf/éri--'ed Jorged and fictitious order
dated 07-12-2020).

(c) Arfanagffng lo get prepared the attested copy of aforesaid fuke,
Jorged and fictitious order dated: 07-12-2020 from Copying
Branch, District Courts, Mansehra.

PROCEEDINGS

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

*dcpmtmemal representative were noticed. On 28-09- 2022, accused

o Iofhual appeared and submitted his detailed defence reply to the
H 4' f

o
0.

/ charge sheet, denying the allegations levelled against him on multiple

grounds.

EVIDENCE . )

During the course of evidence the following evidence was recorded:-
PW-1 Muhammad Zuqaib Igbal KKhan, Incharge Record Room
Sessions Court Mansehra produced copies of letter No.360 dated 04-
01-2021 as Ex.PW-1/1. letter No.36l dated 07-01-2021 as Ex.PW-
172, affidavit as Ex PW-1/3, Show ( ause Notice No.3 1t dated 12-01-
2021, Order No.6 dated 10-02-202] of file No. 7/D-1 “lnquiry VS
Bilal Raza” and Office Order No.959- 64 dated 10-02-2021as Ex.PW-
11 to f\( PW-1/6, respec tively.

xﬁ"""'
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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 (7-12-2020, is exhibited
as Ex.PW-2/1. 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-Haq Computer Operator marginal witness of afﬁdavﬁ
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 submitted the same to

M. 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 thurnb impression.

- PW-4, Khuram Shehzad Khan (Reader), PW-5 Sajjad Shah

(Stenographer), PW-6 Rabnawaz (Muharrir) 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

"*-,parra.ted by the marginal witness PW-3.

i"-xW~8, Abdul Rasheed Incharge English Ofﬁce/Depaftmmtal-

| 'Ri.epresentative preduced copy of order dated 31-01-2022, of the
' Sis:rvice Tribunal through which accused official was reinstated for the

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

by the department against Judgment dated 31-01-2022, before the
Supreme Court of Pakistan as Ex.PW-8/2, appeal filed by accuscd
official before Service Tribunal as Ex.PW-8/3, or(ler\N0.15245-52
dated 15-09-2022 as Ex.PW-8/4 through which accused official was

reinstated and inquiry proceedings were initiated against him.

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

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

PW-9, Muhammad Ashraf ex-examiner of Cop) ing Branch produced

e S von Cerat Marmotrg

DEC 2023

B
13

TL}“‘ bTED afvphcatnon for obtammsf attested copies bearing No. 11335 as Fx PW-
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9/1 and copy of entry of said application in Reglstcr CD-1 as Ex.PW-
9/2.

PW-10, Kam;an Khan Jehangm In-charge Recoxd Room ploduced
Challan No.30 dated 14-12- 2020 and challan No 31 dated 26-12-2020
as EX.PW-10/1 and Ex.PW-10/2 respectively.

PW-11, Qazi Muhammad Adnan, the then learned Civil Judge-V,
Mansehra on oath stated that at the relevant time he was posted as
Civil Judge-V Mansehra; that upon institution of review petition
No.99/6 and requisition of file No.176/1 titled “Saghi Traders VS
NHA”, 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 upon interrogation, the accused
official confessed his guilt regarding preparation of forged order and
submitted confessional aflidavit, which was signed and thumb
impressed by the other court officials as marginal witnesses. The said
affidavit was sent to the worthy District & Sessions Judge Mansehra
vide letter No.361 (Ex.PW-1/2).

Accused official was given ample opportunity to cross examine all the

3‘ Lmtnesses of the pr osecution/Department produced against him, which
| iie availed by cross examining the witnesses.
RN Fheleatter accused official was given opportunity to produces the
| witnesses in his defence, if he so desires, Accordingly, total thme
witnesses (accused official included) were examined as defence
witnesses. Needless 1o ‘mention that accused official cited total 12
witnesses through list of witnesses submitted by him with the prayer
w for summoning of several witnesses through process of court which
prayer was however, declined through order No.27 dated 17.01.2023.
%/ DW-1, Syed Asif S_hah 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.

}ﬁ&?f}” TED
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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 complaint regarding his performance. That the alleged fake

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

‘-l

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 files and
also prepared challan and put the files before the pfesiclihg officer
Qazi Adnan for signature on its index, however, upon instructions of
the presiding officer, he did not consigned the disputed file as the
presiding officer intended to make some changes in the order. That on

16.12.2020, he received duly allowed application for attested copics

H'.lo[’ the order dated 07.12.2020 from one Arif Shehzad advocate,

éounsel for the NHA, upon which he took the file 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 latér-on the order was changed by the presiding officer
and file was consigned on 21.12.2020. Regarding his admission on
affidavit, accused official stated that the same was the result of undue
pressure and intimidation exerted by the Presiding officer and in order
to safe his skin, he was made escape goat. That the order was changed
by the presiding officer at the behest of a cojleague 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

“?35%‘%]}, to the Charge sheet, Review petition No. 100/6, Dak Bahi. Call

"Gy hlan

e
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Data Récord and certain applicatiolns for obtaining copies as Ex.DW-
3/1, to Ex-DW-3/5.
FINDINGS

After going through the charges levelled against the accused official,
his defence reply and the evidence brought on record, 1 intend to

record my detailed findings through the following paragraphs.

For the purpose of convenience it would be appropriate to briefly re-

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

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

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

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

~the then civil Judge on the said order, ¢) managing the copying

process and thereby getting attested the copy of forged and fictitious
order mentioned above. Evidence 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 ofiiciai. As a sequence of events it
has been further alleged that smeiling some nexus of accused official
with the said fake order, the presiding officer confronted the former
with the situation and verbally sought his explanation 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 aﬁd processed the same through
official machinery in order to pose and present it as genuine. It is
worth to mention here that accused ottficial has not straighttorwardly
denied the said affidavit, but has rather taken the plea that the same

was the result of undue pressure and intimidation exerted by the

v r} bl’resic-ling Officer and the department.

f ’L1l‘;”$w~~l
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[

During course of evidence, the department formally got exhibited, the
atfidavit (Ex PW-1/3) of the accused official, letters dated 04.01.2021
(Ex-PW-1/1) and 07.OIV.202] (Ex-PW-1/2) whereby the Honorable
District and Sessions Judge/competent authority was informed about
the foul play, besides exhibiting the genuine order dated 07.12.2020,
passed in civil suit No. 176/1 as Ex.PW-2/1 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 same was not utterly denied by the latter, the same has
therefore, attained pivotal role in the determination of instani
controversy. Witnesses of the affidavit were examined as PW-3 to
{ PW-7. Presiding officer of the court concerned was also examined as
e PW-11. Despite being sﬁbjec:ted to cross examination there is
r Db”? consistency among the witnesses of the affidavit. Nothing of the sort
b ! was extracted from any witness of affidavit which may create
., contradiction among the PWs and thereby persuade this forum to
1"‘;_disbe!icve the story of department. Al! the PWs of the affidavit have
)‘peeu consistent inter-se as regards material facts of the incident i.e.
ﬁ,iime, place, manner and attending circumstances of scribing and

/ executing of affidavit. Needless to mnention 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

kD plea of undue pressure used against him.
aned : .
%/ 3. By producing the file of main civil suit 176/t & exhibiting original
e

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

-
":"";‘\""’\\ . . . - . N NE
LSy petition No.96/6 was not genuine & did not exist on authentic judicial
7 'if;",;""' . .
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record. All other PWs examined by the department went in

concurrence with material witnesses (those of affidavit) and nothing

“incompatible was extracted from them which could cast aspersions on

the testimony' and veracity of witnesses of prime importance.
Similarly, despite availing ample opportunity of cross examination,
the accused official couldn’t suggest anything credible th'iCh could
convince this forum to disbelieve any witness of the department or
infer anything adverse regarding the credibility of any PW. Combined
effect of exhaustive appreciation of evidence produced against the
accused official by the depdrtmcnt 1s that this forum is inclined to
observé that the department has owrwhtlmmgly shifted the burden 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. -

- The burden substantlally shifted to accused official when he, instead

ot categorical denial, admitted all attending circumstances of
~e:f,\'ecuting of affidavit and took the hard-to-prove plea of intimidation

and undue pressure allegedly exerted against him. By doing so he

.f

“maximised his evidential burden and was therefore, required to come

up with clear & convincing evidence to dislodge the probability of

version of the department. The evidence led by accused official
turned out to be too little t00 small to be believed as against the
evidence of the department. There is nothing compelling in the

defence evidence of the accused which could establish with sufficient

A3
degree of probability ‘that in fact the affidavit was the outcome of

intimidation and pressure and that accused official had no nexus with

the acts of forgery, fabrication, indiscipline & foul play.

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

order was in-fact the original and genuine order and that the same was
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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.
Thereafter file remained in his custody till 21.12.2020, when it was
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 ét.tested copies from one Arif Shehzad
Advocate; he took the file to the copying branch for preparation of the
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 Ashraf, the examiner Copying Branch in
his statement as PW-9, stated that the file alongwith application for
provision of copies was brought by the accused official accompanied
by Khuram Shehzad Advocate. After preparation of copies by the
copyist, he compared it with the order on the file and it was found
*lmatc.hing with the one available on file, the signature of presiding
officer and seal of court was available on it. Application/Sawalnama
(Ex.PW-9/1) 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
Muharir of the court. At the relevarit time file was not consigned to
record room rather remained in custody of the accused ofﬁci:a\l 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 file was
purposely. 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 onc hand, the accused official has taken the plea that

file was not consigned upon instructions of presiding officer as he

EAT r ifﬂ‘i‘;;*?!mndcd 10 make correction/chances in_the arder whila an tha athar
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hand on 16.12.2020, accused official upon ap'plication processed the
file for preparation of attested copies. Had any such instructions been
given to the accused official, he would have not processed the
apphcatmn or at least would have brought it into the knowledge of the
presiding officer before taking the file to the copying branch for
preparation of the copy of order (fake). This aspect of the matter
makes paradoxical the defence plea under discussion and reveals the

inherent inconsistency in the stance of the accused official.

The file was consigned to record room on 21.12.2020, and it is
admitted position that at the time of consignment, the original ovder
(Ex-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

% ra ,w},"; initially while awarding penalty of dismissal from service to the

b’

1"

accused official, the matter was also reported to the DPO Mansehra

. for criminal action who further forwarded it to Anti-Corruption

Establishment, however the criminal proceedings could not reached to

R

idgicai conclusion for the reasons that the original of the fake order

; u}% missing/mot available, due to which the same could not be

\ eritied through forensics. This fact is also reflected in the fact 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 finding inquiry, the
learned inquiry officer also fixed responsibility upon accused ofticial
and observed that the original of the fake order was replaced on file
with original Order after obtaining its copies before consigniment. All
events leading to the foul play ie. 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
file remained in custody of the accused which fact also associates him

against him.

AN,
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The accused official ﬁirthe'r 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 infirmity 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.

.dl

Degree of probability of the stance of the department:

As is ascertainable from the discﬁssion 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

g e
A e L
o

’j."u, i T S
R v(ﬂ“m‘
i

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

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

K¥ind of relief to a successful party has to be commensurate with the

fdegree of probability of the stance of the successful 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 impactful and instrumental in the proof of version

%
of the departinent. Had it not been for the affidavit Ex.PW-1/13 the

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

allegations 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

probative value of the evidence makes the case of the department onie

n/‘f‘just fair and moderate probability. In simplest terms, it is observed
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A

that case of the depa\f‘u‘};ent is proved to a degree of probability which
is moderate and is Ieségt' than any higher degree. As | am advancing
towards recommendations part of instant inquiry it is just and fair to
record here that weighing on extent of recommendations | have also
taken into consideration the fact thai by tendering aforementioned
affidavit the accused official actually helped the department to prove

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

RECOMENAIOINS

\

19.  Keeping in view the above findings, the char\ges levelled against the
accused official stands proved and he has b:een found guilty of
misconduct as defined under Rule 2(I) 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
awarded penalty of withholding of promotion for a period of 3

- years as provided under Rule 4 sub-rule (,l)(a')(.ii:)' of the Government
Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 it further,

recommended that the accused official may also be kept under strict

%

observation during the period of penalty.

e

Report is submitted for. further appropriate order, please e
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o4 Subsequently the said Presiildm,g pfﬁcer vide letter No. 361, ,f*
: vibe * (AN
, dated 0701 2021 Ex PW 172) fo

!
| dpdi the zafﬂdavrt (Bx PW 113)
] | sublnttted bykaTcused ofﬁcral Bllal,l \a;zei‘, acpbrldmg to which accused "
, byl i '

ofﬁctal accepted that he has prepare ed'the fake and factrtrous order in

S o RIS

the referred surt as well as affixed bogus srgnature of the then learned

P Crvrl Judge-V/lJudlcral Mag1strate-]ﬁ,‘i ‘lil}lla;t%ehra and affixed seal of r,
the court. He alsoladmitted that/he gOt: its ’attested copy from copying ~ 1“’*

branch Drstnct'Courthansehra\ wl ‘chl1 thet colllusron of one Iftikhar l»

X | Clerk of counsel of pllamtlff in aboxlr'e'i rnpn‘tronedi suit. The affidavit wk«

| ; was signed an? thumb nnpressec% b| whtnes‘stes namely Ehsan-ul-Hag - P

o ! Cornputer Operator Khurram hahzad Semor Clerk/Reader Sajjad '-72%
| i ! . Shah Steno Typrst Rab Nawabl Atlached Muhamr and Muhammad {E
3

o ' 1K
B Shoarb Narb Qasrd to lthe court of 1v11 Judge—V Mansehra. He was,

|
thus proceeded agamst ~ !l P ‘, I.

1
% : . 5 : The accused/ official preferred appeal agamst said dismissal

1der beforte ‘the‘ Hon ble Kh‘y“ber ’Pﬁlchtlllnkhwzlx Service Tribunal,
Sl

Peshawar whrch. was partially acclepted i vide ' judgment dated

31 01 20221(Ex PW 8/1), whereby lh.rlsicase we‘rs remanded to the
competent authouty for de-no{lt‘) nqulul ! irnhaccordance with law and
Co | 1accused/ofﬁcla'l.iwasl 1ernstatedl n.‘t‘rl'rie Is?lr;vrce for the purpose of..
' i inquiry. Latcl,r1 :on the acculsl:d/l fﬁcral also preferred execution.
. i petrtron # 344 of 2022 for unpllnn\er\rtl'\troni of above order of Hon’ ble'
!
|

__.ﬁ_'_

Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Service 1Tribuna1 Peshavx;ar The department'

preferred CPLA # 534/P of 2022 before august Supreme Court of

'! :

l K Paklstan (appellate Junsdtctrcin) agalnst the 1b1d Judgment/order of
' | b

b +the Hon’ ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Serv1ce Tr 1buna1 Peshawar, which

HinE

- .I o s pendrng' \ \1' i \\ 1
’ : . ' 0 ol
S b 6! hellaccused was reinstate !

1

.__-
petamhay

! l

Ve
in Iserv1ce in compliance with

f'+

j u 1
the ibid Judgment and fresh 1lnqupy ‘1 l1r.n ate!d by appointing Mr.
! : ki
y jSa_]ld Ameel‘n ! !Ctvﬂ Judge-II l\’f1 isel a as Inquiry Officer, the:
i ' | :

el qoi

| statement of allegattons and char sheet were served accordingly.’

@ :
Ofﬁce1 received Fe}:\)" ,l‘t tt'rlre charge sheet and list of
11 '

- witnesses subnntted by the accused/ofﬁcral and department. After

e ———— - ===

) The Inqun'y

e
39) rnent duly cross examined by
aE
MR by O
P | (Contd)
| ,
vl . . o

i . .
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the accused : at length and reeordmg idefense viersmn the mquuy Y] ;f;

ofﬁcer subrmttedfhls report on 5. OlS ]2023 L
| 7. Before prooeedlng fu‘rtlhelr w1|th ‘the matter it was referred to‘
o ! Hon ’ble Peshliwdr ngh Court] Peis 1|awar for gurdanee as to whether .
: ; the matter ! shoulgd be procee jed or kepﬁ ‘ pendmlg until the final

A

i
y

5 | deerslon of 1b'd CPLA The Hon'"bl 'Pe ,shawar Hrgh Court, Peshawar

i
v1de letter # 43?7/ADMN D:iltled 12 02 2'023 responded that since

. . order of KP Servrce Tribunal dllrerl,tlmgi de-novo mqurry has not been
: ‘ IEE | '

suspended by the, apex court as suchr 't%rere appears no justification to.
I Paldb 0
S halt the 1nqu1ry proceedmgs for.mc eﬁnrte pe'riod! of time. Therefore,

i further p.1oeeed1ngs were mrtra{ed ' : t .t i
. . 1 i '
8. Th'e ﬁndmgs and 1ecomr
; Lol |i : b
N reproduced as under - !
i . I3
“Tkﬁ c/zarge [evelled; aglamst the accused/oﬂ‘ icial stands
i ]
N 1 proved and he ‘has been founI },rluzhjyiof mzs-conduct as defined
T ! N
undel Rule' 2 (1) of the Gove}nmt‘znt Servant (Efficiency -and

v : - ‘I“

Dzsczplme Rules, 201 1). Howw}el 5 or, the teason dzscussed in para

14 .
e L hae b

i

,.'- '

rdations of; inquiry officer are
e

P = J—
NI < S
RNt Pk

3K
# 17 aboveut lS I ecommendedithat he mayibe awarded penalty of

wzthholdmé promotzon Sfor a| penodllof Three,Years as provided

undel Rule 4 sub rule (1) (a) (L " 'of the. thd Rules. It is further

i I 1;
lecommended that tlze accused/o ff dlal may also ’be kept under strict

r' ,.,.

observation du‘iuizg the period |of penalty . i
AN P
9. Vrdle-oirder dated 1

5109 2023,;|1t wasi observed that the

|

f f

| inquiry was ‘conducted in accorldance wrth the procedure prescribed .
|

L |
b by the Rules and!the accused o ﬁcral wasl afforded full opportunity of

. i o . l (

RIS P hearmg ThlIIS by l concurrnlg WIItIh the above findings &
L T .

"r ;,;—!i, B , ' recormnendatrons of the 1earned mqulry ofﬁcer the charge against’

P
o

. L} accused/ofﬁcral \:Nas found prcved Accordmgly, he was served with
: - |
the final show cause no‘ne \|J]Dder Rule 14 (4) of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa (Efﬁcrency and Drscfphnie Rules 201 1), stating therein

_-CD_

as ‘to why anyone or rn01e of the enaltres specrﬁed under Rule 4 of

the said Rules should not be nnpos.,d uphr‘l him. "I'he accused/official
J || ' |» |!|
submitted hlS realy to the ShO\lh .causi)ie notice. He pleaded to be a
17
dutiful ofﬁcral who had never ll)een 3gu11ty of misconduct or
f ‘ . i

l v | .
mefﬁcrency durrng his service| ' 1 S
t !

i
i
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10. H_e was glven ample opr ortlumty durmg personal hearmg
' ¥ J A
whelem he rlarmed‘ that the| affidavit ' (Ex PW~1/3) was obtamed*

ﬂ om him by

undue mﬂuence IHe1 further stat

without hls' 'ﬁee consent and for th

|
further adde:ll that statement’s

contradlctory and the Iorder dat
is the real order whrle the ord

one prepared

by ithe then leame
y: th d

he underwent 'fmancral crises

himself at the
1 1.

Aﬂer gomg through

i
account all: the attendmg circumst

.

accused ofﬁ01al has been guilty

afﬁdavrt tendered by him haL

course of i mquuy, partlcularly whe
of the w1tnesses concerned or{the
be estabhshed by the accused
of the said afﬁdavrt as a result c’>f

presrdmg ofﬁeer hs nht enough

. ]
fmdmgs of leamed inquiry of

the then learned (,

°d 07
,r (B

&

appearances bef01e different fonllml

of

Ire

for

ﬁce1

e

{

i

1vil

i Judge v, IMansehra through
I

It"

e" sake

| :>f 1PV}13 of I the affidavit are
2020 (Ex PW 2/3, fake order) .
X} ‘PW 2/1 orlgmal order) is fake -

oy
'12'
befr
i

P

N

1

bore‘t mental\agony due to his

smce hls1dlsmlssa1 and lastly put

mercy of the court be mg»umocent |

e a

i
entiré record and taking into

ﬁ

u

Bl

ees it 1s amply proved that the

slonably been

no malaﬁde or ill-will on the part

f

presrdmg ofﬁcer concerned could

[ i

ofﬁc1al The mere iplea of submlssmn

ndue mﬂuence or pressure of the

exoneratlon from the charge. The

i
based upon proper app1e01at10n of thc facts and the evidence on

record. It is. pertment to mention

li.l

denied - execution  of the very ?fﬁ

personal ltearing andi'm his repiy
reiterating the"p}
whic burden he
proceedings. | ' | |

12.. Tholugl'!t th(ia charge of
t 1 I

pressure, \thich
" I

]ement vrew is takenun 1mposrt10n'

opportumty tclﬂthe accused ofﬁclzral

[ !
ways Accorc

period of two

3 > TRy (i) of thie K ber Pakhtunkhw
%‘&h/blscrplme)

Ru?les 2011 is a]w‘ar

drbe

A
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1
ea of its executlc

cou

mgly, 1inmor penattylf ot

[ ,

years, .w e.f this order m accordance with Rule 4 (1)
i

:

=

a
d

that the accused official has not

da\?t‘elven durmg the course of
bill
0. th"
h
n 5under mtnmdauon and undue

' "1

>how cause rather kept on

fl i
W f

‘penalty so as to afford an
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Govemment Servants (Efficiency

ed cl’ld amposed upon the accused

A'E'. ,'!"."'5 !

(Contd)

:l1 that he tendered the affidavit
]of: honor of his court. He .

,1v11 Judge-V ' Mansehra and that

Halleged mlsconduct The very

l h“

l proved during the

*are well reasoned detailed and'

‘,r drs‘cha1ge durmg the

fot reformatlon and to mend hrs .

of w1thholdmg promotion for a.
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official Bllal Ragza Junior Clerk'/ \/Iu‘}’l%rrir i The matter of b%«t :
t, ’ \ '0 4
benefits of the o’ffimall shall be taken:ug aiifter decmon of CPLA No} bt
' 534-P of 2022 pendmg before t‘he eiugu;?t Supreme Court of Pakistan. "! ¢ .,_ 1
l= 1'h ‘I ' i
The office is dlrected to mmat]z'a rllec '§sary corre::spondence in this
Loy
respect and forward a copy of thls (,) de;:: I as’ Fwel] as the office order to
)y ‘ :
follow to the ofﬁce of the Advocate' ‘Ciieneral Khybe1 Pakhtunkhwa
P I e
. through pr ope1 channel for mfom'latzon' ﬁmd approprlate action.
i
' 13. Copy O’f t}us order Ibe: forwarded to the Budget and
' ¥ Accounts A331stant of this estabhsl?merllt for necessary action. Copy
; be 'placed on pensonal ﬁle/serv'ic&la 'eccrd .of t}*e official. File be
| handed,o_ver, tio,the chharge Englgs , cl't'ﬁc?ff e.cystody and its
'i consignment after: completion of [due:prgce
- X ] H
: Announced @ [, ! S
bo29012023 ' ) ‘le‘t-ur—Rehman
. . vl Dlstrlcﬂ& Sessions Judge/
’ ‘ | } . Conipetent Authorlty, Mansehra
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OFFICE OF THE :

DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE
MANSEI-IRA :

OFFICE ORDER

.ii

Whereas, Mr Bilal Raza, Junior Cl

é'lu . ] “ - -y b
;i IPh: r0997 301848 0997-304924 ’

S,

Fax 099730 1848

i |
sheeted vrde order bearing No 15260 68 dated 15. 09 2022 on account of preparation of fake
& fictitious court order dated:- 07 12 2020, m suit No] 176/01 trtled” ‘M/s Saghi Traders &

Contractrng Vs Govt of Pakrstan & Others”, p ttin‘

Ed

fake srgnature of Qazi Muhammad

Adnan the then Civil Judge-V, Mansehra affixi !seiel of the Court on the above referred

forged and ﬁctrtrous order and managmg to get p-epar,d Lits attested copy, and the inquiry

|
into the matter was directed by appomtrng Mr. ‘oajrd Amm, %Crvrl Judge-1I, Mansehra as

mqurry ofﬁcer

! Whereas, the 1nqu1ry officer

with procedure prescnbed & thereby found! the'

|
.conducted. the inquiry in accordance

i
accused official guilty of the
|

allegations ' enumerated in :the ,charge sheet 1 ar’r:l lrecommendecl minor penalty of

vrithholding promotion for a penod of three yeairs

!under Rule-4(1)(a)(11) of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efﬁcrency & Dlscrplmar.y) Rules 2011.1 s

"Whereas, I bemg satisfied, tha It.he
with the procedure prescrlbed and by affordmg fair

nqulry was conducted in accordance

ot

?pportumty of defense to the accused

official;: concurred with the ﬁndmgs thatthe accused 1 is guer of the charge of misconduct.

8 i
[

Whereas, he was served with
of the 1b1d Rules and also heard i rn person

! Whereas, reply &to the above s
ground nor he could satisfy durmg personal hearing a

and innocence. : t ;

minor penaltv of wrthholdmg of promotron for

PR ¢ .

—BTT
s

o

‘ shdw c'%mse notice under Rule 14(4)
| I )
P

4
IR
cause notice does not reveal any new

out ',his un-established persistent plea

v

T
[

Now 5 therefore I, as Comp e;tent Authority! award & impose upon him

order, in accordance with Rule~4(1)(a)(u) of the 1b1d Rlllles :

PP

No. 38 53-55 / Dated: 3q1 November 202
Copv forwarded for information to-

! !
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A e e

The Inquiry Ofﬁcer/le Judge-II Marrsehra. |
ra. |

2 The Budget & Accounts Assrstant Mahse

3 Mr ‘Bilal Raza, Jumor Clerlg? m Eg i
Chirt

4. .Office Record § (Bxaminer Sassion|Cl
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a_period of two years w.ef _this

) Zia-ur-Rehman
- District & Sessions Judge,
S Mansehra
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| TMENTAL PROMOTION -
5 comn'r'rm: OF THE T BSTABLISHMDNT OF THE

DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE, MANSEHRA.

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

Judge, Mansehra pn’f6.@)3 /atp\-i& S‘-\,M The following attended the

’*..: \i.*"

l‘

‘%>
S

meeting,

Chairman,

I & Sl?smns Judge, Abbottabad.
Membermg: of Peshawar High Court, Peshawar

e

3. Mr Abdul Qayum Siddiqui, Addltlonal District & Sessmns Judge-VI,
Mansehra.

2

.

“Member/Nominee of District & Sessions Judge, Mansehra.

.. The meeting started in the name of Allah Almighty. The chair

& welcomed the participants. |
The following posts were lying Vacant and to be filled by way of

promotion.

S. No. - Post. - BPS : VYacancies.

1. Assistant " 16

\
XK*’:”\} 2. Senior Clerk. | . 14

ASSISTANT (BPS-16).

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

e year 2021, one Shakeel Akhtar, Senior Clerk was at the top of semonty ’
%0 be considered for promotnon to the post of Asmsjtant (BPS- 16) U
' : | : .4}.;,.,V‘

; This post fell vacant due.to retirement ofiMr. Mufeez-ur-Rebfs
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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 regard, perusal of record comprising PERs and service record of Senior
Clerk namely Shakeel Akhtar transpires 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 that pendency of departmental inqﬁiry could not be considered to
withhold promotion of an official. In this 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
[Karachi] and PLC.(CS) 2018 Peshawar Note 66. Therefore the
committee unanimously recommends Mr. Shakeel Akhtar, Senior Clerk

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

SENIOR CLERXK (BPS-14).

At the very outset of the proceedings Superintendent put up an
application submitted by M. 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 aftér his re-

instatement by the leamed Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service tribunal on

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

committee unanimously was of the firm view that till date attested copy of the
judgmeént referred by the applicant has not been obtained nor produced before
the competent authority for consideration, hence at the moment the applicant
is not in service nor in the seniority list due to which could not be considered
for promotion amongst the candidates in the list.

Tt is also observed that Mr. Tahir Mehmod Qurashi and Mr. Shahzad
Asghar (at serial No. 03 and 06 of seniority list respectively) had received

adverse remarks by their reporting and countersigning officer for the year
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unanjmously recommende

¥

d by the committee to be considered for

promotion amongst the candidates in the seniority list.

1ikeiy to be vacant due to reti
(BPS-14) on 31.03.2022 in

The committee was inform

consideration became 08.

of the following se
recommended for
' basis of seniority
recommended fo
notification by competent authority,
was unanimou
£ retirement of Syed Abdul Ali Shah, Sénior Clerk (BPS-14)
t on 31.03.2022. The following officials/junior clerks (BPS-11)

on account O

unanimously recommended by

The relevant r

senior clerk (BPS-14).

ed that one post of Senior Clerk (BPS-14) is
rement of Syed Abdul Ali Shah, Senjor Clerk
the same financial year, therefore the same post
. was also unanimously recommended to be considered for promotion amongst

the candidates in anticipation. Hence total number of available posts for

ecord including seniority list, PERs and service record
nior most Junior Clerks (BPS-11) were considered and
promotibn to the post of senior clerks (BPS-14) on the
cum fitness. The officials at serial No. 01 to 07 were
r promotion with immediate effect from the date of

whereas the official at serial No. 08

slj recommended for promotion with effect from 01.04.2022

were

the committee for promotion to the post of

S. # | Name and designation Recommended for promotion 1o
' the post ’
01 | Yasir Mehmood, Junior Clerk | Senior Clerk: (BPS-14)
(BPS-11) : :
02 | Muhammad Junaid, Junior Clerk | Senior Clerk (BPS-14)
(BPS-11) | - '
03 | Tahir Mehmood Qurashi, Tunior | Senior Clerk (BPS-14)
- | Clerk (BPS-11) . :
04 | Rashid Ali, Junior Clerk Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

(BPS-11)

Syed Tasaddaq Hussain Shah,

Junior Clerk (BPS-11)

Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

Shahzad Asghar, Junior Clerk

Senior Clerk (BPS-14)

(BPS-11)

7aheer Abbas, Junior Clerk Senjor Clerk (BPS-14)
(BPS-11) ‘ -
Qaiser Shahzad, Junior

Clerk(BPS-11)

Senior Clerk (BPSg{L)?”‘
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The meeting ended with a vote- of tharks to and from the Chair.

“

26™ March, 2022,

hdul Qa
Addl’uonal Distri

m Siddiqui i

¢ Sessions Judge-VI Addltlonal District &8essions Judge
lansehra - . ’ Abbottabad

(Mcmber/Nommee of D&ST) : s/Nominee of PHC, Peshawar)

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

No.324r&— G 7 [ Dated the Mansehra 2.5 March, 2022.

Copy forwarded for information to:

The Remshar Hon able Peshawar High Court, Peshay -
Members of the Departmental Promotion CommitgSe.
. Office copy.

W R —

District & Sessions Judge.
- Mansehra(BPS-
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0997 301848 0997 304924 A
1997301848 i
OFFFICE OF THE il: sesslonscourt _mansehra@yahoo.com ;
DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDwe Wit 2SG-72 DESJ(MA) Gy
MANSEHRA Dated 281 63 12022

O¥FICE ORDER.

Consequent upon recommendations of the Departmental Promotion Committee,
made in its meeting held on 26.03.2022, the following officials from serial No.01 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 élld condition as given below:-

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

2. Mr. Muhammad Junaid s/o Ghulam Mustafa, Junior Clerk/Reader to the -
Court of Civil Judge-X1, Mansehra.

3. Mr. Tahir Mehmood Qureshi s/o Shafique-ur-Rehman, Junior Clerk/Typist
to the Comt of Civil Judge-X11II, Mansehra.

4. Mr. Rashid Ali s/o Abdul I(halig, Junior Clerk/Typist to the Civil Judge-XI,
Mansehra.

5. Syed Tasaddaq MHussain Shah sfo Syed Abbas Ali Shah, Junior
Clerk/Moharrir to the Court of Civil Judge-I/Tudicial Magistrate-I, Mansclua

6. M. Shahzad Asghar s/o Ali Asghar, Junior Clerk/Moharrir to the Court of
Sepior Civil Judge (Judicial), Mansehra.

7. Mr. Zahecr Abbas s/o Muhammad Nazir, Junior Clerk/Moharrir to the Court
~ of Additional District & Sessions Judge-II, Mansehra.

8. Mr. Qaiser Shalzad s/o Mehioo® Alam, Junior Clerk/Typist to the Court of
Civil Judge-XII, Mansehra,

TERMS AN CONDITIONS.

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

The officials shall be on probalion' for a peried
another year.

ear, extendable to

Their inter-se seniority shall remain intact.

— (Zia-ur-Rehman)
' District & Sessions Judge
' Mansehra
No.3259-72, Dated Mansehra the 28 March, 2021,

Copy forwvarded 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, Mansehra for necessary action.
5. The Budget & Account Assistant/Civil Nazir to the court of { Judge, Mansehra
for compliance,
6. The newly promoted officials (by name) for compliance. '
7.  Office co
py. Vz‘f o 5\;)/
District & Sessions {udge

Mansgehra

¢

‘//‘K" /)
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MINUTES OF MEET]NG OF THE DDPARTMENTAL PROMOTION'
.+ i COMMITTEEOF THE ESTABIISHMENT OF THE
DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE MANSEHRA
. ’ . l
: i Subject 1neeti1;1fg \'Wis held in the cha:inl’)er; of, District & Sessions -
‘ i Ll ! IR I ; P
‘& -Judgg{, Mansehra on 10'.122202.2 at 9:00, AM. |[The flollo,wing attended’ the .
R : :: / I’ it ) | ! |
:3« meetl'!ng. RS ' . . :] 'r
= 1.; Zia-ur-Rehman, Disﬁ-ict, & Sessions J1adge,'Maﬁsehra.
, ‘j ‘ R t ‘ IL , ": 1 i Chairman,
5 S 2 Syecl Arif Shah Addxtlonal District & Sesismns Judge Abbottabad
. .t - , ’ . ]
; | | Member/Nommee ofi Ha ’ble Peshawar szh Court, -
: | : Peshawar ! m" ; i ' i-’ I . *’ [
L. | .' : ) : ' i
z | 3'; Mr! Wajld Ah;/;&ddltloxial District & Sessmns Judge—IV Mansehra
N ¢ ;i Tl '
i Member/Nommee 0 Dzstrzct& Sesszons Judge, Mansehra. .
. ,l il L ‘
i LE R (R '1 l I v
'f The meetmg EStal't“d 1ln the name|of] Al]all Almlghty The chalr
: N welc%med ‘the pam(:lpants P el ' ,
; | : The followmg posts were lying Va;:énjc and to be jfllled by .way of
, ' | ] I' '
, p101not10n S e f I BN R ‘
j R 1 I
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S. No. } ZP st. ! | l 'BPS Vacancies.
k iy | : s |
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Senlor Scale Stenog: apher (BPES-IG)..

1 !~.
l . . '. |,.;

UQ. - -
»-g........

EE@ T e —
...__.—-D b~y - -

; { ) ! ,
}}‘ : . fOne pr01not10n post of ‘Senior sclale5
.' fallhng vacant on 31 03i2022 as Mr. Tuf ail, i
¢! : P I
TR !16) W1ll be: supelannuatllng' on 30 03.2022! a}n'c!L prese ently one post of Senior
o i HASIE

[ .
e scale stenographer of. 1mt1f11 recrultment is lyin'g;-vacant as Mr Jameel Ahmed .

LAy

apher (BPS 16), WJII be
cale stenographer (BPS- '

-

-—{
=+

10

N4
. ."__"."_:

:“I

(Slemc’yr scale stenographer) Jomled Servuﬁ a't ;Hpn ble Pes}‘nawar I—hgh Court.

lfallmg n sa.r,ne ﬁnal.nelal ,year is taken in first
e t

mstance due to the mstant iDPC and recrultment postlshall be filled in near ,

,i i [‘ ! 1 I l
futule The comm1ttee w‘as a‘tppnsed that as per's, _monty list for the year 2021,
THSsE
~h

‘s" "o ;'[ i

!
one Waheed Ahmed Jumloxg scale stenograpt‘n,ef was at the top of seniority list

1

to ‘be! cons1dered for pr omotlon to the postl of s'emo .iscale stenographer (BPS-

The promotlon case’ bemg

CD::._

l“()—""‘”/

.' .16) In this 1egard perulsal 'of record co | pr1<ing BE_RS and service record of

- ' o R ”'| ]

!
t : ‘,
~nN -above named Junior scale stenographer .rarsplres" that there is no- adveérse f

irémarks agamst him and [hel was found fit fo fr;yp‘rorpotlon For assessment of
shortI[hand and typmé,?él%ﬂl:s hle was und'er‘gc‘)':nje:l to Short Hand and Typmg '
!a{)ltlty test‘ -and his pe]ljfd%maxltce was flonlrc;i J':jsatlsfa?tory Thereafter, thel
comnnttee unammou'sl?f;1§e:commends t\':;lr3 \!N;Theed !Ahmed Juniér Scale:
teno1g1apher (BPS- 14') for .promotlon ] the postl of ‘Senior scale |

MEERE
l.

.' ' stenoglaphel (BPS 16) w1th immediate effelc

ok

.
3 i

;. | I + !

[

' [

———— —,

'
H

) y | o oo
B n 'Note: Though 1t ]s! not relevant but Mr.*tftb:dul,li{ak'e'em (serial No. 4 -

ad in the order c i hierit frc')m Mr Ishtiaq Ahmad
(seual No. 3) but mentloined at' serial N'o'.4', 'howeve1 it mlght be- due to the =
date of assumption of the charge. The ,eoilll'rnlttee 1ecommended that ‘this

I 3
sy . l

0._.

on the senlouty hst) is ah

I-U

1ssue needs to be talcen ehife ofiwhi}e circul tmg fresh Semol 1ty list.
. l 3

T
ix S 1t
ENIOR CLDRI( (BPb 14)

|

.,.-_._m_“._

}
t
| uy
|
A ; |
\ :! . '-,' i.'Ii ! :1. oo . K
/| ) : i N . 1 ) vt L}
AR\ I The comm1ttee dis :pssed application|of|Mr.| Bilal Raza who would be;:
y v . n , ; ; ‘ A . I H L
lj 1 Ig o« J i : [ | X I

I

|

i

o
!
. Tl |
the senior most Jumor:._.C erk had he | been included  in the semorityl hst :
' ."' i . [ i
.

I { ;
.‘ i

. l 2 . .
*7 Accordmg to the reeord he was dlsmlssed frcm_ service. Ean 10. 02 2021, however '
Y | ’ T '

. ty ’i ' | it I . , ! ! ) [
- Vlde 01der dated 15. 09 2022[ 1n the light Oﬁ VT CtthtOf KP Selrwee Tribunal dated '
' s . T ) A
; ; o i‘" o ll-':l b t ] : Sooab o
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tio n petition N.o.le'3’4/22 regardmg his conditional
g q ! ! :;ﬁ“ t" l '
fa i SEb 1 .l I I . . . -
iy JE’J ' 1mplementat10n (remstat'eirnent), he was reinstated subject to decision of CPLA'I
I I 1y | ’Jj! 1y E ', , )
l N ! L

g

.- oy

At
!

1L 1Y L . -
} ; ; No 534 P of 2022 pendmg. before the august Supre?Je pomt of Pakistan. In his

Iy _
appl1cat10n dated Ol‘ll 2022 he prayed |for his conmderatlon for promotion

-

belng the sel‘l;lor most 'Jhmolr clerk on the r'o!‘l.:
'il The' comrmtteef 'thor:oughly dlscu%se

1 vt SEK
onolus1onI that althouglh Ip:endelllcy of dlsc;lpl’
or defeunent accordlﬂg '!to‘ ipara V (A) (ii~|) ol’
_ mor% an iihpediment 1n 1thpe ]\;vay’of proma t1:on 'l
of worthy Super101 Co 11:*t’s;as already dl[scus!;i
' f
it !
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' departmental plomotion comrmttee In its last 1f1feT
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1 However CODSIdBIIfl'Il g the pre—requlsites',' for «
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sxde’ra’don for promotion'
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i

of a cand1date the comn{ I ee z'manimouc ly dec1clled that
" : i (i1 ! !
b i | . ! 1 N
e ' Jumol Clelk does not quahfy the criteria fcl)r prhgllotlpn on- ‘two grounds. :
. " 1 H
O j ] I '
Fustly, the semonty!hst,releva}nt for the 1')ur ose! is'thiat of the year 2021 whlch
1 ; 1 )
i 15 ] (] !
was.’notlﬁed 1n1t1ally'm th_e "Jan‘uary this y.lear by then'he was-not in’ serv:ce
lv f' i ! i f ) B
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the 'ap"plic'a'nt Bilal Razd
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'so h1s name has not beeniineluded in the 'senic
N .

{ . ) t

L Sec’ondly," the 1'equisile PER/ACR for thel. year
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l'h]'s c_ase for considerati
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’-' :;;'?" however they were appomteid in the District Iludlclary Mansehra in the year
3K ‘ ) i
I = il
H h 2008 by the way of transfer andl they were p .aeicd ratr the bottom of the then
' , X i D o .'
semonty list. | n !I'f : l"! L o
: L8 A TN ! ,I« .
! . .o r ’!E ! T
§ It is pertinent to'mension that minor; p enalty was awarded to Mr. Abld, '
\ | n' ’ i “ , : 1 .
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! %021} Shafqat Ali, Jurlnori'Cletk (BPS-r Slei: or C‘lerk (BPS 14)
i ) ”.‘ ].].) R .I ! l
;] 1034 Muhammad ':‘-I\J/I?S;‘?Od; Junior | Sltle 1gr Ollfertk (BPS-14)
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Clerk

(BPS-11)

‘Muhammad

Shabbir, . Junior
ST '
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1Clerk (BPS 14) .
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Abid Hussain-II
(BPS-11)

t Tunior Clerk
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‘Seruor, Clerk (BIi,S 14)
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DASTEA), 1

il
agamst the vacant p sts'? Tl é

' condrtxons noted ds bélow - 1' ,

‘1.1 Mr Abld! I-Iussa

! ,f:.Dntedr r:z'

/ 1:) /2022‘ SRt e

'
BT TEHOPMSAING SO AN S

. .
.
1 ’

n the recommendatlon of ,Departmental Promotron Committee,
D 12 2022 the followmg Jumor Clerks (BPS- 11) are. promoted
mor Clerks (BPS 14) wrth immediate effect, on the terms and

!, : Cod - '
: oy :
| :

District & Sessrons Judge, Balakot. Co -

2.0 Mr. Shafqat ll s/o Mubammad Youms, Junior Clerk/Muharrir to, the Court of

. Addrtronal Drstrrct & Sessions Judge I lI\/Iansehra ;

3. Mr Mulnmmad Masood s/o Gulam Mustafa, Junior Clerk/Muhamr to'the |
- Cour’r of Adch{r’onal District & Sessrons Judge-VI Mansehra. ' |

; . r |
i

i
1
'

\

4. Mr. Muhammadl Shabbir s/o Yar Muh'\mmad Khan, Junior Clerk/Muharru

! to the Court of! :A

dditional Drstrlct & Sessrons Judge-I1I, Mansehria P
' |

5. Mr. Abid Hussam-II s/o NaJab Khan, Junior Clerk/Moharrir to ;the Court 6f

5 Judrcral Magrstlrate-l Mansehra

TERMS! AND CONDITIONS

. P,
i . . ]'
1 ot

o The promot orn shall be governed by {he prevailing Service Rules prescrrbed by
the Govemmenlt bf Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and august Peshawar Hrgh Court,
, Peshawar and amended from trme to trme
i) The officials shall be on probation for a period of one year untrally and if their
' performancé 1fourrci not satlsfactory, the probation period may be e)\tended for
further one year , : SRR
iii)  The' conﬁrmatron of the officials; shall be subject to acqursrtron of minimum’ IT

proﬁcrency %md

1mprovement in therr typing s

iv) . They shall contmue their duties on ther existi ts, ti urther orders.,

V) They shall be |

accordingly ddmibsible.

| }

!
l

!

0.18805 -1Y4 /D&SJ(MA) 'Dated: ;;z /December/ 2022. ' '

Copy forwarded for mformatlon to: - f, o . : o

entitled to revrs ed’

L (Zn ur-Rm'm) ' , -
! - ‘ District & Sessions Judge,’
' ' M‘msehra , | :

The Regrstrar,‘Peshawa!rlr Hrglh Court, Peshawar. . o ' :

The Members of Departmental Promotion Commrttee

1

2. |

3. The District Accounts Ofﬁcer Mansehra fot necessary action.

4. The Budget &; Accoun"Assrstant/Crvrl Nazrr to the court W\lil Judgg,

for compliance. .. i

AN

Office copy.

| |
! . !
L)
4 | t

| I‘

| i ,
The newly promoted ofﬁcra s (by name) for corinpliance.\

Mansehra

i | SR |
' oy | Distr ict & Sessions Judge,

Manschra.

mI-I s/o Muhamrmd Anwar , Junior Clerk/Muharrir to the |
Court of Addrtrlona‘rl

|

i - Email: sessnonscourtymansehra@yahoo COIn o
| No. JBRG5 - 14 /D& TR B
!

4
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. Ph: 0997-301848, 0997-304924

OFFFICE OF THE . Fax: 0997301848 :
. g ; Email: sessionscourt_mansehra@yahoo.com -
PISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE . 7,
MANSEHRA . No. 10)9 - 55  /D&SI(MA) |

Dated: 06 / 01 [2023.

s P — il

R
$agd

e ve o e s e e co— p—

All the Judicial Officers,
District Mansehra

Subject:  FINAL SENIORITY LIST FOR THE YEAR 2022."

Enclosed find herewith final seniority list prepared after disposal of

objections, of the officials of this establishment, for the year 2022 and final

common Seniority list"of Class-IV employees, of both the establishments, L.e.
. Districl & Sessions Judge and Senior Civil Judge(Admn) maintained for the

purpese of Promotion to the post(s) of Daftri and Record Lifter for information
. . //
and communication to all the staff members posted in your respe/ctwe’éourts.

!
Encl: 4s above. (Zia-u -R‘jullall)
District & Sessions Judge,
Mansehra.

No. 1056 -5F / - Dated Mansehra the_ 06, February, 2023.

Copy forwarded for information to:

The Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Mansehra.
The Director, Human Resource & Welfare, Secretariat of])irim Yy,

Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.

g —

District & Sessions Judge,
Mansehra.
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SF SNIORITY LIST OF THE ESTABLISHMENT. OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE,
MANSEII.RA FOR THE YEAR 2022, -

i SR. )} T - of Official Academic Date of Date of 1% Date of Remarlks.
! Ho. T Qualification | Birth entry in | appointment
/ District in present
f Judiciary on | position
' regulay (BPS- )
: hasis
SUPERINTENDENT (BPS-17)
(. | Asif ¢{ussain Shah. [M.A, LLB__ [20.03.1970 [01.09.1989 | 03.12.2004 [
ASS‘lSTANT/READER/CLER]( OF COURT (BPS-16)
1. Jumna Shahzad. Bed. LLB. 01.09.1982 | 20.05.2011 20.05.2011
M. S¢ )
2. Abdut Rasheed. M.A 03.05.1986 20.05.2011 20.05.2011
3. Fayvaz Afzal. VLA 08.06.1971 23.10.1993 20.03.2010
4, Showlatl Ramzan. - Malric 02.04.1965 08.12.1984 16.06.2015
5. MnLammad Fanif. Matric 01.01.1964 | 02.02.1983 18.10.2016.
6. Bluiammad Ayaz. B.A 20.03.1964 23.06.19838 19.08.2017
7. | Gyed Yousaf Shah. M.A 02.03.1969 | 23.06.1988 | 03.11.2018
5. Pftikhar ali Shah. 1D.Com 16.12.1966 | 23.06.1988 10.10.2020
9. Shaitee) Aldhtar. Matric 15.02.1974 | 20.02.1992 28.03.2022
. BUDGET & ACCOUNT ASSISTANT (BPS-16)
7 T Sheraz Ahunad. [5.Com. LLB_|03.03.1981 | 01.10.2003 [26.05.2018
SENIOR CLERS/READERS (BPS-14)
1. Baidtinr Ahmed. F.A 04.02.1969 | 02.02.1995 01.09.2003
2. Fauhammad Jamil. A 03.03.1975 | 19.11.1995 02/09/2003
A, i“hwrrun Shahzad. B.A 10.04.1976 | 19.11.1995 02.09.2003
4. iivhammad Amir. Watric 07.04.1970 | 20.11.1995 19.08.2017
3. pulammad Ayub. Matric 20.04.1967 18.12.1990 30.03.2011 -
I8 6. Baidar Xhan. B.A 07.01.1972 | 18.03.1998 30.03.2011 .
g 7 | Muhammad Ashraf-il. | B.A 14.03.1971 | 20.09.1995 | 30.03.2011 5‘.,;;.3::‘3}.,““"
NN Judgments of Service
d | i Tribunal and CPLA
) l;\\ 6 | Ayaz Khan. Matric 70041977 | 04.10.2001 _ | 30.03.2011
FF o [ Mubammad Salif.___| Wiatric 02011980 | 04.10.2001 _ | 30.03.2011
. b" 10 s Melimood. DAL 02.02.1978 04.10.2001 30.03.2011
11. | Mauhammad Qaiser. Matric 18.01.1979 | 08.02.2002 30.03.2011
17 ftahammad Shalique. T.A 11.02.1979 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
113 s hdud Baseer BA 06.01..1980 | 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
14, ] Tarviq Javed. B.A 11.04.1966 | 09.10.1998 16.06.2015
15, | Fomrean Jehangari. Matvic 06.04.1974 | 24.04.2000 18.10.2016
16. | Wtabashir Hussain. A 25.05.1978 | 23.01.1999 17/03/2018
i7. w1 oaib Lgbal. M.A 06.03.1980 | 17.02.2001 03.11.2018
(5 | Ghalgut-ur-Rehman. | T.A 08.03.1978 | 26.05.1999 | 03.11.2018
19, 1A abarak Hussain. 1D.Com 13.05.1977 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
V0. | i Quiser. M.A 30.03.1978 ! 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
AR Utilchar. B.Com, LLB | 02.05.1981 01.10.2003 10.10.2020
22 uklhiar-c-Alam. F.5¢ 15.01.1975 01.10.2003 06.03.2021
72 1Wasic Mchmood. M.A, LLB 20.04.1979 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
74 |“Mubhammad Junaid. B.A 01.08.1979 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
25 Tahir Mehmood Qureshi. ML.A, LLB 08.02.1979 01.19.2003 28.03.2022
26 Hashid Ali. MA, DIT 19.04.1979 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
27 ) & Tasaddag Hussain Shah. | TT.A 02.02.1976 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
8 Shahizad Asghar. D.Com 12.03.1976 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
29l Zaheer Abbas.’ A 10.03.1983 1.10.2003 23.03.2022‘
| {Yaiser Shabhzad. D.Com 29.12.1980 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022

-
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11 117 20772
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: P JUNIOR CLERKS (BPS-11)
1. |BilaiRaza & [ D.Com 78.09.1982 | 01.10.2003 | 01.10.2003 k"
1 2. Muhammad Rizwan. Matric 10.04.1983 14.12.2001 30.03.2011 i
3. Muhammad Akram. | Matric 21.01.1967 | 08.12.1983 | 30.03.2011 g
: 4. Khursheed Anwar. Maltric 01.12.1971 13.12.1995 30.03.2011
5. Naveed Jqbal. Matric 20.12.1974 14.04.19906 30.03.2011
6. Mubammad Naeem. Matric 19.02.1979 11.07.1998 30.03.2011
7. Jamit Ahmad. Matric 08.10.1976 03.10.2001 30.03.2011
8. Shahab-ud-Din. Matric 01.01.1976 09.10.2001 30.03.20113
9. Qari Noor Rehman. Matrie 01.01.1971 { 09.02.2004 | 30.03.2011 o
4 10. | Muhammad Niaz. Matric 13.04.1973 | 01.10.2003 | 30.03.2013
11. | Zaheer-ud-Din. Wlatric 31.10.1978 | 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
; 12. | Aurangzeb. Matric 05.04.1970 |{ 01.10.2003 30.03.2011 i
L 13. | Muhammad Darwaish | B.A 11.05.1987 | 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
14. | Sohai} Khursheed. B.Com 25.03.1991 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
15. | Waqas Ahmad. D.Com 02.02.1991 |} 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
16. | Ali Saleem. T.A 27.10.1989 18.05.2011 - | 18.05.2011
17. | Muhammad Ansar. B.Com 08.02.1984 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
; 18. Muhammad Shakir. Matric 28.04.1979 08.10.2001 14.01.2013
| 19. Muhammad Rashid. A 01.04.1972 16.01.2002 14.01.2013
20. | Nayyar Khalil. Matric 15.10.1975 | 01.10.2003 14.01.2013
| 21. | Muhammad Asil.” Matric 04.04.1983 | 01.10.2003 | 14.01.2013
2 Amjid Ali. Matric 26.10.1978 09.02.2004 14.01.2013
23. | Rab Nawaz. =~ Matric 10.01.1980 { 04.12.2004 17.03.2018
24. | Ghulam Nabi. F.A 05.12.1973 | 20.11.1995 | 30.04.20%3
25 Muhammad Fayyaz. | Matric 13.01.1979- | 09.02.2004 30.04.2013
20. Marriuvm Qureshi. B. Sc 28.04.1994 1§ 09.01.2019 09.01.2019
27. | Raeesa Bibi VLA 01.03.1990 | 07.01.2019 07.01.2019
28. | Muhammad lmran M.Com 14.04.1989 07.06.2013 09.04.2019
29. Assad Iqbal’ BCS (Houns) 16.07.1993 | 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
30. | Attig-ur-Rehman B.A 07.04.1993 | 13.04.2019 13.04.2019 ]
31. ! Riasat. M.Com (DIT) | 16.03.1996 | 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
37. | Imtinan Malik Mujahid | MA 23.04.1995 | 26.02.2022 | 26.02.2022
3. Umar Khalid. BBA 05.03.1995 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
| 34. | Liagat-ur-Rehman. M.Com 28.04.1995 18.09.2017 30.06.2022
34, Muhammad Shakeel. [ MS 31.12.1992 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
36. Tasneem Ahmad. BS 05.12.1997 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
37. | Muhammad Zakir. BS 18.09.1998 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022 .
3§. | Bilal Ahmad. B.com 13.09.1991 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
39. Rizwan Wali. MSC 28.03.1990 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
49. Syed Umair Ali Shab. M.Com 22.021992 04,10.2017 30.06.2022
A4 Usama Tariq. HSSC 24.07.1997 |} 30.06.2022 | 30.06.2022
42, Noman Asghar. BSCS 15.10.1994 30.00.2022 30.06.2022
43. | Muhammad Ejaz. BS 16.01.1999 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
44 Shujah Ali Shah. B.Com 22.02.2000 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
D'j puhammad Nazakat Khan | MS 20.11.1990 24.09.2022 24.09.2022 L
46 Amjid Hussain Malric 15.10.1982 | 09.02.2004 12.12,2672 Coyrection made
\747 Sadagat Ali Matric 23.08.1986 | 25.03.2005 12122022 i

el

. . 'ﬂih .
District & Sessions Judge

Mansehta



Ph 0997 301848
Fax: 0997301848 \_‘
E-Mail: sessionscourt_mansehra@yahoo. com’

No_ 70/~ 22 IDESJI(MA)
Dated_ .32/ __©J  [2021

R

All the Judlcla] Officers,
District Mansehra

Subjec:  (SENTORITY LIST FOR THE YEAR 2020
&, - - C - . ———

Memo:

Enclosed find hexemth semonty list prepared after disposal of objections,

of the officials of this establishment as well as common seniority list of class-IV of the

establishment of Senior Civil Judge, Mansehra, for the year 2020, for information and

communication to all the staff members posted in your respective courts.

Encl: As above. . _ (@m)
: ~—District & Sessions Judge

Mansehra

No. /2 Y / Dated Mansehrathe 3 ©  January, 2021.

Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to:

Super intendent of this office for communication to all the
officials of this establishment.

(Suha T—é%ra;z %oor Saani)

District & Sessions Judge
Mansehra

19/ot [yeni
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\ " ,. snmomfry LIST o}? THE ESTABLISHMENT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, MANSEHRA
. 1, FOR THE YEAR 2020,
~ ?;3:%""[ L ‘ ‘ :
TSR | Name of Official Academic Date of Date of 1¥ | Date of Remarks.
/ : No. Qualification | Birth entry in appointment
v . District in present
- Judiciary on | position
‘K .o regular (BPS- )
7 S basis
5 ’
. SUPERINTENDENT (BPS-17)
5. | Asif Hussain Shah. | MLA, LLB [20.03.1970 ] 01.09.1989 [ 03.12.2004 |
ASSISTANT/READER/B&A ASSISTANT/CLERK OF COURTY (BPS-16)
1. Mufeez-ur-Rehman. F.A 08.04.1963 19.04.1982 01.09.2003
2, Jumma Shahzad. Bed.LLB. 01.09.1982 20.05.2011 20.05.2011
M. Sc
3. Abdul Rasheed. M.A 03.05.1986 | 20.05.2011 | 20.05.2011
4, Fayyaz Afzal. M. A 08.06.1971 23.10.1993 | 20.03.2010
5. Shoukat Ramzan. Matric 02.04.1965 | 08.12.1984 16.06.2015
6. Muhammad Hanif. Matric 01.01.1964 | 02.02.1983 18.10.2016
7. Muhammad Ayaz. .1 B.A 20.03.1964 | 23.006.1988 19.08.2017
8. * | Sheraz Ahmad. B.Com. LLBE | 03.03.1981 01.10.2003 26.05.2018
9. Sycd Yousaf Shah, M.A 02.03.1969 23.06.1988 03.11.2018
10, | Iftikhar Al Shah. P.Com 16.12.1966 | 23.06.1988 10.10.2020
3 SENTOR CLERS/READERS (BPS-14)
!
1t Shakeel Akhtar. Matric 15.02.1974 | 20.02.1992 01.09.2003
2! Bakhtiar Ahmed. F.A 04.02.1969 | 02.02.1994 01.09.2003
3. Muhammad Jamil. Matric 03.03.1975 19.11,1995 02/09/2003
4. Khurram Shahzad. Matric 10.04.1976 19.11.1995 02.09.2003
S Muhammad Amir. Matric 07.04.1970 | 20.11.1995 19.08.2017
- 6. Muhammad Ayub. Mairic 20.04.1967 | 18.12.J990 30.03.2011
7. Baidar Khan, B.A 07.01.1972 | 18.03.1998 30.03.2011
8. | Muhammad Ashraf-1l. | B.A 14.03.1971 | 20.09.1995 | 16.06.2015 e e (4013
e e ot
. e
. et KPR
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9. | Ayaz Khan. Matric 20.04.1977 | 04,10.2001 | 30.03.2011
10 Muhammad Sakif. Matric 02.01.1980 04.10.2001 30.03.2011
11. | Nasir Mehmood. DAE 02.02.1978 | 04.10.2001 30.03.2011
12 | Muhammad Qaiser. Matric 18.01.1979 | 08.02.2002 30.03.2011 N
13 | Mubammad Shafique. | F.A 11.02.1979 | 01.10.2003 | 30.03.2011 [N
14. | Syed Abdul Ali Shah. | Matric 10.10.1963 | 04.02.1984 | 06.09.2001 A7~ ™
15. | Tariq Javed. B.A 11.04.1966 | 09.10.1998 | 16.06.2015 / 1y I
16. | Kamvran Jehangari. Watric 06.04.1974 | 24.04.2000 | 18.10.201¢ A &
17. - | Mubashir Hussain, F.A 35.05.1978 | 23.01.1999 | 17/03/2018, L SIS
18. | Zugaib Iqbal D.Com 06.03.1980 | 17.02.2001 03.11.2018 il A N
'19. | Shalqat-ur-Rehman. | £.A 08.03.1978 126051099 | 031120187 8L < §
0. | Mubarak Hussain. D.Com 13.05.1977 | 01.10.2003 | 19.02.2019 X ¥ 3
21. | Mr. Qaiser. M.A 30.03.1978 | 01.10.2003 | 19.02.2099" &
22. | Htikhar, B.Com, LLB | 02.05.1981 | 01.10.2003 10.10.2020 N
23, | Post lying vacant. Y,
’ L JUNIOR CLERKS (BPS-11}
1. Fakhar-e-Alam. ¥.Sc 15.01.1975 | 01.10.2003 01,10.2003
/&// /e 2. Yasir Mehmood. M.A, LLB 20.04.1979 01:10.2003 01.10.2003
7 3. Mulammad Junaid. LA 01.08.1979 | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003




7% 2520
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A% ] Tanic Metimood Qureshi 55031979 101102003 | 01.10:2003 |
. 5.7 | Rashid Ali. 19.04.1979 | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003 '
[ G~ | S-Tasaddaq Hussain 02.02.1976 | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
. 4 Shah. . )
7. A Suahzad Asghar. D.Com 12.03.1976_ | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
g/ | Bilal Raza. D.Com 28.09.1982 01.10.2003 01.10.2003_°
9. | Zaheer Abbas. Matric 10.03.1983 | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
10. | Qaiscr Shahzad. P.Com 29.12.1980 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
11. | Abid Hussain-L Matric 01.01.1980 22.10.1998 22.10.1998
12. | Shafqat Ali. DAE 13.10.1973 . | 30.03.2004 30.03.2004 \
13. | Mubamnad Masood. | B-A 21.03.1975 30.03.2004 30.03.2004 ]
4. Mubhammad Shabbir. | B.A 13.01.1978 17.10.1998 17.10.1998
15. Abid Hussain-IL f.A 06.03.1975 22.09.1993 2.09.1993
16. Muhammad Rizwan. Matric 10.04.1.983 14.12.2001 30.03.2011
17. Muhammad Alcram. Matric 21.01.1967 08.12.1988 30.03.2011
18. Y hursheed Anwar. Matric 01.12.1971 13.12.1998 30.03.2011
19. | Navced 1qbal. Matric 20.12.1974 14.04.1996 30.11.2011
20. Muhammad Naecm. Matric 19.02.1979 11.07.1998 30.03.2011
21. | Jamil Abmad. Matric 08.10.1976 | 08.10.2001 30.03.2011 |
212. Shahab-ud-Din. Matric 01.01.1976 09.10.2001 30.03.2011%
73, | Shabir Ahmad. Matric 01.04.1972 | 24.10.1995 30.03.2011
24, Quari Noor Rehman, Matric 01.01.1971 09.02.2004 30.03.2011
25 Muhammad Niaz. Matric 13.04.1973 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
26 Zaheer-ud-Din. Matric - 31.10.1978 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
27. | Aurangzeb, Matric 05.04.1970 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
28. | Muhammad Darwaish | B.A 11.05.1087 | 18.05.2011 18.05.2011 |
29. | Sohail Khuysheed. 13.Com 25.03.1991 18.05.2011 18.05.20114 ____‘\
30. | Waqas Ahmad, D.Com 02.02.1990 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
31 Ali Salcem. ¥.A 27.10.1.989 18.05.2011 18.05.2011 j
32, | Mullammad Ansar. | B.Com 08.02.1084 | 18.05.2011 18.05.2011 ]
33, | Muhammad Shaldr. | Matric 28.04.1979 | 08.10.2001 14.01.2013
34, Wiuhammad Rashid. ¥.A 01.04.1972 16.01.2002 14.01.2013
35, | Nayyar Khatil Matric 15103975 | 01102003 14.01.2013
6. | Muhammad Asif. Matric 04.04.1983 | 01.10.2003 14.01.2013
37. | Amjid Al Matric 26.10.1978 09.02.2004 14.01.2013
38. | Rab Nawaz. Matric 15.04.1074_| 04.12.2004 17.03.2018
39, | Ghulam Nabi. F.A 05.12.1973__| 20.11.1995 30.04.2018
[0, | Mubammad Fayyas Matric 13.01.1979__| 09.02.2004 30.04.2018
41| Sana Bib M. Phil 01.01,3992 | 11.01.2019 11.01.2019 i\
22 | Macrium Qureshi. B. Sc¢ 58.04.1094 | 09.01.2019 09.01.2019
43. | Raeesa Bibi M.A 91.03.1990 | 07.01.2019 07.01.2019 R
| 44 Muhammad fmran ™.Com 14.04.1989 07.06.2013 09.04.2019 s
{45 | Assad lgbal B. Sc 16.07.1993__| 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
46 Attig-ur—Rehnmu B.A 07.04.1993 13.04.2019 13.04.2019
47 Rinsat. B.Com 16.03.1996- 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
48 Vacant ' ]
49 Vacant
50 Vacant
e S
(smﬁaﬁ?smﬁ%mﬁ)
District & Sessions Judge
ﬁ}”/ Mansehra
' 30}1[202
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g SENIORI’I‘ Y LIST OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE, MANSEHRA FOR

THE YEAR 2024,
SR. | Name of Officia) Academic Date of Date of ¥ Date of Remarks,
No. Qualification | Birth entry in appointment
District in present
Judiciary on | position
regular (BPS- )
basis
SUPERINTENDENT (BPS-17)
L.___| Asif Hussain Shah.  [M.A, LLB ] 20.03.1970 | 01.09.1989 1903.12.2004 |
ASSISTANT/READER/B& A ASSISTANT/CLERK OF COURT (BPS-16)
f. Mufecz-ur-Rehman. P.A 08.04.1963 1 19,04.1982 | 01.09.2003
2 Jumma Shahzad, Bed.LLB. 01.09.1982 {20.052011 | 20.0820t1
M. Sc
3, Abdul Rasheed. M.A 03.05.1986 | 20.05.201t | 20.05.2011
4. Favyoz Afza), M.A 08.06.1971 | 23.10.1993 20.03.20t9
s, Shouknt Romzna. Mutrie 02.04.196% | 08.12,1984 16.06.2015
6. Muhommad Haaif, Matric 01.01.1964 | 02.02.1983 18.10.2016
7. Mohammad Ayaz, B.A 20.93.1964 | 23.06.1988 19.08.2017
8. Syed Yousaf Shah. M.A 02.03.1969 | 23.06.1988 03.11.2018
9. | Intikhar Ali Shah. D.Com 16.12.1966 [ 23.06.1988 _{ 10.10.2020
BUDGET & ACCOUNT ASSISTANT (BPS-16)
L | Sheraz Abmad. 1B.Com. LLB [03.03.1981 [01.10.2003 | 26.05.2018 |
SENIOR CLERS/READERS (BPS-14)
1. Shalce] Akbtar. Matric 15.02.1974 | 20.02.1992 | 01.05.2003
2. Bakfitine Ahmed. F.A 04.02.1969 | 02.02.1995 | 01.09,2003
3. Muhammad Jamil. F.A 03,03.1978 | 19.11.1995 | 02/0922003
4, Khurrmmm Shahzad. B.A 10.04.1976 | 19.11.1995 [ 02,09.2003
S, Muohammad Amir, Matrie 07.04,1970 | 20.01.1995 19.08.2017
6. Muohammad Aynb. Matric 20.04.1967 18.12,1990 30.03.2011
7. Baidar Khan, B.A 07.61.1972 1 18.03.1998 | 30.03.201 1
8. | Mubammad Ashratil. | B.A 14.03.1971 |20.09.1995 [ 16.06.2015 :_..."’."..'&.....m..
“Shbommad Libwsf v Cong
o
T
..-.--A"':‘.".'L':
9. Avnz Khan, Matrle 20.04.1977 | 04.10.2001 |} 30.03.2011
10} Muhammad Sakit. Matrie 02.01.1980 | 04.10.2001 | 30.03.2011
11. | Nasir Mchmood. DAE 02.02.1978 | 04.10.2001 | 30.03.2011
12} Muhammad Qaiser. Matric 18.01.1979 | 08.02.2002 | 30.03.2011
13 | Mohammad Shafigue. F.A 11.02,1979 | 01.10.2003 | 30.03.20(}
{4, | Syed Abdul Af} Shah, | Masric 10.00.1963 | 04.02.1984 ] 06.09.2001
15, | Tarig Juved. B.A 11.04,1966 | 09.10.1998 16.06.2015
16. | Kamrun Jebaupari. Matric 06.04.1974_ | 24.04,2000 | 18,10.2016
17. | Mubashir Hussain. F.A 25.05.1978 | 23.01.1999 17/03/2018
18, | Zuqaib Igbal. M.A 06.03.1980 17.02.2001 03.11.2018
19. | Shafgat-ur-Rehman, | F.A 08.03.1978 | 26.05.1999 | 03.11.2018
20. | Mubarnk Hussaln, D.Com 13.05.1977 | 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
21, | Mr. Qaiser, M.A 30.03.1978 | 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
22. | inikhar. 8.Com, LLB | 02.05.1981_} 01.10.2003_| 10.10.2020
2). { Fakhur-e-Alam. F.Sc 15011975 | 01.10.2003 | 06.03.2021
JUNIOR CLERKS (BPS-11)
1. Yusir Mchmood. M.A,LLB 20.04.1979 { 01.1D.20083 01.10.2003
2. Muhammad Jupaid. 13.A 01.08.1979 1 01.10.2003 | 01.10.2003
3. Tahir Aetmood Qureshl, M.A, LLB 08.02.1979 | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
&, Rashid All. MA, DIT 19.04.1979 | 01.10.2003 01.10.2003
5. S/Tasaddaq Iussain Shah, { F,A 02,02.1976 | 01.10.2003 } 01.10.2003
6. Shahzad Asghar. D.Com 12.03.1976 | 01,10.2003 | 01.10.2003
7. Zaheer Abbas. F.A 10.03.1983 | 01.10.2003 | 01.10.2003
8. Qniser Shalzad. N.Com 29.92,1980 | 01287003~ | 01.10.2003




— { N /’i‘);';‘
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. ,“ 9., | Abld Hussain-l Matric 01.01.1980 | 22.10.1998 | 23.102003
“\ . 0. | Shalgat Ali. DAE 13.10.1973 [ 30.03.2004 | 30.03.2004
. - ﬁ tl. | Muhammad Masood. | B.A 21.03.1973 { 30.03.2004 | 30.03.20604
' 12. | Mohammad Shabbir. | B.A 13.01.1978 17.10.1998 17.19.1998 ';:lnl:!ftr from
Tim,
13. | Abld Hussain-10, P.A 06.03.1975 ] 22.09.1993 | 22.09.1993 Transfer from
Bnthnm.
14. | Muhammasd Rizwan, | Matric 10.04.1983 | 14.12.2001 30.03.2011
15. | Muhammad Akromy, | Matric 21.01.1967 : 08.12.1988 | 30.03.2011
1S5. ! Khursheed Anwar, Matric 01.12.1971 {.13.12.1998 | 30.03.2011
17. | Naveed ighal, Matric 20.12,1974 [ 14.04.1996 | 30.03.201)
18. | Muhammad Nacem. Matric 19.02.1979 1 11.07.1998 | 30.03.201¢
19. | Jamil Ahmad. Matric 08.10.1976 | 08.10.2001 | 30.03.2011
20. Shahab-ud-Din. Matric 01.01.1976 ! 09.10.2001 30.03.2011
21. | Shabie Ahmad. Matric 01.04.1972 | 24.10.199% { 30.03,2011
22, | Qari Noor Rehman. Motric 01.08.197¢ | 09.02.2004 { 30.03.2011
23. | Mubsmmad Niaz Matrie 13.04.1973 | 01.10.2003 | 30,03.2011
24. | Zaheer-ud-Din. Matric 31.10.1978 | 01.10,2003 30.03.2011
25. | Auranpzeb. Matric 05.04.1970 | 01.10.2003 30.03.201%
26. | Muhsmmad Danweish | B.A 11.05.1987 | 18.05.2011 18.05.201}
27. | Sohnil Khursheed, B.Com 15.03.1991 | 18.05.2011 18.05.201!
28. | Waqns Ahmad. D.Com 02.02.1991 18.05.2011 18.05.201 L
29. { All Saleem, P.A 27.10.1989 18.05.2011 18.05.2011
30. | Muhammad Ansar. B.Com 08.02.1984 | 18.05.201% 18.05.2011
3L, } Muhammad Shakir, Matric 18.04.1979 | 08.10.2001 14.01.2013
32. Muhammad Rashid, F.A 01.04.1972 16,01.2002 14.01.2013
33, Nayyar Khalil. Matrc 15.10.0975 | 01.10.2003 14.00.2013
34. | Mohammad Asif. Matric 04.04.158) | 01.10.2003 14.01.2013
35. 1 Amjid Ali. Matric 26,10.1978 | 09.02.2004 | 14.01.2013
36. | Rab Nowaz. Malric 10.01,198¢ | 04.12.2004 | 17.03.2018
37. | Ghulam Nabi, F.A 05.12.1973 {20.11.199% | 30.04.2018
38. | Mubammud Foyysz.  § Matrle 13.01.1979 | 09.02.2004 { 30.04.2018
39. | Sona Bibf M. Phil 01.01.1992 | 11.05.2019 | 11.01,2019
40. | Marrium Qureshi, B. S¢ 28,04.1994 | 09.01.2019 | 09.01.2019
43 Raccsa Bibi M.A 01.03.1990 | 07.01.2019 { 07.01.2019
42. | Muhammad Imran M.Com 14.04.1989 | 07.06.2013 | 09.04.2019
43, | Assad Igbsl BCS (Hony) 16.07.1993 | 09.04,2019 09.04.2019 !
44 | Attig-ur-Rehman B.A 07.04.1993 113.04.2019 | 13.043010 |/
45 | Riusut, M.Com (DIT) | 16.03.1996 ] 09.04.2019 | 09.04,2019 -]

District &éﬁons Judge

Mansehra
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! - All the Judicial Officers,
District, Mansehra.

Subject: FINAL SENIORITY _IST FOR TH ’i? YE ’-‘;R 2822

Enclosed find herewith final seniority list prepared after dlsposal of
objecuons of the officials of this establishment for the year 2023 and final common
seniority list of Class-IV employecs of both the establishment i.e. District &
Sessions ' Judge & Senior Civil Tudge (Admn) maintained for the purpose of

promotion to the post(s) of Record Lifter, Daftri & Junior Clerk for information and

(Zia ur Rehman) -
District & Sessions Judge
Mansehra

Ne. 2390/ Dated at Mansehlahe 01 April, 2024/

Copv_forwarded for information to;

1. The Director Human Resource & Welfare, Secwtax*at of Digtrict Judiciapw;
Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
£ >

\ District & Sessions Judye
Mansehra



P (=0

TENTATIVE SENIORITY LIST OF THE ESTABLISIIMENT OF DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE,
MANSEHRA FOR THEXYEAR 2023,

SR. { Name of Official Academic Date of Date of 1" | Date of Remarks.
No. Qualification | Birth entry in appointment
District in present
Judiciary on | position
regular (BPS- )
basis
SUPERINTENDENT (BPS-17)
1. _| Asif Hussain Shah, | M.A,LLB__ | 20.03.1970 ] 01.09.1989 [ 03.12.2004
ASSISTANT/READER/CLERK OF COURT (BPS-16)
1. | Jumma Shahzad. Bed. LLB. 01.09.1982 [ 20.05.2011 | 20.05.2011
M. Sc¢
2. | Abdul Rasheed. M.A 03.05.1986 | 20.05.2011 | 20.05.2011
3. | Fayyaz Afzal, M.A 08.06.1971 [ 23.10.1993 | 20.03.2010
4, Shoukat Ramzam . Matric 02.04.1965 | 08.12.1984 | 16.06.2015
S, Muhammad Hanif. Matric 01.01.1964 | 02.02,1983 18.10.2016
6. Muhammad Ayaz. B.A 20.03.1964 | 23.06.1988 19.08.2017
7. Sved Yousaf Shah. M.A 02.03.1969 | 23.06.1988 03.11.2018
8. | IMtikhar Ali Shah. D.Com 16.12.1966 | 23.06.1988 | 10.10.2020
9. Shakeel Akhtar. Matric 15.02.1974 | 20.02.1992 28.03.2022
BUDGET & ACCOUNT ASSISTANT (BPS-16)
i | Sheraz Ahmnd. [ B.Com.LLB [03.03.1981 [01.10.2003 | 26.05.2018
SENIOR CLERS/READERS (BPS-14)
1. | Bakhtiar Ahmed. F.A 04.02,1969 | 02.02.1995 01.09.2003
2. | Muhammad Jamil. F.A 03.03.1975 | 19.11.1995 02/09/2003
3. | Khurram Shahzad. B.A 10.04.1976 ! 19.11.1995 02.09.2003
4. ! Muhammad Amir. Matric 07.04.1970 | 20.11.1995 19.08.2017
5. I Muhammad Ayub. Matric 20.04.1967 18.12.1990 30.03.2011
6. , Baidar Khan. B.A 07.01.1972 | 18.03.1998 | 30.03.2011
7. | Muhammad Ashraf-1l. | B.A 14.03.1971 | 20.09.1995 30.03.2011
8. I Avaz Khan. Matric 20.04.1977 | 04.10.2001 | 30.03.2011
9, Muhammad Sakif. Matric 02,01.1980 | 04.10.2001 30.03.2011
10 Nasir Mehmood. DAE 02.02.1978 04.10.2001 30.03.2011
11. | Muhammad Qaiser. Matric 18.01.1979 | 08.02.2002 30.03.2011
12 Muhammad Shafique. F.A 11.02.1979 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
13 Abdul Bascer BA 06.01..1980 | 01.10.2003 30.03.2011
14. | Tariq Javed. B.A 11.04.1966 | 09.10.1998 16.06.2015
15, | Kamran Jehangari. Matric 06.04.1974 | 24.04.2000 18.10.2016
16. Mubashir Hussain. F.A 25.05.1978 | 23.01.1999 17/03/2018
17. | Zuqaib Igbal. M.A 00.03.1980 | 17.02.2001 03.11.2018
18. Shafqat-ur-Rehman. F.A 08.03.1978 26.05.1999 03.11.2018
19. Mubarak Hussain. D.Com 13.05.1977 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
20. Mr. Qaiser. M.A 30.03.1978 01.10.2003 19.02.2019
21. | Iftikhar. B.Com, LLB |{02.05.1981 | 01.10.2003 10.10.2020
22. | Fakhar-e-Alam., F.Se 15.01.1975 | 01.10.2003 06.03.2021
23 Yasir Mehmood. M.A, LLB 20.04.1979 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
24 | Mubammad Junaid. | B.A 01.08.1979 | 01.10.2003 | 28.03.2022
25 Tahir Mehmood Qureshi. | M.A, LLB 08.02.1979 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
26 Rashid Ali. MA, DIT 19.04.1979 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
27 S.Tasaddaq Hussain Shah. | F A 02.02.1976 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
28 | Shahzad Asghar. D.Com 12.03.1976 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
29 Zahcer Abbas, F.A 10.03.1983 | 01.10.2003 28.03.2022
30| Qaiser Shahzad, D.Com 29.12.1980 | 01.10.2003 | 28.03.2022
(3t Abid Hussain-1 Matric 01.01.1980 | 22.10.1998 12,12.2022
32 | Shafqat Al DAE _ [13.10.1973 30032004 12122022
33 _ | Muhammad Masood. | B.A | 21.03.1975 T30 fianns i
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JUNIOR CLERKS (BPS-11)

., MW%“J
S DilalRaz N7 ] D.Cow 1 28.09.1982 |0 ; :g;gg? 35032011
_TI%-‘M Muhammad Rigwan. Matric 10.04.1983 53'12';933 W
”J-.#—- Mulhammad Akram. Malric 2““-’96;, ]3']2'")95 30.03.2011
"o | Kuwrsheed Amwar.__ MAe 0L 1996 | 30.03.2011
" Naveed Igbal. Matric 20121970 1o o on | 30.03.2011
6. | Mubammad Naceni. Matric 19-02-1?79 08.1002001 30.03.2011
. [ Jamil Ahmad. Matric 08.10.1976 YT T Y ER—
8. Shahab-ud-Din. Matric 01.01-1(97(’ 09.02'2004 ] 30.03.2011
9. Qari Noor Rehman. Matric 01.01.1971 01-1 0'2003 30.03.2011
10. | Muhammad Ninz. Malvric 13.04.1973 01 " 0.2003 30.03.2011 ]
11. | Zahcer-ud-Din. Matric _311,1_(2_'.9_7§—- 0|.l0.2003 30.03.2011 —
12. | Aurangzeb. Matric 05.04.1970 . .20“ 5.05.2011 ]
13. | Muhammad Darwaish | B.A 11.05.1987 | 18.05. 18.05.2011 IS
14. | Sehail Khursheed. B.Com 25.03.1991 18.05.201; 18.05:20” E—
15. | Waqas Ahmad. D.Com (2)-2’?(2]:33; :ggggg:] 18:05-20“ .
. i Saleem. - E.A s —
:fl) I[:luﬁamnmd Ansar. B.Com 08.02.1984 18.05.2011 18.05'23:; ]
18, | Muhammad Shakir. Malric 218.04.1979 08.10.2001 14.01'2013 ]
19. | Mubhammad Rashid. | F.A 01.04.1972 | 16.01.2002 14.01. ]
20. | Nayvar Khalil. Matric 15.10.1975 01.10.2003 14.01.2013 ]
21. | Muhammad Asif. Maltric 03041983 | 01.10.2003 | 14.01.2013
22, | Amjid Ali. Mutric 26.10.1978 | 09.02.2004__ ] 14.01.2013
23. | Ghulam Nabi. F.A 05.12.1973 ] 20.11.1995__| 30.04.2018
24. | Mulammad Fayvaz | Matric 13.01.1979 | 09.02.2004 | 30.04.2018
25. | Marrium Qureshi. B. Sc 58.04.1994 ] 09.01.2019 | 09.01.2019
26. | Racesa Bibi M.A 01.03.1990 | 07.01.2019 07.01.2019
27. )} Mubammad hnran M.Com 14.04.1989 | 07.06.2013 09.04.2019
28. | Assad lgbal BCS (Hons) | 16.07.1993 | 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
29. | Riasat, M.Com (DIT) | 16.03.1996 09.04.2019 09.04.2019
30. | tmtinan Malik Mujahid | MA 73.04.1995 | 26.02.2022 | 26.02.2022
3. Umar Khalid. BBA 05.03.1995 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
32. | Liagat-ur-Rehman, M.Com 28.04.1995 | 18.09.2017 | 30.06.2022
33. | Muhammad Shakeel. | MS 31.12.1992 | 30.06.2022 | 30.06.2022
34. | Tasneem Ahmad. BS 05.12.1997 [ 30.06.2022 | 30.06.2022
35. ! Muhammad Zakir. BS 18.09.1998 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
36. | Bital Ahmad. B.com 13.09.1991 | 30.06.2022 | 30.06.2022
37. ' Rizwan Wali. MSC 28.03.1990 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
38. | Syed Umair Ali Shah. | M.Com 22.021992 04.10.2017 30.06.2022
39. | Usama Tariq. HSSC 24.07.1997 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
40. ‘ Noman Asghar. BSCS 15.10.1994 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
41 ! Muhammad Ejaz. BS 16.01.1999 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
42. ! Shujah Ali Shah. B.Com 22.02.2000 | 30.06.2022 30.06.2022
(A3, | Mvhammad Nazakat Khan | MS 20.11.1990 | 24.09.2022 | 24.09.2022
%} ga"(}iidq?f{i?nin ma:nz 15.10.1982 09.02.2004 12.12.2022
46.. YaSirq:“i Mg:\l (2)3.08.1986 25.03.2005 12.12.2022
47. | Husnain Ali Shah MA 0;.0:.:?86 TR L2023
T Wasss Khar B 16.:2. 997 17.02.2023 17.02.2023
_49. | Usama Nacem MA 22.09‘5333 (‘]4.01.20” 19.07.2023
e e TR 07'0|'1999 10.07.2023 10.07.2023
b 01, 10.07.2023 10.07.2023
S, Muhammad Bilal MA 01.11.199¢6 ,
2; ! ;\gl:xhamlr?ad Adnan BCS(Hon) 29.10.1997 :g g:;ﬁ:i 1383%3;3
8. izar Khan MA ¢ = ——
54. ;| Amna Rafique BCS(Hon) ;‘:(:;:;gg T 107200
55. | Atehsham Ahmed BS(English) 10.10‘2 “').07.2023 19.7.2023
| Awan 10.2000 | 10.07.2023 | 10.07.2023
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ORDER-22
23-12-2022

g
.

¢ .o
Azcused/official as well as departmental representative present,

Withess. neinely Qazi Muhammad Adnan, leamed Civil Judge Kohat

~

S meem o= -

also preser. for recording statement,

The'representalivo also filed an application’ for re-summoning
record of Challan No.30 dated 14-12:2020 and Challan No.31 dated
26-12-202.: through In-charge Record Room namely Kamran Khan
Jehangiri . It is further stated that earlier through In-charge Record
Room re.cc;rded his statement as PW-2 but inadvertently the above-
said documents were left to bhe exhibited, Accused/officlal who Iq
present befure the court at the bar opted not to contest tlflc applicaiion
and in 1his'- re'spec.t pen down his no objection ori acceptance of the
appllcatson at the margin of the appllcatlon. Accordingly. lhc

epplication stands allowed.

Wim:s&nmnely Kamran Khan Jehangiri summoned t_odny, who

“appeared and recorded his statement as PW-10. Ststemont of Mr.Qazi

Q

Muhammad Adnan, Civll Judge Kohat also recorded and placed on

is directcd £ sybmit his list of w:tnesses oh next da,,e

Fiia to comé up for submisslon of hst of witnesses on

04-01-2022. <
»( - /—
‘ : . (©AND AMlN)

Ci-II, Mansehra

e e

file. Wit}i tais ovidence of the .dcpaNment concluded. Accuscd/official




p —(i)
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 WITHHELI‘;
WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL JUSTIFICATION AND REASON,

N -

Respectfully sheweth!"

1} - That, appellant has been appointed as a Junior Clerk
in the District" Judiciary Manserha vide appointment
order da_tédﬁ‘.ﬁwfzoo& Since then, appellant has
‘been’ . performing his duties with . unwavering
commitment without any blemish record.

(Copy of appointment order annexed
as annexure “A”).

2) Tha‘r 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
annexed as annexure “B”). '

3) That, being aggrieved from the dismissal ordler dated
‘ | 10.09.2021, appellant filed a service appeal - No.
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.

(copy of Judgment dated 31.01.2022
annexed as annexure “C”).



4)

S)

- 6)

That, receiving on remand, the learned District and
Session  Judge/ Competent Authofity conduct
entrusted : inquiry to learned Civil Judge-IlI/inquiry -
ofﬁcer with direction to conclude his 1nqu1ry 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”).

That, after conducting the inquiry, the authorlty vide

‘ 1mpugned order dated 29.11.2023, recommended

minor penalty of withholding promotion for a period of

two years which was imposed upon the appe‘l_lant

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 ordér
dated 29.11.2023 files the instant ‘Departmental

appeal on the following amongst other grounds.

GROUNDS

That, the impugned order dated 29.11.2023 has been
passed without application of Judicial mmd, badly

contradictions in the statements of the witnesses.

time barred and without any lawful justification while
A &k disregarding and  overlooking  the. _ major

That, if the allegations remained unproved aga.lnst
the appellant, there was no lawful justification with
the authorlty to pass Lhc 1mpugned order, as such,

the 1mpugned order is 1llegal unlawful without



. lawful authority, without jurisdiction and of ‘having

- no legal effect.

). That, withholding the promotion of the appellant

without any lawful justification offends against the

vested right of the appeliant.

' D).. That, the principles of law and natural justice have

not been complied with by the authority before

.. imposing the impugned penalty.

- E). That, the decision taken against appellant was in

~ violation of standing iaw, which crumbles whole

proceedings to dust. .

IT IS THEREFORE very humbly prayed that on
acceptance of the instant Departmental appeal, the

pugned order dated 29.11. 2023 passed by 1carned
District & Sessions Judge Manserha may kmdly be -

set-aside.

Bilal Faza Junior Clerk/Moharrir posted - at Librariamn:

cum /Copy Clerk District Courts Mansehra........ Appellant”~
02/1/2




