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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Kft vher
Service Trrt>i,nul

ill W7Appeal No. 493 of 2024 iJiary (No.

Inayat Ullah 
-VS-,

Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar & another

Dated

Joint Para wise Comments/Reply on Behalf of Respondents No._i_& 2

Pr_elirnlnary_0_bie.ctio,ns:

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action to file instant appeal.

2. That the appellant has not come to this Hon’ble Tribunal with the clean 

hands.

3. That the instant appeal is barred by law as well hit by limitation.

FA_CIS_:

1. Pertains to record. It may, however, notable that a private person named 

Sami Ullah son of Habib Ullah filed a complaint No.26067 (Annex-A) against 

the appellant/officialj [then posted as Computer Operator in the 

establishment of Sessions Division Peshawar], alleging fraudulent activities 

resulted in financial loss of about rupees 10.64 million. The copy of 

complaint was also submitted before the august Peshawar High Court, 

which was received by this office via letter N0.912/HRC dated 29.04.2022 for 

necessary action (Annex-B). The explanation submitted by the 

appellant/official (Annex-C), in response to letter of this office, bearing 

No.2649 dated 22.04.2022 (Annex-D), was found unsatisfactory, therefore, 

Senior Civil Judge [Admn] Peshawar was directed for fact-finding inquiry. 

The Fact-finding inquiry report dated 13.06.2022 was submitted before the 

august Peshawar High Court, whereupon the august High Court directed 

this office, vide letter. No.1505/HRC dated 04.07.2022 (Annex-E), to take 

action against the appellant/official. Thus, vide office order No.5238-40 

dated 03.09.2022 (Annex-F), Mr. Nasir Khan, learned Additional District & 

Sessions Judge-XVl, Peshawar was appointed as inquiry officer under Rule 

50)(h), 10,10(1 )(a) and 11 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

Efficiency & Discipline] Rules, 2011, to conduct inquiry. The statement of 

allegations was issued and the appellant/official was charge sheeted under
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Rule 5(2) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants [Efficiency & 

Discipline] Rules, 2011, for the charge of misconduct as envisaged under 

Rule 3(b) of the Rules Ibid. After conducting the subject disciplinary 

proceedings/inquiry, on the strength of strong and convincing evidence, the 

charge was proved against the appellant/official, and therefore, he was 

accordingly found guilty of misconduct (Annex-G).

2. Pertains to record, As explained in the proceeding para.

3. Pertains to record. As explained in the proceeding para.

4. Pertains to record, however, it is added that the stance of the complainant 

was proved through pro & contra evidence during the inquiry.

5. Pertains to record, As explained in the proceeding para.

6. Incorrect. The complainant has proved his allegations against the appellant; 

hence, he was proceeded against in accordance with law after fulfillment of 

all codal formalities.

7. Pertains to record, needs no comments.

8. Pertains to record, As explained in the proceeding para.

GRO.UNDS:

A. Incorrect, Hence denied. The penalty awarded to the appellant is legal, 
lawful and in accordance with relevant laws & rules on the subject.

B. Incorrect. It is an established principle that punishment should be 
proportionate to the offence, to ensures fairness and justice. Building upon 
this principal, the penalty was awarded to the appellant/official which is just 
and fair.

C. Needs no comments.

D. Incorrect, Hence denied. As per evidence produced against the 
appellant/official, he had a private business contract with the complainant 
and, thereof, had entered into a written contract, and signed the 
partnership deed as one party. The contents of deeds/affidavit dated 
01/06/2019 (Annex-H), deed/affidavit dated 03/04/2020 (Annex-1) and 
deed/affidavit dated 29/06/2021 (Annex-J) clearly depicts the engagement 
of appellant/official in private business. In the context of his admitted 
signature over partnership deed, the appellant/official has vainly attempted 
to explain that he had signed the document on behalf of his father. The 
justification forwarded thereto, is itself astounding as, if the father of the 
appellant/official was the actual party to the subject deeds then why he did 
not sign it? Secondly, the appellant/official, as being an educated and highly 
qualified person occupying a responsible position in District Judiciary



Peshawar, was aware of the consequences of becoming party to the 
agreement, thus, he could not be believed to have signed the documents on 
the behest of his father. Furthermore, the appellant/official failed to 
produce his father as witness in his defense, therefore, he was failed to 
establish his such stance. Nonetheless to note that the appellant/official in 
his cross examination (Annex-k) had admitted to have not only signed the 
partnership deeds but also admitted'his acknowledgment signature over 
receipts to have had received considerable amount from the complainant. 
All these documents and facts on file had thus entirely belied his stance.

E. Incorrect, Hence denied. As explained in para-D above, the appellant/official 
has signed a contract with the complainant, and it is hard to believable that 
a highly qualified person occupying a responsible position in District 
Judiciary could have signed a document without knowing its severity and 
consequences. Moreover, the appellant/official had every opportunity to 
prove the bad intentions and ill-will of the complainant during the course of 
inquiry but he badly failed to do so.

F. Incorrect, Hence denied. The complainant has produced strong and cogent 
evidence in support of his stance, while the appellant/official failed to rebut 
the allegations levelled against him by the complainant.

C. Incorrect, Hence denied. The competent authority has acted as per law, in 
accordance with the facts & circumstances of the case, and no violation of 
law/rules has been committed.

H. Incorrect, Hence denied. The appellant had entered into a private business 
without obtaining NOC from the department. Then, as per contentions of 
the complainant as well as evidence produced during the inquiry, the 
appellant/ official received a sum of Rs. 1,64,00,000/- from the complainant 
by misusing his position as a government servant, thus, committed fraud, 
misrepresentation and cheating.

Incorrect, Hence denied. This Court has fulfilled all the codal formalities, and 
the impugned order was passed purely on merits and in line with the 
prescribed rules.

I.

J. Incorrect, Hence denied. The appellant/official was given every opportunity 
to defend himself, including personal hearing, but he failed to defend 
himself in both written as well as oral form.

K. Incorrect, Hence denied. Since sufficient material was available on record 
against the appellant/official, who could not provide any solid ground to 
defend his misconduct, es evident from final/impugned order (Annex-E). 
Hence, he was proceeded against in accordance with law/relevant rules on 
the subject. Further, as explained in Para-B above, the punishment awarded 
to the appellant/official is in accordance with the gravity and nature of the 
charges against him.
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In view of the above, it is submitted that the appeal in hand being devoid of 
merits has no weightage in the eyes of law, therefore, the same may be 
dismissed, with cost.

[IKHTIAR khan;
Registrar, Peshawar High Court, 
Peshawar/Respondent# i.

[INAMULLAH WAZIR]
District & Sessions Judge, 
Peshawar/Respondent# 2
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ri.
The Honourable District & Sessions Jud, 
Peshawar.;!

Subject: COMPLAINT AGAINST MR. INAYAT ULLAH S/0
!

■•■ .

RIZWAN ULLAH FOR MISAPPROPRIATION/FRAUD
< ?'

AND CHEATING WITH APPLICANT.
Respected Sir:

1. That applicant is the law abiding citizen of Pakistan and 

belongs to a respectable family residing at village Fattu Abdur 

Rahima Dala Zak Road, Peshawar.
CT-

1,

2. I'hat one Inayat Ullah S/0 Rizwan.Ullah R/O Dala Zak Road 

Peshawar is a civil servant as KPO/key punch operator in 

District Judiciary KPK Peshawar since many years.

3. That few years ago the said Inayat Ullah started a business of 

correction of documents pertaining to property etc and^ 

convinced the present applicant to join him in a project 

situated at\^iaqat Bagh Rawalpindi. It is pertinent to mention 

here that' being a civil servant he is unable to carry on any 

private business during his service.

5^: .

4. That applicant with intention to invert/handed

handsome amount of Rs 1 Crore 64 Lacs to the said Inayat 

Ullah being member of and part of said project but later on it 

was disclosed that no such projects exists in the name and style

over a

which was introduced by the said respondent/Inayat Ullah.

Supermendeni 
District S Sessions Court. 

Peshawar.

:■ . ' i



5. That the applicant requested time and again to the 

respondent/Inayat Ullah to retum/hand over his hard earned 

money and the applicant sold. Ms valuable property for 

investing with respondent/Inayat Ullah but the said 

respondent/Inayat Ullah delayed the matter on one pretext and 

another.

m
i.i'

th f ■

That in this regard the various Jirgas were held to convey to 

the respondent/Ipayat Ullah for return of money, initially the 

respondent/Inayat Ullah agreed that he will pay/return 

complainant money but later on refused to do so and turned 

deaf ear.

6.
i

•;

' VS-

That the respondent Inayat Ullah misuse his office and cheats 

the applicant namely Sami Ullah and grab his money and 

threaten himf he is in judiciary, so no one can take action 

against him, also signed the contract, which establish the fac 

that he is a Thag/ cheater.

•7.

That beside this the respondent/Inayat Ullah is involved in 

malpractices, he is in habit of defrauding md cheating other 

persons as well in the name and style of said project and has 

collected and collecting huge amount from the, innocent 

people.

8.

9. That being a civil servant the law restrains him from such kind 

of activities and being an employee in District Judiciary he 

knows each and every legal tactics of legal proceedings in this

Supermf^jent 
District & Sessions Court, 

Peshawar.
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M"M4 regard scribed a number of documents/ stamp papers which 

applicant can produce when and where required by the 

competent authority.
:

•Jf
10. That proper assessment of his assets be carried out in order to 

prevent public at large from his malpractices and the money or 

assets illegally earned by the respondent/Inayat Ullah may 

please be handed over/retumed to the real owners.

(Si’

i
§1'^fe'. :

if?
ii!-'

(h'r;. That strict action be taken against such like malpractices of 

civil servants as being the public office bearers, they have the 

ability to gain the trust of innocent people easily.

11.

f'i©
'T,

It is therefore, requested that an inquiry may kindly be 

initiated 'against the said Inayat Ullah and major penalty be 

imposed on him as per law if found guilty. Any other relief 

has not specifically prayed for may also be granted in favor 

of applicant against respondent/Inayat Ullah and he be 

directed to return the said amount ^
■■ -(li- *! •

■■

V

Applicant

SAMI ULLAH S/o Habib Ullah 
R/o Village Fattu Abdur 
Rahima Dala Zak Road 
Peshawar.
Cell No 03459395056

Dated:- 20.04.2022

ii

Supenntenaent 
District & Sessions Court, 

Peshawar.
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should be
^^e^edS^^b^.'^pistrar Peshawar 

Hi^h Court, Pesha^r and not to any 
oftlcialbyname. .^

Theo
a

PESHAWAR HIGH COURT
Peshawar Ezch: 9210149-58 

Off: 9210135
Fax: 9210170

'%■

I
www.peshawarhlghcouttgov.pk 

; lnfo®peshawarhlghcourtgov.pk 
phcpsh@gmail.com

\\;
/; 'X. yI'-

---- - ' <
;: ' wb. ^ /1- Qatei<Pes(iawar, tdeme .

To
The District & Sessions Judge, 
Peshawar. ;o'

COMPLAINT/APPLICATIQN (#26067)Subject:

Respected Sir,

Please find enclosed herewith a copy of Ihe subject complaint submitted by Haji
*

I '? I

Sami Uliah, for your report, within 30 Days, to be placed before hon'ble the Chief Justice, 

please.

•..r

Dlreclur Ji;
»Htnnan Rights Cell 

Ph: No. 091-9213023 
Fax No: 091-9210728

f

i.
1

'Endst!Jfo. /tm: Oataf^Hawar, tRe_

Copy forwarded for information to:
. i

Haji Sami UUah s/O Habib UUah R/0 Fatu Abdur Rehihan, Peshawar. 0345-9395056

4

Director^ 
Human Rights Cell

•9.V *

I ■

. I

/
.*

SupenTn^dent
District & Sessions Court, 

Peshav/ar.

/
'■ District & Sessions Judge

Peshawar
)

i- >
.V.

t

■ .

A

www.peshawarhlghcourt;gov.pk lnfo@peshawarhlghcouttgov.pk . ^ phcpsh@gmall.com

"i

...oJ . ”

http://www.peshawarhlghcouttgov.pk
mailto:phcpsh@gmail.com
mailto:lnfo@peshawarhlghcouttgov.pk
mailto:phcpsh@gmall.com
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The Hon'ble Chief Justice, 
Peshawar High Court, Peshawar

'y

Application for faiiHgting inquiry and lorip^itfr vro^ 
Against the Inavat-Ur-Rehman.
Attached tn the cmirt ^
Misleading, deceiving and later on fraudulenflY 
deceptively grabbing a huge Amount of Rs 1640J0i).ft. 
lS..4millionPKR in the name of bo called project aih.afo^ . 
At Liaaat Baeh Rawalninytl

( \<>
Operator. 

AD-AST-XVIIL Peahawar fnr

\

• Your excellency,

1) , That^ the applicant is

Pakistan, suffering from multiple chronic diseases. (Copy of 
CNIC is attached)

law abiding and peaceful citizen ofa

2) That the above delinquent computer operator is 

computer operator in District Judiciary Peshawar 
operator.

serving as 

as computer

■Jl'

i'- .

3) That2the above computer operator offered the applicant to 

become his partner in project of Liaqat Ba^ Rawalpindi, as said 

proj^ted has already been initiated and proceeded to 

extent by computer operator, it was further disclosed that a 

meager amount has also been invested by the delinquent 
computer operator in the project.

ki;;
Thatrthe applicant is the sole bread earner of his family and 

hasalso been under gone through multiple surgeries j.e. open 

heart surgery andrenal surgery due to renal tumor etc.

some

4)

Iv ' ,
That the delinquent computer operator deluded the applicant 
,mis convinced, misled and fraudulendy grabbed approximately 

Rs 16400000-/ in the name of project at Liaqat Bagh Rawalpindi, 
the reality of which was revealed later o^ revealed

Ia . .j., .

5)

that the
applicant has been betrayed on the name of so called bogus 

hallucinatory, and illegal project.
V

■di

^'7c/enf
Districts Sessions

peshawsr.

.. r

Court,\
■;

■rta
■

S !
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6) That the above stated amount was handed over to the 

delinquent computer operator named above in good faith with 

the^ope that the eventually tiie applicemtwill financially heave a 

sigh of relief , because applicant was unable to conduct , 
business due to his ailment emd physical;disabiIity.(copy of the

and receipts of receiving amount is
attached)

'{■<

I
i

't
.1

f

• .

a-1f'
t i1u tv.

■r;
■■'1

-S 7) That with the passage of time when ail flte savings of applicant 

got vanished, the applicant urged to let him know m to when 

wh^ and how a huge amount has been invested and what 
prb^s has been so for made by him in the so called project, the 

deiiMuent computer operator started procrastination and tried... ^ y
hM;l:^tto divert the applicant on the unrealistic expectation.

T '

That it was time and again requested to return the amount 
which has been fraudulently procured by the delinquent 
computer operator, but in vain,

I
I

'i.'.

(i- 10
!

t‘-,'

8)
1

9) That;^recently a joint sitting/jarga was-’held through the 

intervention of Syed Naeem Bukhari and Agha Syed Faraz
Huss^ shah, Nasir Awan, wherein he admitted the factum of

receding the amount in the name of so called project and vow to 

pay it back to the appUcant but when he was contacted for 

repayment of amount, he turns deaf ears and eventually refused 

by stating that file of project has been put up to the office of 
Secretary education Punjab and he will successfully get this 

project in the near future, so the applicant must wait becausb he 
has p^d a huge amount to the depufy con^ioner, and other

revenue officer of District Rawalpindi.

Point needs conBid^ratifin-

S

/*
. K

i) That a:huge amount is admittedly grabbed ?in the name of so- 

called project? Whether tlds project actually exist?
ii) If yes; Whether delinquent computer operator 

himself in such a suspncicus activity?

I- ,

may indulge

Supehj^aent 
District S Se'kions Court, 

Peshmar.

;
r-,

r .

i'
r>*
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I

iii) Whether the amount f)aid by the applic^t is actuaUy invested 

by idelinquent computer operator in various department 
including revenue department?

I.•1;,

T'lt is, therefore, prayed that a sterri4ction may kindly be
taken against the delinquent computer operator for betraying, 
deceiving and fraudulently grabbing a huge amount in the name

li

of so-called project

,\■i:*

Dated 26/04/2022 \ '

Applicant,

J

% -IV
Haji Sami-u-llah S/o Habibullah 

R/o Fatu Abduraheema Peshawar 

CNICNo. 17301-1514747-9 

Contact No. 0345-9395056
etn4' P'bM' ^
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BETTER COPY

To

Dear Sir,

1 invite your kind attention to your notice

dated 22/04/2020 regarding agreement of three

properties situtated at (i) Liaqat Road adjacent to

Garden college, (ii) Rawalpini lower Toba Muree

and (ill) Peshawar Fruit Mandi and to inform you

that it is absolutely incorrect that I have executed any

agreement as per your notice.

You are therefore, requested to investigate

true facts of the case and withdraw your notice dated

22/04/2020 at the earliest. Incidentally, it is requested

that it would be a favour to me if a copy of alleged

agreement/deed is supplied to me, so that I may also

investigate the matter to catches culprits of the case.

With regards-.

Dated 09/05/2020

Your faithfully.

samiullah,



Sessions Court, 
pesnawar.
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To^t- ■ «.=rtivi.,
Peshawar.
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i ra FYPI AN ATIONSubject:

■^3
i?' Memo: (submitted by one Sami 

direction to submit para^wise reply

of complaint dated 20/04/2022 

is forwarded with the

t
t: A copy

Ullah 5/0 Habib Ullah, is

same, within three days, positivelyto the
►

FnrI' AS ABOVE
Districts. Sessions Judge,
Peshawar.

©
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court. ■
peshaw^^-Distric
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m^TRiCT. ii ininiARY. Khyber PakhItunkhwa,-Peshawar ■I

♦
Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091*9212419 

A eMail: scPes^uwar®yahoo.com 
/web; SessionsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk

1 No.t 4

^ I Dated Peshawar'i
1 . i
I «

*«1 •<>4) • «•
OFFICE ORDER

r

c: I:
I

WHEREAS, a complaint was submitted by one Sami Ullah s/o Habib Ullah 

levelling several allegations against Mr. Inayat Ullah, Computer Operator of this
■ fi

Sessions Division. Explanation of the concerned officiai'was called vide No. 2649
*■ C’-

date 22/04/2022. He sub^mitted para-wise reply to the explanation on 30/04/2022

but the same-was found unsatisfactory.
"w'"

THEREFORE. Mr.*'iviohib^r-Rehman,“learned' Senior' Civil "Judge'(Admn)
---------------— I ~ ~

Peshawar is directed to'conduct fact finding inquiry into the matter/and,submit

k,
k

1

i

.1
■t>

report to this Office, at the earliest.
u

■

[/^HFAQUETAJ)
District & Sessions Judge,

• Peshawar.

; t
t

i^3>\ Dated Peshawar, the ^'1 O / OS 72022No. 83(DAS) ‘2^2<=^

Copy forwarded to:

1. The learned Inquiry Officer, along with relevant dbcuments, for compliance.
2. The complainant i'^e. Sami Ullah s/o Habib Ullah (0.345-9395056)
3. The official concerned.

Is.
C-.

U-

District sessions Judge, 
Peshawar.
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<.
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V0islrid& Sessions
Peshav/sr.
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District Judiciary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
44Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 

eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com 
web;SessicinsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk

No.

Dated Peshawar(
J8A

Office of the Senior Civil Judge, Peshawar

Tom The Hon’ble,
District & Sessions Judge, 
Peshawar.

Is r

'Ti'-'.--:•i.1''■t:

FACT FINDING INQUIRY
\

Subject:iT h

u' . 44^/-Respected Sir,--I

5^4I

In compliance with the directions vide letter No. 2929-31
r

dated 10-05-2022 of your goodself,' the fact finding inquiry was

conducted against accused/official Inayat Ullah, Computer Operator,

which is submitted for your kind perusal and further appropriate 

order’s please. (Ih^i^Report is jinnelS^

Obediently yours.

MOfflB UR REHMAN, 
Senior Civil Judge (Admn), 

Peshawar
District & Sessions
^ Peshawar.

f

;

!

mailto:scPeshawar@yahoo.com


Tn The Court Of Mohib-ur-Rehman,
Senior Civil Judge (Admn),
pfshawar/Inouiry Officer.

y

^Tnauirv Report
n3:W2022.

I

Complainant, Sami Ullah S/O Habib Ullah R/O village 

Fattu Abdur Raheema Dalazak Road Peshawar, filed a written

complaint before the Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge 

20-04-2022 wherein, he levelled serious 

Inayat Ullah (Computer Operator)
Peshawar on
allegations against one 

working under Sessions Division for necessary legal action
b .

against the latter who was charged for misappropriation off
i:V

I money, fraud and cheating.
The official under report was directed to submit his reply 

before the Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge Peshawar as 

Explanation was called on, vide No. 2649 dated 22-04-2022. 

The reply was furnished but was found unsatisfactory by the 

Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge Peshawar and thus, this 

office was directed to hold a fact finding inquiry forthwith and 

to table the inquiry report at the earliest.
The gist of complaint dated 20-04-2022 is as under:

• That Complainant Sami Ullah S/O Habib Ullah hails 

from Fattu Abdur Raheema, Dalazak.Road Peshawar 

and got acquainted with the accused/official Inayat 

Ullah Computer Operator who instigated the 

Complainant to invest some capital in the business of 

correction of documents regarding Missionary 

Property and succeeded in convincing 

Complainant to become partner in the said project at 

Liaqat Bagh Rawalphindi.

• Complainant handed over a sum of Rs. 164,00,000/- to 

the accused/official Inayat Ullah for carrying out the

r'I <--1

. :
1.

I

Peshavjar.Senior

the
I

<cientSupsrtm‘^
trictS Sessions Court, 

Peshawar.Dis

. . .al '< • . ..4-. ’ . . • f', ' > ,* I. J 1 ,4 J > i* , ... ' s,... .



said business and even, sold some of his landed 

property in order to pay off the requisite amount to 

Inayat Ullah but later on, Complainant got 

flabbergasted to hear that no such project actually 

existed and that he not only defrauded him but also 

pinched his mental faculty to the extent of suffocation, 

a That Complainant even signed contract with the 

accused/official in respect of the subject matter but
, the accused/official is reluctant to pay a single ^ _ 

to the Complainant and is putting undue

§
1i. B

F-i1:1m
iff1!:^W-I?

■ p!s now. }

penny
influence by presuming to be holding an authoritative

■f; slot in District Judiciary, Peshawar, 
a Complainant alleges that the accused/official has 

shown high handedness on two counts, one that he is 

a civil servant who is barred by law to carry out private 

business and secondly, complainant’s huge amount

;

■ t

has been put at stake.
Complainant made a formal request that the 

accused/official be taken to task.

In his initial reply to the Hon’ble District & Sessions 

Judge Peshawar dated 30-04-2022, the accused/official Inayat 

Ullah admitted that a discussion had taken place between them 

regarding the Christian Mission Property but later on, a legal 

notice was served upon them and therefore, no progress was 

made thereafter.
After going through the nature of allegation in complaint 

and the perusing the available documents, I as Inquiry Officer 

recorded statement’s of the Complainant Sami Ullah and his

V '

Supsnmanoem
' Districts Sessions Couri, . witness Safeer Ullah and also put relevant questions over. 

Peshawar.
Accused/official Inayat Ullah’s statement was also 

recorded and question put over him.



Witness in defence of accused/official namely Advocate 

Raja Bilal was also heard and his statement recorded alongwith 

documents which the said witness produced.

Besides, ACR’s of the official inayat Ullah were procured 

from the proper custody.

some

y.
\ ■

CONTROVERSY
3‘C Complainant alleges that accused/official Inayat Ullah 

has misused his authority as a Government Servant by doing 

business with Complainant and has deprived him of Rs. 

164,00,000/- and has thus committed fraud, misrepresentation

and cheating.
5Conversely, Inayat Ullah (accused/official) denies said 

allegations by contending that actually Inayat Ullah’s father, 

Rizwan Ullah was doing business with Sami Ullah and that 

neither Inayat Ullah has been guilty of misconduct nor has he 

taken any amount fi'om Complainant Sami Ullah.

FINDING

The ACR’s of accused/official Inayat Ullah amply 

manifest that he is a punctual and dedicated official and has been 

(found) incorruptible by his respective learned Presiding 

Officer’s and neither any such type of complaint has been on his 

database nor been reported to be doing private business, 

however, during his statement before the Inquiry Officer, he 

has admitted that he signed the contract "csj'J 

dated 02-03-2019 on behalf of his father Rizwan Ullah but 
worthy to mention that the entire agreement is silent of Rizwan^ 

Ullah (father of accused/official), rather the agreement reads 

that accused/official Inayat Ullah is a party to it and the role 

attributed to him is that he is pursuing the case of Missionary 

Property in Liaqat Bagh, Rawalphindi near Garden College for 

the last 06 months. Complainant Sami Ullah is a party to the said

.

career

..-X^shaentSupe ^ .
District & Sessions Court, 

Peshawar.

11



i';
f:mI'.>: contract alongwith accused/official and one Munir Gul. It has 

also been mentioned in the said agreement dated 02-03-2019 

that Munir Gul has been on the project for the last 20 years - 

whereas, Inayat Ullah for the last 06 months and now," 

Complainant has joined them and rest of expenses will be paid 

by Complainant Sami Ullah for correction of record of 

Missionary Property. The said Agreement dated 02-03-2019 has 

been signed by Inayat Ullah (accused/official) and the stamp 

paper for said agreement has also been issued in Inayat Ullah’s 

name. Had accused/official Inayat Ullah signed it on behalf of " 

his father (Rizwan Ullah), the latter might have been the party 

to the Agreement.

Another Agreement dated 29-06-2021, duly signed by all 

the three parties with the title name of “Liaqat Bagh . .

Rawalphindi Project” also endorses the Principal Agreement 

dated 02-03-2019. Though!, Inayat Ullah has allegedly received 

an amount of Rs. 62,60,000/- by putting his signatures and he 

didn’t deny the said in his statement specifically, however, on 

record, neither there is a single witness nor any Banlc 

Transactions available on file in form of cheques etc to show 

that Inayat Ullah actually received Rs. 164,00,000/- from 

Complainant. Iqramama dated 16-03-2020 is also between 

Complainant and accused/official where, Rehmat Khan 

Advocate has stamped the same and two witnesses are also 

present over it.

Advocate Raja Bilal from Rawalpindi, who 

summoned on the request of accused/official submitted that 

Inayat Ullah’s father alongwith Complainant are his clients and 

they made partnership over a project to transfer he Missionary 

Property from Provincial Government Punjab in favour of 

Missionary Society on the strength of the judgment of apex 

Supreme Court “1987 SCMR 1197”. Advocate Raja Bilal states 

that the business for Correction of Record was between

¥.i 3
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'.S/iV;

Complainant and Rizwan Ullah and not Inayat Ullah and that 

due to the lack of interest of Sami Ullah, the said project is in 

deadlock.

The accused/official has signed number of contracts with 

Complainant Sami Ullah and this fact has been admitted by the 

official Inayat Ullah himself. The sole agreement which shows 

that actually Inayat Ullah’s father Rizwan Ullah did the 

partnership, cannot be given due weightage as in the said 

agreement. Complainant Sami Ullah is not signatory.

Thus, it can be concluded that Inayat Ullah signed 

“Partnership Agreement” with Complainant and did private 

business, however, receiving of such huge amount of Rs. 

164,00,000/- by accused/official in absence of a single witness 

could not be proved. Besides, no Bank cheque or transaction is"^ 

available on file.
t

Inquiry Report is forwarded for your kind perusal and 

further appropriate order’s please.

.j

4

*■
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Announced
13.06.2022. 1

MOHIB UR Rehman 

Senior Civil JudgeiAdmn) 

Peshawar

>

trict & Sessions Court, 
Peshawar.Dis

.ii

'vi

«

\



District Judiciary. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. PeshawarS' ; i'*.
.3^

wt-- Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 
eMail: scPe5hawar@yahoo.com 
web: 5essionsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk

No-

Dated Peshawar

•I' . 1 .,p

»
1 ToSI: K'vT'iTr'Y- The Director, 

Humah’Rights Cell, 
Peshawar High Court, 
Peshawar.

i,
K!

.....r i

"A >'r.
“Hi’ '5

r.QMPLAINT/APPLICATION f# 26067VSubject:i *.V

% ■

■ V’ Dear Sir/Ma’am,f:
dafeci^^i^

This isiwith reference to PHC letjpr No. 912/HRC

29/04/2022, and subsequent reminder No. 1179/HRC dated 31/05/2022.

made to this Court by,the complainant, whichA similar Complaint was

entrusted to the learned Senior Civil Judge (Admin), Peshawar forwas

independent inquiry. The learned Inquiry Officet submitted his detailed
5-

report dated 13/06)2022, which,is.fpiy/ar.dediierewith, for perusal and
“ .1 '/v'

further directions, please.

.1

5

(ASHFAQUE TAJ]H N
District & Sessions Judge, 
•Peshawar

End; AS ABOVE > w

‘V

' 'h
.U,,

yju

District & Sessions Court,
Peshawar.

i

'■i:-
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L.

D\En(^i5h Branch. 2022'SO.CO\HRC\Applieuioii Complaint 26067 liayal CO 17.06-2022.rloc
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All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar Peshawar 
High Court, Peshawar and not to any 
official by name. •

The
PESHAWAR HIGH COURT 

’ Peshawar 9210149-58Exch:
Off: ■ 9210135 

9210170Fax:
www.peshawarhighcourtgov.pk
lnfo@peshawarhlghcoutlgov,pk

phcpsh@gmall.com

V- 7- ;;a-\
(Dated^fiawar, tfie_

<<,'5.^ II
/ Receipt fio > I uJ-..—-

The District & Sessions Judge, 
Peshawar.

l;''' -N rOMPLAlNT/APPLICATION (#260621Jj. Subject:

|| Respected Sir, PeshavJ^

li ofHce letter No. 3901 dated: 17-06-2022 on the. 

^=^t^l^fficial-irraGrdfdahre?v?ithlIa^iS

II am directed to refer to your
^•1
t I subject complaint and to say that 

fibserve!thTfei::^aij'i:oi^cern^MasK
5
t

!0*t
I

*» . .
i

f-y
t i

— Uirec^tor,
Ifuinan Rights Cell 

Ph: No. 091-9213023 
Fax No: 091-9210728

OataC<Pesliaxvar, tlie_/H>8£<EivCa9(o.

Copy forwarded for information to:

■ Mu. Fidn hfliihumiuud C/0 Abdul RjjlilU R/Q lMt»lHakl
ri ff-LW.VlUl S\0 naiVfeiiU, (\lo Uh, M,M

lain

^34:5“^^^ S'" Director 
Human Rights Cell

indentSupeii 
District & Sessions Courts 

Peshawar.
I

lnfo@peshawarhighcouAgov.pk phcpsh@gmail.comwvm.peshawarhlghcouAgov.pk
f*i4in iWtia. ijilh •. -uL

http://www.peshawarhighcourtgov.pk
mailto:phcpsh@gmall.com
mailto:lnfo@peshawarhighcouAgov.pk
mailto:phcpsh@gmail.com
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i
District Judiciary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P

gPh#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 
/ eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com 
i/web: SessionsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk

No.

Dated Peshawar

OFFICE ORDER

WHEREAS, a complaint was submitted by one Sami Ullah s/o Habib Ullah

levelling several allegations against Mr. Inayat Ullah, Computer Operator of this

Sessions Division. Explanation of the concerned official was called vide No. 2649V

t

date 22/04/2022. He submitted para-wise reply to the explanation on 30/04/2022
i ‘

I j
but the same was found unsatisfactory.

AND WHEREAS, Mr. Mohib-ur-Rehman, learned Senior Civil Judge (Admn),

Peshawar was directed to conduct fact finding inquiry into the matter, and submitI

; j
report to this Office. The learned Inquiry Officer submitted his report on

13/06/2022 which was forwarded to august Peshawar High Court for further
>

.JV

directions.

AND WHEREAS, his lordship Hon'ble the Chief Justice of Peshawar High

Court had been pleased, vide PHC letter No. 1505/HRC dated 04/07/2022, to direct

the undersigned to proceed against the official concerned in accordance with law.

NOW THEREFORE, Mr. Nasir Khan, learned Additional District & Sessions

Judge-XVI, Peshawar is hereby appointed as Inquiry Officer, to proceed against the

/delinquent official, in accordance with law/relevant rules, and submit report to this

Office, within a month.

Mr. Sajjad Ahmad Jan, Assistant/ACC shr'l represent this Office during

District & Sessions Court, 
Peshsiver.

inquiry proceedings.

(ASHFAQUETAJ)'' '
District & Sessions Judge, 
Pe■shawE^ /

;

mailto:scPeshawar@yahoo.com


saj %

12012 'No. 83(DAS)_S^^

SCopy forwarded to:

m§\' \^Hlgh Court, Peshawar, forThe Director, Human Rights Cell, 
information, with reference to PHC above, please.

1.

•T/* •'. «

The Inquiry Officer, along with inqufi(y^^and copies of Charge Sheet 
and Statement of Allegations servecl tipbrt’^lie delinquent official.

3. The officials concerned.

\
u

\

District & Sessior\Judge, 
Peshawar. '
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District Judiciary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 
eMaif: scPeshawar@yahoo.com 
web: SessionsCoLirtPeshawar.gov.pk

No.
Dated Peshawar

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

\, Ashfaque Taj,'District & Sessions Judge, as competent authority, am of 

the opinion that Inavat Ullah. Computer Operator have rendered their 

seives iiabie to be proceeded against, as they committed the following 

act/omission, within the meaning of Rule-3{b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

STATEMENT OF AllEGATIONfS^

1. He acquainted with the complainant Sami Ullah s/o Habib Ullah and 

instigated him to become partner and invest money in his business of 

Correction/Preparation of documents regarding Missionary Property. 
And that he has received a sum of Rs. 1,64,00,000/- from the 

complainant for the said business, which, as per allegation of the 

complainant, was fake and fraudulent.

2. He entered into a business with a private person by signing a 

contract with him, without obtaining proper NOC.

1. For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused officials with 

reference to the above allegations, Mr. Nasir Khan, learned 

Additional District & Sessions Judge-XVI, Peshawar is appointed under 

Rule 10(1 ){a) of the rules ibid.

2. The inquiry officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the ibid 

rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, 

record his findings and make, within thirty days of the receipt of this 

order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate 

action against the accused.

3. The accused and Mr. Sajjad Ahmad Jan, Assistant/representative of 

this office, shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place 

fixed by the Inquiry Officer.

District & Sessions--
PeSfl3'//3;.

rOSJL
[ASHFAQUEl^J]

District & Sessions Judge/ 
Competent Authority, 

Peshawar.
ourt,

(p

> . ia...
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^ D STR CT JUDIC ARY, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
Ph#091-921P099 Fax#091-9212419 
eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com 
web: SessionsCouftPeshawar.gov.pk

No,

Dated Peshawar

CHARGE SHEET
p6,1

I, Ashfaque Taj, District & Sessions Judge Peshawar, as competent 
authority, hereby charge you, Inavat Ullah. Computer Operator as followj^_„iS^^

1. That, while posted as Computer Operator in this Sessions Division, you 

committed the following irregularities:

mm- a. You acquainted with the complainant Sami Ullah s/o 
Habib Ullah and instigated him to become partner and 
invest money in your business of Correction/Preparation 
of documents regarding Missionary Property. And that 
you received Rs. 1,64,00,000/- from the complainant for 
the said business, which, as per allegation of the 
complainant, was fake and fraudulent.

b. You entered into a business with a private person by 
signing a contract with him, without obtaining NOC 
from your department.

!

H ■

i \

By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct 

under Rule-3(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself 

liable to all or any of the penalties specified in rule-4 of the rules Ibid.

2.

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense 

within seven days ot the receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry 

Officer.

3.

Your written defense, if any, should reach the Inquiry Officer 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that 

you have no defense to put in and in that case, ex-parte action shall 

be taken against you.

4.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person. 

A statement of allegations is enclosed.

5.

6.

[ASHFAQUE TAJ] '
District & Sessions Judge/ 

Competent Authority, 
Peshawar.

Supe^S^k!ent 

District & Sessions Court, 
Peshawar.

CL,
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hi The Worthy Additional District Judge-XVI, 
Peshawar (Inquiry Officer).

i

K f
'I
t,'

l>" CHARGE SHEET OF INAYAT ULLAH. COMPUTER OPEl^TOR.
k'
i' Rested sir,4

Most respectfully, I beg to invite your kind and 

sympathetic attention to Office Order No.5238/40 dated 

03.09.2022 of the Honorable District and Sessions Judge, 

Peshawar, and beg to lay down the following few lines for your 

kind and sympathetic consideration:

i

;
!
5

I

In respect of allegation No.l, it is respectfully submitted 

that I did not have acquainted with the complainant Mr. 

Samiullah. In fact, Mr. Samiullah was in business term 

with my father Mr. I^zwan Ullah not only in this business 

was also in other business activities. In this particular 

as submitted above Mr. Samiullah was partner with my 

father in the alleged business but at the time of execution 

of agreement dated 02.03.2019 Mr. Samiullah compelled 

my father that 1 should sign the agreement. I signed it in 

obedience to the wishes of my father. Your honour will 

agree that as an obedient son, I did not displease father.

a.

case

As regards alleged amount of Rs. 16,400,000/- as per 

allegations of Mr. Samiullah I did not receive the same. I 

invite your kind and sympathetic attention to the findings

t

Superintendent
District & Sessions - 

peshswar.
Court,



&1

2►m
-f
a of Mr. Muhib-Ur-Rehman learned Senior Civil Judge

(Admin) Peshawar dated 13.06.2022 which run as under:
“Receiving of such huge 

Rs.16400000/- by accuscd/official cannot be 

proved as neither there is present a single 

witness of receipt of cash (Rs.16400000/-) 
a single penny paid through Bank.”

“In case your honor direct that I should swear on holy 
Quran so I am ready for the same.”

It is also submitted for your kind consideration that the 

allegations that I participated in correction/preparation of 

the documents of Missionary property, this allegation 

carries no weight because I am not a Christion and thus I 

■ did not participate in it. 1 he benefit of correction of record 

goes to the Christion community which was that the 

Government had Nationalized Missionaries’ Schools in 

1972 which were returned to the Community under the 

order of August Supreme of Pakistan.

!.
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d. In his findings dated 13.04.2022, the learned Senior Civil

Judge (admin) Peshawar has observed as under:-

“The ACR’s of accused/official Inayat Ullah 

amply manifest that he is a punctual and 

dedicated official and has been (found) 

incorruptible by his respective learned 

Presiding Officer’s and neither any such type 

of complaint has been on his career database 
nor been reported to be doing private 
business”

Your honour may kindly consider how I could participate 

in such alleged activities in Rawalpindi and Lahore as

e.

j

Supenni^fioent
District & Sessions Court, 

Peshawar.
r
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alleged by the complainant, in view of work load, i have 

no long leave (medical leave, Ex-Pakistan leave) from date . 

of appointment till now. 

consideration.

II
If-!i This needs your kind• IS

i
mm

i;.

In view of above submissions, it is humbly requested 

that I may kindly be exonerated from the charges and obliged.

I?
iS

I)!: '■
I

',9 ThanksifeiI?;i-, *■ . Dated: 13.09.2022tv

Your sincerelym
' 5

f '
Ei-'

Inayat Ullan 

Computer OperatorI!

ft f.' •ft b:

.1

T-b - •

Supenntenaent
District <S Sessions <. 

Pesh^v/sr.
Court,

1 :

!

I

;
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(Dated: 13/10/2023 “
------------------ -

No. 35 / AD&SJ-XVI, Peshawar;
^•0

To: imB•.r %? \The Honorable District & Sessions JudgeA. 
Competent Authority, Peshawar.

\i \ (
■v}

DEPARTMENT INQUIRY AGAINST INAYAT
TTT .T AH. COMPUTER OPERATOR. BPS-16.

Subject:
I

;

Respected Sir,! •

Please find enclosed herewith the detailed inquiry report 

isting of 09 pages along with original inquiry file for your kind
i

consi f

1 )
perusal and necessm-y action, please.

f

----------------------------

NASIR KHAN,
AD&SJ-XVI/Inquiry Officer, 

Peshawar.

District & Sessions Court, 
Peshawar.

1

1
i 3•V
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:
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Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator

i .

BEFORE MR. NASIR KH^:
i TIONAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS Jl^GE-XVI/ADDI

4ir-
. nEPARTMENTAE TNOUTRY UNDER KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

GOVERNMENT SERVANTS rEFFICIENCY AND DISCIPLINED RUEES,
2011

.. [ Inavat Ullah Computer Operator BPS-16 
District & Sessions Judge. Peshawar

Name of accused/official:-
Establishment:- 

)
' ;

1. BACKGROUND FACTS;

With reference complaint No.26067, later on referred to the office of 

District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar vide letter No. 1189 dated 05-07-2022 

of the Director Human Rights Cell, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar, the

Habib Ullah claimed that thecomplainant, Haji Sami Ullah son 

official/respondent despite being in civil service was running private

business and, in the course of such business he has defrauded the 

complainant, whereof the official/respondent has deprived him of his life 

amount of Rs. 16400000/- and has thus committed fraud,earning i.e an

^ misrepresentation and cheating. Narrating the facts, the complainant had 

asseverated that; few years back the official/respondent started business of

correction of documents pertaining missionary property, situated at Punjab. 

The complainant handed over subject amount to the official/respondent, who 

represented himself as member of the group running said project, but later it 

was disclosed that neither any such project was existing nor was the 

official/respondent member of any such group running the alleged project.

official/respondent was asked repeatedly to repay the subject amount 

■)jstrict ^but ’ he failed. In the same context a Jirga was held and the

Page 1 of 9
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mri Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator .I.-
^ ! , -i

i>:
pfficial/respondent signing a contract, expressed his readiness to repay the

refused. It was claimed that the

■ i-ii
■ ■

subject amount but has now 

official/respondent is habitual thug arid remained involved in many illegal

rm
5i'*

fr'^5

activities, grabbing money from innocent people in the name of phony 

project. The complainant has further maintained that the official/respondent 

Computer Operator is bound by code of conduct, codified for 

the civil servants barring him to engage himself in any private business, 

therefore, he has not only committed fraud on complainant but also guilty of 

misconduct by way of associating himself with private business.

The competent authority, while taking notice of the 

constituting felony and delinquency on part of official/respondent, called for 

explanation, which was submitted but found unsatisfactory, therefore, the 

competent authority ordered for “Facts Finding Inquiry”. The learned Senior 

^ Civil Judge (admin) was assigned the task, who by its detailed report dated

tk ^ 13-06-2022, found the allegations lug credence. The competent authority

(v\
^ after being persuaded with the findings of facts finding inquiry was pleased 

to order for departmental inquiry against frie official/respondent as per 

contemplation of Rule 5(l)(b) read with Rule 10 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011

r •'
u

frV'

y IS serving as-. *

.4 ■

;!

l;

r
allegations'

♦

gI

[hereinafter referred “The Rules, 2011”]. Vide order No.5238-40 dated 03-

09-2022, the undersigned was nominated as Inquiry Officer under Rule 

10(l)(a) of The Rules, 2011 as to conduct the Inquiry against the delinquent 

official/respondent under Rule 11 of The Rules, 2011, into the Charges. The

s^ndef’katement of allegations was issued and the official/respondent was charge 

sheeted under Rule 5(2) ofThe Rules, 2011 for the charge of misconduct as
. ..i. Page 2 of 9
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# Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator

S-. geri^isag^d under Rule-3(b) of The Rules, 2011. The official/respondent was
■ !

i m ■ also directed to file his written defense to the charge before the 

undersigned/inquiry Officer as provided under Rule-10(l)(d) of The Rules,

L.'V>p

fy

■

. 2011.

2. INQUIRY PROCEEDINGS as per Rule-11 of The Rules. 2011F-

?;■
On receiving the Inquiry File, the official/respondent filed his written

S ' defense to the charge, which was found to be unsatisfactory. On 30-09-2022,
I.

A the statement of complainant Haji Sami Ullah was recorded as PW-1, who

reiterated the same facts and placed reliance over the documents pertaining

alleged project, placed on. file as ExPWl/1 (04 sheets) while the dairy> s)

record/receipts were placed on file as annexure A to E. The statement of one

Syed Naeem Shah Bukhari was recorded as PW-2 while Syed Faraz Hussain 

Shah was examined as PW-3. The statement of Sajjad Ahmad Jan 

representative of the competent authority] was recorded as PW-4, who 

^ produced the fact finding inquiry report as ExPl, written complaint of the 

complainant was placed on file as ExP2 while letter of the Peshawar High 

Court referring the complaint to the office of District and Sessions Judge for 

departmental action against the official/respondent is placed on file as ExP3. 

The statement of allegations and charge sheet were marked as ExP4 and 

ExP5 respectively. One USB containing the voice recording of the 

official/respondent was produced and placed on file as ExP6.

Thereafter, opportunity as per contemplation of Rule-11(1) of The

Rules, 2011 was also extended to the official/respondent as to record his

in his defense, if he so wishes. Theg^pdj^'end'bwn^^tatement and produce evidence 

ict ^
peshawaJbfficial/respondent produced Mukhtiar Ud Din as RW-1. TheDisttic

Page 3 of 9
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, SfS&'V:; allegations. The official/respondent also denied as

> himself with any private business or he has received any amount from the

Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator

recorded .his own statement RW-2 and denied all

to have either associated-■18

:k

*iii complainant.

3. FINDINGS:iiSP
Section 15 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 

provides that the conduct of a civil servant shall be regulated by rules made, 

or instructions issued, by Government or a prescribed authority, whether 

generally or in respect of a specified group or class of civil servants. As such 

the rules, framed under the statutory provision ibid, i.e The Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Conduct) Rules, 1987, which have 

been made applicable to every person, whether on duty or on leave within or 

without the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa serving in connection with the affairs of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, including the employees of the Provincial 

Government deputed to serve under the Federal Government or with a 

statutory Corporation or with a non-Govemment employer. Rule 16 thereof, 

has imposed some restrictions upon the Government Servant, prohibiting his 

association with any private business or trade. The excerpt of Rule 16 is 

reproduced hereunder for ready reference;

ll .Ill-" :

■ V
' •

C

______ Private trade, Employment or Work—
(1). No Government servant shall, except with the 
previous sanction of Government, engage in any trade or 
undertake any employment or work, other than his 

official duties:
Provided that he may, without such sanction, undertake 
honorary work of religious, social or charitable nature or 
occasional work of a literary or artistic character, subject 
to the condition that his official duties do not thereby 
suffer and that the occupation or undertaking does not 
conflict or is not inconsistent with his position or

Rule-16—

Supeiwvanc'ent
District S Sessions Court, 

Peshav/sr.

Page 4 of 9
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Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator

'MatA; ■ : obligation as a Government Servant but he shall not 
undertake or shall discontinue such work if so directed by 
Government. A Government Servant who has any doubt 
about the proprietary of undertaking any particular work 
should refer the matter for the orders of Government;
Provided hirther that non-gazetted Government Servant 
may, without such sanction, undertake a small enterprise 
which absorbs family labor and where he does so shall 
file details of the enterprise along with the declaration of 

assets.
(2) .. Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-rule (1), 

Government Servant shall associate himself with any
private trust, foundation or similar other institution which 
is not sponsored by Government
(3) .. This rule does not apply to sports activities and 
membership of recreation clubs.

As such, the official/respondent serving Computer Operator BPS-16

w

no

I--'

s

,« .
has been recruited and appointed under the Peshawar High Court 

(Subordinate Courts Staff) Recruitment Rules, 2003 as being framed under 

Sub-Rule 2 of Rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants

(appointment, Promotion and transfer) Rules, 1989 having the statutory 

backup of section 26 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973, 

is a civil servant bound by rules made under section 15 of the Act, codifying

the conduct of any civil servant.

With above statutory backdrop, evidence adduced against the 

official/respondent unravels that; the complainant Haji Sami Ullah recording 

his statement as PW-1, claimed that he was contacted by the

official/respondent, who asked him for investment in a project relating 

clearance of missionary property, located at Peshawar/Rawalpindi. That he

was trapped when he was taken to the subject property and was shown one 

containing judgment of the Supreme Court of Pakistan. On assurance of

[i3'.v2official/respondent, one partnership deed dated 02-03-2019/ExPWl/l(page-

Page 5 of 9
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The complainant thereafter paid the subject

duly signed by the
3) was executed between them.

through installments against receipts

verleaf of stamp-paper/ExPWl/1 (page-3). The subject
amount

official/respondent o
signed by thefile, depicts that it wasdocument, as placed on 

official/respondent as 2"^ Party explicitly showing that he was hand in glove

. In this context,

amined then he admitted

with the complainant. Similarly, he has

with his other partners, engaged with the subject project

when the official/respondent/RW-2, was cross ex

that he has signed two agreements

admitted his signatures endorsed

received the stated amount from complainant. Though

overleaf of the partnership deed
also

t-

showing that he has 

the official/respondent has denied to have had received any amount from the 

water as being an educated

I ■ !

complainant, but his such explanation holds

. employed m the judiciary, he cannot be expected to would have put

without actually receiving it

no

person

amount receiving receiptshis signature over
also tried to forward anftom complainant. The official/respondent 

explanation qua his signature over the partnership deed by stating that he has

behalf of his father. This explanation is also 

why he would have signed the partnership deed about 

, to which he is not personally associated. Even if the explanation of

signed the subject document on
one

astounding as to

project
the official/respondent be eonsidered then the question would arise that why 

being the actual party to the agreement did not sign the
his father as
partnership deed. Likely, what then compelled the official/respondent to 

C^nden'eceive this huge amount from the complainant despite being a distinct legal
sup

person he had no power of attorney behalf of his father. So much so, theistricj on

witness whoofficial/respondent also could not produce his own father as
—-----^^ Page 6 of?



Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator

might have testified that he is. the. actual partner and had received any

amount from the complainant.

The complainant has also produced addendum affidavits, whereof the 

official/respondent has not only admitted to have received the amount but

has also made promise to repay the amount without fail. It may be noted that

examination has admitted histhe official/respondent in his own 

signatures over the subject affidavits depicting that he remained engaged in

cross

fromthe private business/project and had received millions of rupees 

complainant. In this context the affidavit dated 01-06-2019, affidavit dated^^ 

03.04.2020, affidavit dated 29-06-2021 placed on file, the contents of which 

self-explanatory, and clearly unraveling that official/respondent 

remained engaged with private business. The official/respondent was 

extended the opportunity to cross examine the PW-l/complainant but except 

irrelevant questions, he could not shatter the testimony of complainant.

^ The documents/affidavits presented by the complainant showing that the 

official/respondent was running private business has also received huge 

amount from the complainant. Even on his turn, the official/respondent 

could not produce any documentary evidence to suggest that he has been 

falsely and malafidely charged by the complainant.

Syed Naeem Shah Bukhari/PW-2 has also testified to have convened a 

Jirga to resolve the dispute between the parties. He further stated that in his 

the official/respondent admitted to have received some amount

ir . I

i. I

are

some

i o

pi
V

presence

'JK .pdfrectly from the complainant while some amount he has received from one 
^*-'ons

pfshlwafSafeer. Ullah
fsup J

behalf of complainant. During cross examination of PW-2, 

the official/respondent has put some questions posing that he has

on

Page 7 of 9
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W\W ■Department Inquiry against Inayat Ullah Computer Operator --------

the hujra of PW-2, which was also■ participated in the Jirga convened,at
^ i
r]'

of the*|s.,

m

A and his children. This versionattended by the complainant 

official/respondent has therefore, lent support to the allegations and suggests

business/project and

mmm
m

' that on erupting dispute venting out of the same

official/respondent has also attended Jirgal!V: repayment of amount, the

•A' sessions.t:
w &■

Mukhtiar Ud Din as RW-1,The official/respondent has produced

is found to be irrelevant rather he has outwardly attempted

'f f-. onei:
%ir!'

but his testimony is

II! to rescue the official/respondent. /2f! ;v t

statement as RW-2 butThe official/respondent has recorded his 

he could not utter any explanation worth the name that what had compelled 

him to sign the partnership deed with the complainant. He also could not

shatter the documentary evidence suggesting that he had received the

examination, he has

own

i'l:

!

amount from complainant. Against that, in his cross

the affidavits and also admitted to have signedadmitted his signatures over

affidavit, depicting receipt of amount through differentthe overleaf of onea"H n installments.

Evaluating the facts ibid and viewing it in all perspectives, it can be 

^ safely gathered that the official/respondent despite being

bound by Conduct Rules has engaged himself with private business

violation of rule 16 of The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant

O

d in civil service

, which

amount to

(Conduct) Rules, 1987, therefore, the charge against the accused/official 

Ullah Computer Operator BPS-16 has been successfully 

and proved therefore, he is found guilty of misconduct

. J named Inayat

strict S provided under Rule 3(b) of The Rules, 2011.
--------------------------------------- - Page 8 of9
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pi;'
r*

So far as the repayment or liability to pay the subject amount- is 

concerned, since the undersigned having no authority to dilate upon suchw ■

■; ^-i
controversy and to determine that how much amount in total was received 

by the official/respondent and that whether he has repaid any amount thereof 

or still he-owes the total amount to complainant, rather it has vented out 

separate factual dissonance and falling within the domain of court of civil 

jurisdiction. The complainant/aggrieved person may approach the court of 

competent jurisdiction for remedy available under the law, if he desires so.

R F.rOM M ENDATION/CQNCLUSION;

O;V r: I

V i

T.

fl
' '^7 '

( 1i
! !

iI:• i
4.’ I

The official/respondent named Inayat Ullah Computer Operator BPS- 

16, working in the establishment of District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar 

since -T6und7guiltv^fThisconduct^sTper.Rul^3(b)~^f~The^Rulgs, ,20lJI 

tH^f6rOiFmajoLpenalty/penaltiesJa^p^cpntemplition^fRuler3.(b)-Of 

THe^Rul^-201.1-is/^-proposed-tobe-imposed-against-himt

With above observation and conclusion, the Inquiry report is 

submitted before the Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge/Competent 

Authority for his perusal and further necessary Orders as per rules, Please.

4-
♦

II (» '

i

J

1/3

District & Sessions Court, 
peshav/sr.

(NASIR KHAN)
Additional District & Sessions Judge-XVI 

Inquiry Officer District, Peshawar

4
Page 9 of 9
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE PESHAWAR
N0.83 (DAS)

r;-
^ms i%

/2023Dated Peshawar, the

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
f-

1, Ashfaque Taj, District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar, as competent authority, 

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) 

Rules, 2011 do hereby serve you, inayat .Ullah, Comp.uter_Qp.erator of Sessions 

Court Peshawar, as follow:

1.
i. That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against 

you by the inquiry officer, for-which you were given the opportunity 
of hearing vide communication No. 5238-40 dated 03/09/2022.

ii. After going through the findings of the Inquiry Officer, the materia! 
record and other connected papers including your defense before

the inquiry officer;
on

I am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions 
specified in Rule-3 (b) of the said rules.

a. Misconduct
/<

2. As a result, I, as competent authority, have tentatively decided to impose upon 

you one of the penalties provided under rule'4 of the ibid rules.

3. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty 

should not be imposed upon you, and also, intimate if you desire to be heard in 

person.

4. If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its delivery, it shall be 

presumed that you have no defense to put in, and in that case, an ex-parte 

action shall be taken against you.

!

5. A copy of the findings of the Inquiry Officer is enclosed herewith.

[ASHFAQUtTAJ] ' 
District 81 Sessions Judge, 

PeshawarDistrict & Sessions Court.
Pssha\v3r.
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mt• Vf; The I loiiorablc, fTstricl and Session Judge, 

Peshawar.'
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2033 \
/V-Si:bjeei.;■ Sitow Cause Notice to InayatUliah. (
\ ;•\

N
. A;' ■ ■'

i i;
'•s

Kespcclcd sir.

*
Most icsijcclllilly I beg to invdlc your honor kind and sympalhelic aUention lo’

Sie.Tvv Tausc No,83 (DAS) 6639 dated 14/10/2023 and lay down the rollowing few

lines i('i- lavorable consideration, please.

At the outset it is respccUlilly submitted that i have no business relations, \
t f

with Mr. Samiullah inlcct he was in business terms not in this case but

also in other cases vvith my lalhcr, .it is respcetruily submitted that i am

/Mu;;!im and do not want to speak alio. ! would lake oath on I loly Quran so /
//

as fo eonvdnec your honor.
I

perusal of inquiry report reveals that the same is unilateral and my;\, f

submissions before the worthy inquiry Ofricer have totally been ignored.

(he ciUire report is based on presumption so as to derarne me.

! nitty kindly be allowed lo draw your kind and sympathetic attention to a

snriilar inquiry ol' Mr. Mohib-Ur-lleltman learnetl Senior Civil Judge

Peshawar. As the allcgeri business/project w'as paiiieipated in Ravvalpindi

\ndentSupermt
District & Sessions Court,

Peshawar. -ff

-':/A



1
I

, J (

& l.iihorc and I am punclual in his service and no long leave (medical i

.leave, hix-PakisLan, leave) from date .of appoinimcni till now, this needs
1

YOU kind consideration.

1 may kindly be heard in person, if'your honor needs so.

t

*i-:r In view of above submissions, It is humbly requested that I may9

kindly be exonerated.from the charges and obliged. t
f

'ITian ks.
i

With regards.

Dated :24/10/2023

Your obediently. !

Inayat Ullah 
Computer Operator

fct&Sess/o/iSt- 
peshswar. >-

‘I
Distric

9.
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^ District Judiciary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar■ r\'

1 -v\\\ —\4,Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 
eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com 
web: SessionsCourtPeshawar.gov,pk

No.
o\\u\a^Dated Peshawar

ORDER

WHEREAS, a complaint was filed by a private person namely Sami Ullah 

s/o Habib Ullah against Mr. Inayat Ullah, Computer Operator of this Sessions 

Division, alleging fraudulent activities resulting in 

approximately 10.64 million rupees. This complaint was also submitted to the 

august Peshawar-High Court, which was forwarded to this Office via PHC letter 

No. 912/HRC dated 29/04/2022.

AND WHEREAS, an explanation was sought from the concerned official 
through letter No. 2649 dated 22/04/2022, which he replied to on 30/04/2022. 
However, his response was deemed unsatisfactory.’ Thus, Mr. Mohib-ur- 
Rehman, learned Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Peshawar was tasked with 

conducting a fact-finding inquiry, and his report was forwarded to the Peshawar 
High Court for further directives.

AND WHEREAS, Hon’ble the Peshawar High Court, directed this office to 

take legal action against the said official as per PHC letter No. 1505/HRC dated 

04/07/2022. Mr. Nasir Khan, learned Additional District & Sessions Judge-XVl, 
Peshawar, was appointed as the Inquiry Officer to conduct the inquiry. His 

comprehensive report, submitted on 13/10/2023, confirmed the charges against 
the delinquent official.

a financial loss of

. i

I

AND WHEREAS, after issuance of a Final Show Cause Notice on 

14/10/2023, and considering the written reply and personal hearing provided to 

the delinquent official, no credible defense was presented for his misconduct. 
As per the inquiry report, the official had exploited his position within the 

judiciary to engage in deceptive and fraudulent activities for personal gain.

NOW, THEREFORE, in accordance with Rule 4(i)(b)(iii) of the 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) 
Rules, 2011, fheJund^igned'exercises.the authority and'remove'MrTjtiayat 

Ullah,’Computer^Operatolv from; service,. in .thT! bTsF. inter^t'of. public,, with 

immediate effect.

h ■w

ASHFAQUETAJ
District & Sessions Judge, 
Peshawar.

D/sfricTi Sess/ons Court, 
Peshav/ar.

Puge I 012

t

mailto:scPeshawar@yahoo.com
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No.83(DAS) 1-U\---- \L Dated Peshawar, the 0\ / __ /2023

Copy forwarded for information/necessary action to: V

. The worthy Registrar, Peshawar High Court. Peshawar.
2. The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. The learned Senior Civil Judge (Adriih), Peshawar.
4- The Assistant/ACC, Sessions Court, Peshawar.
5. The Assistant/Accountant, Sessions Court, Peshawar.
6. Official concerned by name.

1

y

*

?.

}

Peshawar.

District & Sessions 
Peshawar.

Court,

t
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

5

Appeal No. 493 of 2024
t

£

Inayat Ullah 

-~VS-
Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar & another
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* •
Counter Affidavit

i

i-i.

I, inam Ullah Wazir, District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar do hereby affirm
•*

and declare on oath that the contents of this reply are true and correct
w

to the best of my knowledge and nathing has been concealed from this

Hon'ble Tribunal.

It is further stated on oath that the answering respondents have neither
. i
•V
■ :

been placed ex-parte, nor their defense has been struck off, or cost

C;4

imposed. -1

;
Deponent i

. •> i

Inam Ullah Wazir, 
District & Sessions Judge, 

Peshawar.
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