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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR1

SERVICE APPEAL NO: gni/?n?4

Saifullah son of Abdul Hakeem Ex- 

Process Server, In the Establishment of 

Senior Civil Judge, Battagram, resident of 

Tehsil and District Battgram.. .Appellant

Versus

(1) The District and Sessions Judge 
Battgram.

(2) The Registrar, Peshawar High Court 
Peshawar.

(3) The Senior Civil Judge (ADMN) 

Battgram Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 04
OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. ]q74 
CALLING IN QUESTION THE
LEGALITY- VALIDITY AND
PROPRIETY OF THE IMPUGNED
ORDERS DATED 25.05.2022 AND
28.05.2022 RESPECTIVELY
WHICH THE VALID APPOINTMENT
ORDER OF THE APPELT.ATVT nATm
07.12.2021 HAS BEEN GHTvrrFT.T.rn

VIDE

WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL
TUSTIFICATIQN OR TUSTIFIART.F
REASON.

Respectfully Sheweth!

1) That, initially, appellant and 6 others 

challenged the impugned orders 

dated 25.05.2022 and 28.05.2022 

before the Honorable Peshawar 

High Court, Bench Abbottabad
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through writ petition No. 664- 

A/2022 on 31.05.2022. Comments 

were called from the respondents. 

The Honorable High Court vide

raisedorder dated 20.02.2024

. questions regarding

maintainability of the writ petition in 

■view of the bar contained in Article- 

212 of the Constitution.

the

2) That, appellant and other writ 

petitioners filed a C.M No:199-A/2024
for the conversion of the writ petition 

into service appeal and its remittance 

and transmition to this Honorable 

Tribunal in the light of the law laid 

down by the Honorable Supreme 

Court of Pakistan in the case of 

“Abid Jan V/S Ministary of 

Defence” reported as ”2023

SCMR-145r’.

3) That, the Honorable Peshawar High 

Court vide order dated 06.03.2024 

converted the writ petition into 

service appeal and remitted the 

same to this Honorable Tribunal for 

decision of the .same on merits.
■I

4) That, upon receipt of the order of 

the Honorable High Court dated 

06.03.2024 and the complete file of

I
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the writ petition with all annextures, 

this Honorable Tribunal entertained 

the same and allotted 

appeal No. 501/2024.
service

5) That, when the matter came up 

before this Honorable Tribunal for

preliminary hearing on 23.04.2024, 

it was noted by the Tribunal that the 

appeal is not on proper format, 

therefore, appellant was directed to 

submit appeal on proper format. 
Hence, this 

proper format.
service appeal on

6) That, respondent No. 

applications for appointment as 

Process Servers, Naib Qasid and 

sweeper through open publication/ 

advertisement, r

3 invited

(Copy of advertisement annexed 
as Annexure “A”)

7) That, appellant being qualified and 

eligible in all respects as per terms 

and conditions of the advertisement, 

duly applied for the post of Process 

Server BPS-05

8) That, appellant appeared in the 

written test conducted by DSC and 

after qualifying the same, appellant 

for summoned for interview which 

too he qlia^fied, .came on m,erit and



consequently, recommended for 

appointment unanimously by DSC

headed by resppndent No. 3 vide
*

minutes of meeting dated 

04.12.2021.
(Copies of minutes of meeting 
annexed as Annexure “B”)

9) That, consequent 

recommendations of DSC dated

upon

04.12.2021, respondent No. 3 being 

competent authority issued the 

appointment letter/order dated 

07.02.2021 of the appellant against 

the post of Process Server BPS-05.
(Copy of appointment order 
dated 07.12.2021 
Annexure “C”)

annexed as

10) That, consequent upon appointment 

order, appellant started to perform 

his duty after submitting arrival 

report and medical fitness 

certificate to the concerned 

authority.

11) That, respondent No. 3 vide office 

order dated 09.12.2021 issued

adjustment/posting order of the 

appellant and others.
(Copy of adjustment order 
09.12.2021 annexed as Annexure
“D”)

12) That, much after successful 

completion of the appointment 

process, one Zahoor Ahmed and
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Kamran Maish belonging to District

Battgram filed a PUC complaint No. 

22497 against the appointment 

process. Upon which Director 

Inspections Secretariat of District
Judiciary, Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar submitted inquiry report 

to the competent authority after 

conducting fact finding inquiry.
(Copies j of in^iry report dated 
02.02.2022 annexed as Annexure 
“E”)

13) That, in the light of inquiry report 

referred to in the preceding para, 

learned District and Sessions Judge, 

Mansehra was appointed as inquiry 

officer to conduct inquiry against 

chairman of the DSC 

(Respondent No. 3) who after 

conducting inquiry recommended 

minor penalty of censure as 

provided under Rule -4(I)(a)(i) of 

KPK Government Servants

the

the

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 

2011. It is pertinent to mention here 

that in the said inquiry, the 

appellant was neither associated
nor heard. It was also not 

recommended to withdraw the 

appointment order of the appellant.
(Copies of inquiry 
annexed as Annexure “F")

report



14) That, consequent upon the above 

mentioned inquiry report against 

the respondent No. 3, respondent 

No. 2 vide impugned order No. 6981 

dated 26.05.2022 directed the

respondents No. 1 & 3 to undo the 

recruitment process and fresh 

process of recruitment be initiated.
(Copy of impugned order of 
appellate authority 26.05.2022 
annexed as Annexure “G")

15) That, in view of the impugned order 

of the appellate authority dated 

26.05.2022 respondent No. 3 without 

following the due process of law 

and disregarding all the principles 

of natural justice, he vide impugned 

office order bearing No. 186-190 

dated 28.05.2022 cancelled and 

annulled the , recruitment process
I

with immediate'effect.
(Copy of impugned order dated 
28.05:2022 annexed as Annexure 
“H”)

16) That, during the pendency of the 

Writ Petition, appellant submitted 

representation for the withdrawal of 

the impugned orders to the 

competent authority on 24.02.2024 

which was made part of the writ 

petition by the Honorable High 

Court vide order dated 06.03.2024 

by accepting C.M No: 200-A/2024.
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(Copy of representation dated 
24.02.2024 annexed as Annexure 
"I”)

17) That, firstly, the appellate authority 

issued the order dated 26.05.2022, 

on the basis whereof, the impugned 

order dated 28.05.2022 has been 

issued by respondent No. 3. In such 

like eventuality, section-22 of the 

KPK Civil Servants Act, 1973 and 

Rule-17 of the KPK E&D Rules, 2011 

are not applicable to the case of the 

appellant. The question of filing of 

Departmental

otherwise does not arise in the 

context of the peculiar facts of the 

present appeal and as per section-4 

of the Service Tribunal Act, 1974 

“Any civil servant aggrieved by any 

final order, whether original or 

appellate, made by a departmental 

authority in respect of any of the 

terms and condition of his

I

• ,

Appeal even

service
may file service appeal before this 

Honorable Tribunal”

18) That, appellant land six'others filed 

Writ Petition bearing No. 664- 

A/2022, challenging the impugned 

orders before the 

Peshawar High

Abbottabad on .31.05.2022 which

.1

Honorable
Court Bench

>»
—
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was later on converted into service 

appeal vide order dated 06.03.2024 

and remitted the case to this 

Honorable Tribunal for decision on 

merits in view of the bar contained 

in Article-212 of the Constitution.
(Certified copy of order dated 
06.03.2024 annexed as Annexure
“J”)

19) That, the appellant being aggrieved 

of the impugned orders dated

is filing

the instant service appeal before 

this Honorable Tribunal for 

interference, inter-alia, on the 

following amongst other grounds.

25.05.2022 and 28.05.2022

Grounds: -

A) That, appellant was appointed by 

competent authority as process 

server after completing all the legal 

and codal formalities.

B) That, in both the inquiries, neither 

appellant was summoned nor heard 

and as such, he has been 

condemned unheard.

C) That, in both the inquiry reports, the 

appointment order/process of the 

appellant has been found in 

accordance with the law, rules and



'i

Idue process, ^ despite that, 

appointment order of the appellant 

has been withdrawn without any 

lawful justification or reason.

{

D) That, it is trite law that before taking 

any adverse action against a person, 

he must be issued a notice but no 

notice to the appellant was given or 

issued in this case and as such, his 

appointment order has been 

withdrawn without providing an 

opportunity of hearing.

I

1

E) That, it is well settled law that, once 

the appointment order was effected 

and acted upon, the Department is 

ceased of the power to cancel, 

rescind or undo the,same.
1

F) That, no fault whatsoever, of the 

appellant has been found in the 

recruitment process. Any lapse of 

procedure, if any, not attributable to 

the appellant cannot be made a 

ground under the law to cancel his 

valid

appointment order.

and legally issued

G) That, seemingly and visibly, the 

impugned orders are 

unlawful, without lawful authority
illegal.

. -5.
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without jurisdiction and of having no 

legal effect.

Prayer: -
It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

on acceptance of the instant service 

appeal, this worthy tribunal may 

graciously be pleased to: -

a) Declare that the impugned orders bearing

Nos. 6981 dated 26.05.2022 and 186’190*
dated 28.05.2022 passed by respondents No. 

2 8c 3 respectively be declared as 

unconstitutional, illegal, unlawful, without 

jurisdiction, discriminatory in nature and of 

having no legal effect.

b) Declare that, appellant has lawfully been 

appointed by respondent No. 3 being 

authority

recommendations of the duly constituted 

DSC after having complied with all the legal 

formalities. Further

competent theon

declare that the 

impugned orders issued bj^respondents No. 

2 8c 3 are transgressed of authority and of 

having no legal effect.

c) Declare that, after issuing of appointment 

order by competent authority in a 

prescribed, manner followed by joining 

report, performing duty for 6 months and in 

view of the legal doctrine “locus 

poenitentiae’’ the right of appellant 

accrued cannot be withdrawn or taken away 

under the garb of exercising power of 

authority.

once

'
* i

d) Consequent upon setting aside the

impugned orders and the above
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declarations, respondents be directed to 

instate the appellant into service with all 
consequential back benefits.

re-

I /Ii
(

Dated; 15/07/2024

Saifullah/

(Appellant)

Through: -

Verification:
I SAIFULLAH SON OF ABDUL HAJtEEM EX-
PROCESS SERVER. IN THE ESTABLISHMENT OF
SENIOR CIVIL TUDGE. BATTAGRAM. RESIDENT
OF TEHSIL AND DISTRICT BATTGRAM DO
HEREBY VERIFIED THAT THE CONTENTS OF
FOREGOING SERVICE APPEAL ARE TRUE AND
CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY ICNOWLEDGE
AND NOTHING HAS BEEN CONCEALED OR
SUPPRESSED FROM THIS HONORABLE
TRIBUNAL.
Dated: 15/07/2024

SAIFULLAH / 
(DEPONENT)I

1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

1

SERVICE APPEAL NO: 501/2024

Saifullah Appellant

Versus

The District & Sessions Judge, Battgram
Respondentsetc

SERVICE APPEAL
AFFIDAVIT

I SAirULLAH SON OF ABDUL HAKEEM EX-
PROCESS SERVER. IN THE ESTABLISHMENT
OF SENIOR CIVIL TUDGE. BATTAGRAM.
RESIDENT OF TEHSIL AND DISTRICT
BATTGRAM DO HEREBY SOLEMNLY AFFIRM
AND DECLARE ON OATH THAT THE
CONTENTS OF FOREGOING SERVICE APPEAL
ARE TRUE AND CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY
KNOWLEDGE AND NOTHING HAS BEEN
CONCEALED OR SUPPRESSED FROM THIS
HONORABLE TRIBUNAL.
Dated: 15/07/2024

/■

#
SAIFULLAH

rPE^ONENT)

V
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BETTER COPY OF PAGE NO.

OFFICE OF THE SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (ADMN)
BATTGRAM

■ minutes OF THE MEETING OP THE DEPARTMRNTAT. 
SELECTION COMMITTEE DATED 04t» DECEMBER 2n7.1

wfe:.-' * '
P /

k''mk

Ih'''^ '•fevV • . , Meeting of (.he Deparl.incnlal SclccLion CoinmiLlcc 
held, on 04'i’ December, 2021 Test and interviews 

,i. \ the whole'day.
X’A'.x,

was 
consumed

kC,
The meeting was attended by the following:

Mr. Shelizad Ali, Senior Civil Judge (Admn) Battagram 
(Chairman),
Mr.- Shcraz, Firdos, Senior Civil Judge (Judicial). 
Battgram (Niminee of the Senior Civil Judge (Admn), 
Battgram (Member)
Mr. Naveed Ullah, Civil Judge

1.

2,

d-v 3.b ' Puran (Shangla),
(Nominee of August Peshawar Migh Court,, Peshawar) 
(Member)

For recruitment of vacant posts of process servers, Naib 
Qasid and Sweeper, and advertisement was issued vide 
circulation in newspaper dated: 27,10.202 1 the date fixed for 
.invil:ing application M'as 20..n.2021 and the date fixed for 
test and interview was Mr. Naveed Ullah, Civil Judge, Puran 
(Shangla). for the Departmental Selection Committee, while 
the nominee of the Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Battgram was 
Mr. Shcraz Firdoos, Senior Civil Judge (Judicial), Battgram.

IP

The categories wise description of the posts arc as follows: -

PROCESS SERVERS BPS-05: -
As many as 605 candidates applied for the post of 

processor servers, in which 02 applications wliere rejected 
do to under age, while 603 candidates where short listed for 
written test. Out of 603, 502 candidates appeared in written 
Lest in which 36 Candidates qualilicd Ihe w^ten test, who 
secured at least 64% marks and where olloweci for interview, 
After interview, I'csult
candidates are recommended for appointment 
servers (BPS-05). *

I

■ 1

■ '.p.'

i '

was ant'iouncctl. The following 
as process

'V 'V

S.No Name_ 
N’usccr Ullah

Father’s Name
I- Faiz Muhammad•. , Abdul Basil2 Fazal Klialiq

.3 Imad Ullah Shall Syeci Maroof Sliah
4 Waqar Ahmed Mecr Shah
5 Saifullali Abdul Hakeem

NAIB QASID (BPS-03)P-.
As many as 303 candidates applied for the^ . Pf>st of

Naib Oasid, in wfiich 02 ap|ilicalions were rejected due to 
under age. As one of the post was falling under retired son 
quota and the applicant namely T.inzccI Ur Rchinnn Son of

i'-

v'
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(
..• Rahirn;: 2acia .resident of Batlgrani Tchsil and DisLricl 

BaUgrarn- has : applied for
I i

, , post, therefore,' he is
rccoi-nrnendcd to be-appointed against the said post 257

• . , candidates appeared and interviewed out of which 28 ton
• , mo^st candidates were subjected to final round. On the basis 

of final interview, the following candidalc
PP9.L9bl’.9Nail) Qasid [BPS-03)

- Name

P'

\*

i-s recommended for

■■ S. No
Father’s Name 
Muhammad Iqbal

•V 1 Nel 1a I M u h a i n m a d
* ■

SWEEPER fBP.S-nr:^)‘•I

As many as 54 candidates applied for the 
sweeper, 46 candidates were appeared, and they were 
interviewed, 04 candidates were'shortlisted. After personally 
and experience test for the above post Mr, Sami Ullah 
Musa Khan resident of AJmera, Tehsil and District Battg 

recommended for appointment.
The meeting ended after deciding to preserve the 

— j test result and other details of the t.cst/intcrviews.

post of I

. !
son of 

ram
wasV.

• written

MR. SHERAZ FIRDOS, 
Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) 
Battgram (Member)

MR, NAYEED ULLAH, 
Civil Judge Puran (Shangla) 
(nominee of I'cshawar High Court, 
Peshawar) (Member)

(SHEHZAD ALI KHAN) 
SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (ADMN) 

BATTGRAM (CHAIRMAN)

i;-
No. -I93--196 Dated: Od. 12.202 1

Copy forwarded for information to:
1) The Honorable Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar 

•2) The Honorable District and Sessions Judge, Ballg 
' 3) All the concerned members.

4

’ ,

; ■
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(SHEHZAD ALI KHAN) 
SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE (ADMN) 

BATTGRAM (CHAIRMAN)
I
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■ I36iy/SD,)/1-]RW/A1>IN: (kilcd:

picciscd lo ordor llie iippdiiiiinem 

^Ls Proc..s Servu- in BPS-O^, wid, clRcl )h„n ih. .1.

p.^sl, Mihjcci lo jnt-diail [iincs-s, iinlcccdoiii. 

xl iMilntoiiiuLs ihnnigli i|imrlci-cuiiccnial:

cpiii liiicnlii) SulL'clion Coinniiiico d.ik-il: 

l*c;;Iiawiii- High Coiirl, I'cHi.iwur No

08-i()-2()2l, die Cumpdtni Aiiihoi iiy.

r?;". . ^

Icmpociiiy lia.sis ol die lolluwiiig i .iiididalcs 

lie orui;:>iiiii|,ij>,|| ol'ciiiiigc 

''crilieiilioii and wiilic.ilioii

oil

s'a.u name OEc..\Nr.ri’A'rE EA'I'IIER’S NAMEs

1

V-- • Naseoriilhili I'lii/. Miilianiiiiadiv ' ■ «

•I

Aliiliii Dayir l^izal Klialiii^

3 Imdadiillali Sliah •S.vcd Miiroor.SIiali

4 WiKpii- Aliinad Mecr Sliiili!■

-4.

Sailiillali. ^
Aliiliil iUikceiii
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2. 'I'lieii- appoininieni lo die service shall he siibjccl (o (he lullowiiig

Ici ms and coiulilioiis:

They will he governed hy die NWM

NW1-I‘ Govern,iieni Servant (Appcv'niincnl, Promoli 

Rules, 1989.

Civil .Scrvanl Acl. 197.1 and)

et !V;iiib/'cr)*
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cillowances iii; a(liiii.s.sil)ii.'

• ' Ciuvt: Service ami wlioac
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*
iimlcr (ho i iilcs. I huso who arc ahoaciv idr a

13ay is iiioic tlian iho iiiiiiiimiin ol')3PS-05

\veio diawiiig holure iheir 

(ippoiiKincm, .siihjooi In poniii.syion hy iho Cumpoloni A.ahoiiiy,

'I'licii pay ■ihail [>o llxod

will ho allowed lo draw i>a)' which (hoy1

'i .'
r

al proper-stage in lj|'S-()5.•;
:o

Ni, They yhall be governed by .ueh rale, ami insiruelio,,, relaling

leave, l.A,, iuul Medical Aliend;iiiee as may be presei'ilied li 

lo lime.

lo
I

uin Umc
r

iv. - Ihey shall be on probalion iiiilially |ii|- a period ol one year. 5 :

cxlemlable iiplo iwo ycais.

'V. •
V. I hey,will be eligible for eonlinoaiice and evenliial eonlirmalmn in 

salisfaclory compkliun ol’ (heir probalimiary
\

llie posi on
period,

pcnnaiienl po.sls and ihe compieliun ofsiibjecl lo avaiiahilily of

prescribed (raining, il'any.

r
vr. Their service shall be liable 10 be dispensed wiih al any lime wiihoni 

expiry ol (he period of 

il, Iheii- Work or domhicl 

nol I'mind .salisraetory. In Ihe event of 

service, fuiineen days noiiee or in lieu Ihercor 

liiys pay will he paid hy ihc rioveriimeni

■ I.
notice and assigning any reason l.)erore the

llieir probalion/cxiendctl period ol prob^iion 

during ihis period is 

lerminaliiin liom 

I'oiirleen

{

. Ill case ol'

. r^sigiialio|i, Ihey will give one nionlh noiiee lo ihe Coinpelcnl 

Anlhoriiy nr in lien iliereof 

Ciovcnmieni. ['lie

i

iiioitih pay shall he loi l'eiicd lo ihe 

lesigiuilion shall, however, |ie siihjee! 

acceptance by (he Chimpeleni Anilioriiy.

one

lo ilie
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Ol C ippoiiiliuenl areaccepliihle lo (liciii. 

uiKicisigned inmiedialely. The olR-i- oC 
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"t- ' ' .- '-I, —-
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S.No Niiine of official

Mr. NaseiariilJali,
Process Server, BPS

Mr. Abdul Basil,
Process Server, BPS

Mr. Jmcladuilali Shaii, 
Process Server, BPS

Mr, WatjarAimiad,
Process Server,. BPS-05

Mr. Sciifullah, :
Process Server, Bl’S-o.q

Mr. Nehal Muliamnuid 
NaibQrisid, BPS-ob

Mr. Tanr.eel-LiriRelinian 
Naib Qasid, BPy-03

g Ml'. Sciiiiiullali, 
l^veeper, BPS-ijg

Eroin Jo
i

I'l'ooess Sci viny 
Ageiicy

Process Serving 
Ageiny

l'’|•ol•e^s Serving 
Agency

I’locess Serving 
Agency

I'rocess Serving 
Agency

Cloiirl of.SC'J 
(Admin), Biiliagi'i -

Coiii'l (jl C.I-f, 
Baditgrani

Coiirl of'Cl-Allai, 
Baltagrain

New'b’ A[)|joiiilcd-05

2
Newly A[)|)oii)jo,|-n,5

• 3 JNewly Aijpi'jiiued-05

Newly Appuinied

5
Newly Appoinied

ft
Newly Appoiiued

am
7

Newly Appoiiiled

\ Newly Appoii iled
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TU/um. yojhoor Almmil 

Mnsilt r/o Pistrici
,PUC complaint No. 22497 1ms Ijccn filed by Mr

. s/p Komran Ahmad and Mr. Kamrnn

’ Batlperafn ogoinsi the rccruimmnl process
‘ ■ of Cins.s-lV employees

J MiJsili .s/o Jiinns
carried out by ilic

in (he
•'cbnslituied for filling the posts

aggrieved of rcb-rbiimem proccssTonducled by DSC. Complainants 

levelled allegations of nepotism and ignoring the merit by

,

\

• .*

•■■I

have
selecting persons from same area and same family.

Comments of the District & Sessions Judge, Baltagram

received and may be perused at Flag **A . He has

were
3.

sought, which were 

informed in his comments that one post of Sweeper (BPS-03) was lying

vacant ifi the establishment of Senior Civil Judge (Admin), Batiagram,

o. . .pe..

for interview and only 04 candidates were shortlisted for the final round 

of recruitment. AAcr personality and c.xpericncc test, one Mr. 

Samiullah s/o Musa Khan was selected for the sole post of Sweeper 

(BPS-03). The District Judge has further revealed in his comments that 

the selected candidate Mr. Samiullah is the real cousin and brother in 

law of Mr. Ihsan Utlah. who is working as Junior Clerk in the 

establishment of Senior Civil Judge (Admin), Baltagram. He has

04.12.2021. A total of
r • . ■ .V • • - •• •• .

!
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further ,reported diot ihcre whs no criicrion for shorilistlnB *»i‘ «l>c 

c^didoies, nor were any-marks assigned for ihc purpose of inlcrvicw 

and experience.m “s* I;

In the light of report ofDisirici & Sessions Judge. Uaitagram, Uic

telephone, who made some other
4. .•

'■ undersigned contacted him onrT.

' - revelations regarding the entire process of recruitment, wherein.

^3lK»llIhF«iOTlgiic«orluh|iftthe^esUblishmeht'of;SeiiiorCivil 
^JudgW(!^®^mih),'^iBatt8priam.^SinuiaTlyi'.Mr.’} NasecriUilah appointed

^^p^^;andyho,wpoinud Naib Qas.d.Nfc^al ^

'
i '•'»

t '•. *
• \

t ;
V ,

S

I
The District & Sessions Judge. Banagram submitted 

supplementary comments/ report Flag “B”. wherein, he reiterated the 

same observations and stated that as the Senior Civil Judge (Admin), 

Battagram was on winter vacations, therefore, he was tcicphonically 

• contacted.and during discussion he admitted that there was no criteria 

and marks for the purpose of shortlisting, rather the appointments were 

made 6}ily'bH'gencral outlook, a few questions were piit id caiididaicis 

diinn'g interview and they were selected on the basis of fitness and their 
■ \t''^4|^^^£a(gCTience. The District Judge has also recorded siaiements'oftthe ;'*'^:^^ 

complainants Mr. Zahoor Ahmad and Mr. Kamnin h^eeh'on
■ • -1 < \ j- ' z k: ,?

12.01 J2022, which arc Flag "C" and “D”, respectively. They both have 

deposed in their statements that neither any marks were assigned or 

communicated to them nor they had any knowledge of their position.

i
'i •

k
........

6. According to minutes of meeting of DSC Flag “E”, held on 

04.12.2021, the following committee was conslilulcd:. t

(*« 0 e I 2ors



i. Mr. Shehzad Ali, Senior Civil Judge Adniin). Dnltagram
(Chairman).

ii. Mr. Shcraz Firdous, Senior Civil Judge (Judicial), Unitugrain 
(Member)
Mr. Navecd Ullah, Civil Judge, Piiran, Shangla (Nominee of 
august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar)

' For recruitment against 05 posts of Process Server 365

rO
%•» '
ill.

'4

i
J

,„^^piida^S%alified tho^.est and the fbllowing&d^^^^ 

recommended for the post of Process Server (BPS-05) after their final

w.V;U!l

X:1U

vb interview:
Father NameNameSr.No.

Naseeniliah Faiz Muhammad1.
fcf-

2. Abdul Basit Far^al Khaliq
3. ImdaduUah Sbab Syed Maroof Shahi MeerSbahi' fi . I

ms:?^ Abdul.&keemWM-
-■

For two posts of Naib Qasid (BPS-03), 303 candidates applied, 
in which one post was falling under retired employees’ sons quota and 

one applicant Mr. Tanzccl Ur Rehman s/o Rahim Zada was appointed 

against the said quota. The remaining candidates were pul to lest and 

interviewed and out of which 28 top most candidates were subjected to 

final round of recruitment After final interview, the following 

candidate was appointed against the vacant post of Naib Qasid (BPS-

mIP
W'
S>".te
m

#4 «
w'". •

'IJt-Sr.No. Name Father Name . • \e;f; 1. Nchal Muhammad Muhammad Jqbal

For the sole post of Sweeper (BPS-03). a total of 54 candidates 

applied, 46 candidates appeared in lest and interview, while, following 

04 candidates were shortlisted;

>, Page |3©fS



li *•. Pip-%
■i

Fa*.her NameNameSr.No.
■•A Musa KhanSamiullab1.

Noor Mubammad 

Jonsnn Masih

Zaboor Ahmad2.
z

Kamran Masih3.
ShajarKhanSaddique Muhammad4.

the following candidate^was

r(BPS-03):

' *m I*,.

iP--' testAfter personality and experience 

appointed against the vacant post of Sweepe

Father NameNameSnNo.

Musa KbanSamiullab1.

Out of the shortlisted 04 candidates namely Mr. SamiluHah, Mr.
Maseeh and Mr. Saddique Muhammad,

t post of Sweeper, while, rest 

the complainants in the present two

Ahm^:Mr.JOimran
Mr. Samiullah was appointed on the

of the three candidates are

vacan

complaints.

It is worth mentioning that previously the Hon’ble Peshawar 

Pligh Court, Peshawar had introduced “Bowl Policy" for appointment 
of Class*IV employees vide letter No. 13607-656 dated 22.08.2022,

Flag “F", which was circulated to all the District & Sessions Judges and ^ ■ 

3 Semor Civil Judges in Khybcr Pakhtunkliwa and class-IV employees 

were being appointed on the basis of criteria set in the said bowl policy, 
however, later on, such policy was discontinued by the Hon’blc 

Administration Committee through decision taken in its meetings held 

on 07.07.2021 to 09.07.2021 and circulated vide letter No. li 168- 

268/Admin dated 05.08,2021. It is noteworthy that currently there is no 

policy/ criteria for appointment of Class-IV employees in the District

7.

Pa t» e I
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r7.piU forth for kiml/ydiciwy* ihcrcforc, Ihe following siiggcslions nrc 

consideration:

' a,; Since, oiler disconiinuoiion offiowl I’olicy" il.erc is t.o criteria 

for appointment of Closs-IV employees, iherofore, the 1 IR&W wmti
of the'Sccrelsriatof District Judiciary itioy be assigned wUJt.tlie loskl

ofClnss-IV employees in iheof devising a criterion for appoinimcnt
‘“'’^’’District Judkiary, so that principles of fair ploy.-.transpar^ytMd,; ^ ^ 

" ' merit are ensured. Unless and until a erileria for appoinimcnt of 

Class-lV employees is devised, such like compininis by luinKrous 

cimplalnants will continue pouring in. oHer process of rccnntmcnl

on such posts.

. thecomments of the District Judge. BaUagram
mode by Senior Civil Judge

b. According toI.

ippoinlment of CIsss-lV employees

Civil Judge (Admin) and. 
of of Senior Civil Judge (Admin). Bntlagram. llicrcfore. in

a

j* 1 •.

driver
absence of any criteria for (licir recruitment, the DSC may be asked 

to explain selection of the three appointees Pamciy Mr. Nasecruliah 

s/o Faiz Muhammad appointed on the post of Process Scr^'cr (BPS-
03) Mr. Samiullah s/o Musa Khan, appointed on thO'po^of Sweeper 

(BPS-03) and Mr. NchaJ Muhammad oppoinlcd on.th«?
Qasid (BPS-03) and their relationship with Junior Clerk. Mr. Ihsan 

Ullafa and driver of Senior Civil Judge (Admin), respectively.

Submitted forkind perusal and furdierapproprialeorders.pleaM^, ,

•S'.m . I

! \8.

-(Khaliil Khs« Mohmand) 
Director Inspections 

Secretariat of District Judiciary* 
Peshawar High Court, Peshawar 

02.02.2022
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I'' fk'/i/i/tf>»‘iii'‘l li‘il>‘iry iln.l/DI of JU'Jl 
Ay.nlHM Mr. MuihmlAH. .‘iaiior (;ivll ./iMu'- tAihm) Ituih'/oiii,1 ?

\. :■*

iljQKlKV KI'-.POK'r.

I- n»c|{I>|<MMUl.« *.fi- »

.Senior Civil JihIhc lAdimi;. iJ.nigriun ;ipj'rt».Klicd lUt 

lloii'iihk- I'cslniwir Ilijili I’csiniwnr tlirtiiJv)i Vi'ipcr iliiififK'l ■<ckmy,

lti'imi';;iioii fur fccriiilincMl'i iiKuifiM tiic vntaiil pu'.ilion*. vide Ic/lcr No.

. .MI{/::C7A()M1N/IJM daicil 0l.07,2'/il. Uliicli wa-. aLtord'-d vide Iv/lcr No. 

iljilcd OK.IO,21)21 (I x.lW-l/l,1 Ikcrclo. pr/H.laiiiali'<ii thru'i-Ji

jjiililicaliiiii vvn'. lorwaidial lo 111'.' DircOnr lfiltifntalj'j!i, Covcnim'-ni ol 

Kliaylicr I'iilJiliiiikliwa Ik-sliaivaf viHi: IcIIlt Mo, 'l27/SC/(’A(ifrii;;ddll dated 

2 i. 10,2021 and 05 poaitiuiis oJ proccs'. wrver. 02 of f laib Oa'.i'! and 
/ ; wi-ic ailvcrii'.cd in Daily •ILzpfi-'.s" I'c-.liawaf aii<l the Daily "Aaj

|•c.',llav/llr diiled 12.10,2021 and 27,10.2021 ic'.ti';clivcly (l.x.JVMa and 

fix.lW-l/.^) invilifiK iipjilitalions till the vlnsin/; dale 20.11,2021,
It. Upon couiplccifjii of the scniliriy pruct-;-*. lists of clijjiblc cacididaics 

li,spliiyc(l, 011.25,11.2021, the Iciirned Senior Civil Jiidijc (Adininj 

IJiUl,''rnm appoinleil Mr. Shcraz I'lrilo:. fSeiiior Civil Judyc tJudicial) as 

iioiniiiee of Senior Civil Jiidue (Adinn)Minliorily lor deparlmcnUil Selection 

C'oiiimiltei: ineeliny and vide letter No. 483 requested Hon’able I'cshawar 

H/fili Court, rcsliawar (or appoiniiiieni of Nominee for the Depaninenta! 

'|Sclccii<jn Comjiiiliec meeting. The Peshawar High Court through letter No. 

17'I83/SDJ/IIR&W/Adnin dated 03.12.2021 nominated Mr. Naveed Uilah, 

, C'ivil Judge I’uraii fSliangla) a.s nominee of the Peshawar HigJi Court for the 

' ■ . subject meeting scheduled for 04,12.2021.

i. Mr. .'Ihiiii/a'I Ali. a

>
r.

1 •*-. I

t

I

I

^ s^X<*U '
O'

\
'
S' were 1

,•

f

ill. The Dcparlmenifil Seieciion Committee meeting held Ion 04.12.2021
and concluded Ihc proceedings in rc.speci of all the 08 vacant posilioms 

same day. As per minutes of the said meeting, Hx.IW-l/IS, there were 603 

eligible candidates for the post of Process Server,

on the i

out ol' whom 502 appeared

■:'C ■ Tty.,

. 1*
,*

'i it» '
ScaonM vnih CorrtSctrtrtr
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i
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( - 'Jn Ihr wjiftcii IcM itiiil otily Jfi i|ii;i|jlii'(| llic <niiie l)y 64 ii»mI iil»iivf

i'lH'l.s lltvy urrr itri'iit<l)n^4y mtiTvit-wnl Hir lumtiiillcc fCio»tHiicml'"d <)5

i'Jimlitl.Hf, iKuncIv (I) N.iucfiill,ili s/n lai/ Mnli.iiiifii/ul. f2) Al»ilu)
■ Pnznl K|iiilii|, l.lj |jn((.i(Iiillah .SItiili i/n Syril Mimuif Sltuli. (4) Wntjiit Alitlicd 

■‘Ai Mccr SliJili (inil (5) Smliilliilt %'<> Aluliil ffiikcctti /or ni IV'K-n'

S' lvn (JU'S.li

Ilirrc were ?l)1 lantlnl.iirs lor (i2 pinilioin nl'Nnlh IlcmTVcr.

one posi ul w.T. reserved for reincil etiiployers ^oii cjiirtin and iJic applicaiil 

iiiMtirly },Mi/ecIoif-l(elini.in ^'o Knlitio /aila ons tecoaitiiendeil li'r llic 

reitoiiiiiin^; one I'osiiion 21*' c.iinlid.ilr'.. kvlm itfieiidcd llic pnK«ili»ps. were 

iiitc-n icisnl 2K CiKiiiid.iies were ^l(ortll'.Iell (nr llic lecond find linni found 

ol mimiew llicte.illcr, Mr Nnlial Miduriiiiuid s^'o Muliaimuad Itjbn/ is-nv 

icenmiiiended (or iippoiniiiient

V- As l.ir ns one vutiiiU position Sweeper, mil of 54 applicjiils 46 nppenred 

anil lliey ssrre iiilersiesscil H I Liiiidiil.iics were sltoillisled and nil llie Ijjus cd 

P'^non.ihts assessment and ie(|iiiMie espeiieoLe |of llic pnsl Mr S.iiiiiiill.ili v'o 

/ ^J'l'in Kliiiinvjs leeoinniendcd I

2. Iiiiiialion of ncparliiienliil I'meccdinct

■V

f
■

IV,

*>- .

/
nr iippmitlinciil

i. Upnn cmiiplninis ol undue prosess, uiilnir piny tind ncpniisin in the 

Kiiliieei recniilinents. Ilon’bic il.e Clnel Ji»slii,c. I'esli.isv.o ||i,;li C'oiin. 

^•sliiiwof Imik iiolit c of Hie iiullcr by innintmn Hie insinni proeecdin^'s us tlie 

ipcicni Aiilliorily. Mi, SIuiIiakI All, Senior Civil Jii<|(ic lAilinni lluticruni/

I liniriiinn ol llic Dcpriitnicnl.il Sclvsiioii L'oiiiinilicc svn^ pniccrileit ii{EainM

ssiiiiij; llic eliatpe shed nnd xlnieincnt of islicgnlions Oiiicd l‘> 112 21122 

ffi)i.l\V*l|/2 (ind Fa.IW-IIM icspeclivcl)'

Siipcfinlcndciii of Hus court
Mr Anil lliiss.iiii Sliuh.

sstis nppuiiiied ii.s ilcpnrirnemal rcprociiiniivc
'vhilc llic iinilersifincd ns ilic Iniinir) fdliccr. #

.4. Clinrp.p SlH-el

Tlinl )<>ii, wliile poslctl IIS Seninr Civil Judge (Adimi) iJailcram, 
cntnmiitcil the fnllossins incyiili.fiiics’illcgnliiics/niiscoridiici.

As Chnirman ol Hie nepnfliiictiinl Scfccii 

DceemiHT 2(121.

1.
Cnrniiiiiicc. you, on 4"' 

scleeied and nppniuled M, .Snrniullali .v-o M„sa KJinn 
ns llir .Sseceper. svillioiil lollossing due

DU

prueess and 6ijr pMy, and 

i In find ilic besi viuratifc
wilJiDui ,i,»kin{! II rcascsn.sfilc recniiling cfforls

•r i*

SoruiM wllh CamSeinnw
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n|’'•«'•"I1, (Mill ,iM.id;mir ol nfp.ii(Mii. n, lUc <.ild S,(mliill.ili M Ilir ffJl
h

'^•ll^i•^ viil l'ii'<lii-f in l.iu (i| Mr

Muli.imin.ul, dll' link III liii r.i.ihliiliinfnt.

I li,

Mnnniithlixo I 11/
■Va

M Mimuii I'f dll' [K-pirliiitrii.ll Stltiimn l iMiiniiiki >i'", *‘n 

I Kt.-i!i|.ti tclrtuil luiil iipp*»iiilcil Mf Nl;r.rtni[l.i)i. ^'n I.11/

^'dili iiiiiiiij .1, i;if pf,in.is ‘crvi-f. wiihnui liitlmiin^ il'.r I'fim-.i .iin( 

•Jif pl.M. .mil iMlfti'iil ii'.ikini-, j ri'.imiiiililt fiiTuilinp c(|i-il !■> ImhI llit

''t

'-uil.ihii pimi*'i, ;irii] iiiiiiil.iixr i>f ficr«’li'n. ni llii N.i-.tcnill.il' 1. 

hN*'' die hri'drri .i| Ml' 1-

\ iU \t11fnn11n41i, Hie IU11CJI rk'ri.. > V5

ol I tnK cit;il>lidinici;l. *
I. li;iii(T-.,iii ol il-.e l)v*p.in]iii-iit.jl .'ieicitiim {'omind'cr. >on,iin -J*'111

l^r>.'•nl^y^ .Ti'?;, iclci-ii*i! j/i.l jpi-.iinlcil Mi \V',)g,if A-'inicJ lu Nferr

'-'K i|| ;|\ I [it* piin I'S' o*r> i-i 'Mil'■•111 li 'I’o'i iit|' iJiir pr.k rii .ii:i| iij.r p!jv 

-'ii'l "iilii'iii m^l.lnp .1 rr.is.'ii.iHlr rririiiliTip eflorl lo rirnl the he'i

"111.idle pci-'oii ,iiul a'ln.l.inie i>l nepoiomi. ji die iniil .Muncil

U iN' till I’f.'lhcf H| Mllll lIll'CI MlJili

A I t’li.nrin.in I'f ihr Ilipiiliiitii1.il St lt-tlimi I I'loiiinifi \iit, on 1* 

I rii-l'.-i .'n; I, lehitfi] tmj .ippoimril Mr IiikI.mIuII.iIi Sli.ili 11- S\ ftS*'r
‘ kl"'.'-'-'

\.-M

;■*

*>t.uiH'i Shnii .11 Ihi- l‘r\e" *'cri tf. "illmul (n|!<"ime due |ii'>tc** joil 

f.ili |«I:m irul 'ililiuul (ii.tVinp a ir.t'.iiii.ihk n.-tiniliiu cll-itl »>• |■■ll>l ilu. 
hf\i .iiii.il'lt fHiemi iiful niMiil.intf ol iiepoimii, .i'. ihc ^.nil liTul.iiliilbli 
M .il.o dll* I'l.'ihrr ol SttiJ S.ilreni Sli.ih Jiiiitiir Smle OenMei.'phti >■! 
1 cmr c^llll•llsll|tlrll^

l<i fr.Mini ol ilir iil'ioi, >011 .tppe.ir lo be piiillv of iiiinotiiluii iiiulci 

nili- \ III die Mnbcr I’ikliiunkloin Iruieniri'riii Serv.inlN f|.|tKieiii\ 

Mill Hi.Miplinei Kiilc'. Td t l.mti ii'iiilorcil )i.)iii^clf lijhle l<> lid 'If iini ol 

dir peiiiihii-i Npctlfinl 111 nilc i ot Ihejfnles ihul 

Voii ure. iliercliuc. fri|iiitrd lo "ihoiil your urldiien ilelriiic "illiin 

‘.|■^ r^l il,n s ol ihc rctcipl ol diis I llal^;e Slieel (0 ihe |fui!iif> Ofllicf

Vi'iir "iiildi ileleiite. d oti), 'linid.1 le.ietj llic inijuir> ollUcr nlitim die 

^pecirif.l period, Imliny uliieh ii -.lull K* prcsiiijieiJ di.u )oii tune r.o iliifim 

III pi!l in and in ilvd eriie. i\-p.iMc nciiori sli.ili be i.iken jciind >oii 

Jnilnuiif ivhellicf >oij de-iirc in he heaiJ in pcriuMi 

A tl-iirnienl iirtilU'p.iiion*'11 rrtlnsril

o' i
' ^ '

--------

;

i
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I. inijiitry rrocmllnc*:
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I. : - Noliir U,u K^Ulil »u Mt si|;lli/.u| All, M J

(Ailn.ii) iJHiiKuni, ,0.0

l.i'l ii| wiific^irt Ic'Mji tKtti, 

piiHliufd J4 rinj.iii) 

'■ "I ilic hsc

/ •
. ifpl, I,, jjjj. «||^5| „f, iij (jj >||>,

lliv vi.lf. ,,K,
w •s.

»h.nlli-.l lh-|Wltt,uiil,i| lUpicNriiMIlvc1 \

'"I'rUnj! n-. .IcJni.H-
‘Ik- .Kiusvd ..llkcf |.n..l.Kcd ihr „.cf,ihrr'.J •

"ilnciH-s I'niiliiai-rtilinvl II' I.KM ICMillU.!!)

l^utiiii; llu-

K-i\er^

‘••‘’nt'r ol iti.juirj-, « twiipl.iiiii ol

,„i|, (],p ^

Him, hir I-clnwit,

*'nc Miiluiiirtu.) ijflj, 

'ccfuitiricni .>! of pr-Af,,

'f'l'i' ("uri. ['KOuKai

•" 'i-doi r,>t

l*y II,e Dcportircnlal

’i

IcKcf No ipuAdni

"4, hfiiiiphi

l,i'M.,.nnn:l;
n»r •.11,1

J.ill'j, "•>' junull) nirifnfd j,‘ii'iniO' " iinrss No c«i Kun

1’H HMl.l y(i:2 ,n
' CHKi fx.irmn.,(1.111 he."■•'ix rr-c\!,ininril■y

’Ilf li?hl .-)! ha
iipplrr.iiion fur 

"Ill’ll f-Ki Vide ifccipi No :k.j
of tlu-compl.,,,,, rcccivnlihr

^V*-' i . ■ ‘ ”^'■■'‘’'"^■"‘■^1 KcpR-.cn:.t,vc I c„

Ik ihvoisnc,

sliilin,; ih.ii. ,1 iiiinlniicl

/

I Ui.cMion, -Actc .'I-,., put 
IN I? 21,;I „y 

r«,{'jc\lcil |of ,1,

‘lie i<iiiip|.,..ni .iatod

I" him .md
Kiilitl,:i\,a| I’l.pv ol lii> I NK'.

"iihdt:i,';,l r^| coinpUmi nixl 
^ nuctop n,c lA a.mprr.ou'. o! M,„.

nio,u;|i H„- Dcpminicnt.il
YV^Vfi “ I 2022

‘cv’i'tfrcl

cloved 1,1-. eudcr.tc on 
: im.l l"o u.tMcvscs m ilK defence IIW-IZ and JV-l}, had

^

# ■7""" ■’™'’ .......... ■'» '’‘■n:.ru„a,,., „

■, ^ .................. ’^ruKluaio,, ....................

411 JL‘gfii-\cd 

Kill lllui

t-vmnine one Znhoor Ahtiicd 

i';iiiili<i;ite Cor liie 

•.iil'iniiied lor cxnmmaiion oClwo

.m.l Mi, s,,la,„

Itic |»™ „l p„H„<

«rplica.„.„ ||„ „„ 22,l».2n:2 fo, 3n..,J,np ,h,„,

'vcfc Cimicsicd by ihc accused

Nii^ir Mutiarnrnad.> u

r“M "I sK«iK-r. Anoihcr nppNcaHon 

more "dnesves n.imdv Ni^ir SliadAli

opporluiiiiy oriicariiig. Tlic npplicniions

J
.SciinooU witk CnfT>ltdo"rfi
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31
I' I .lUlIcci llinuijiti 'Vtilini ii'i'ly limvivi'i, iioili iin- 

nllitWcil viilct cinlcf lialril I'V.O-I 7(ijj mi,] triiilluntlv iliirr nm*'' 
liniiiciy /iiliiHK Aliiiu'ilNuni Mitluuiitiinit, Nimi, MukI AIJ «ii'I Sli'tlh] 

iif-lUicmnu wen- rxniiiinrii ni IW-I-I . |W |\ iitiil IW-K* irn(i«*iHv»-lv 

’lIli'lTnllcr llii’ m'iil\e(l I'dU il fidl lii« •iliitCMiriil nn IV/-17

> -
'

\ • .

l«. l^A'ldflllT

• The |,;Kl olTlic IcHliiitiMirn ol'llii’ Imiiiliv wilnc’i-rc; ni iiiitlei

i. IW-l, nnkhliiu All Sltnli. Clerk dI ('oiirt, SeiiKu Civil hirli-e lA'iniii} 

nitth'.miii piodiiccd enpy n| (he reemd of DcpiiMiiiciii Seleiiton uhiiihiiIm 

tiiiicd (1-1.17,2021. (orluinnl li.'is iilfcidy heen irijiiliiliiiiied liy l)r|'.ijlMieiiliil 

Knprcsciitrilivc) cunipriiinp. of llie rollowlnj’

1. I'ctmisiioii of iccniiliiieni hy llniTnhIe rcslniwiir lligli Courf. Ilifoiipli 

IfUaNrt nfiF7dnlcdllK.llt.2()?|,l'\.[W.|/|.

2. -Advcniicmciil in D.nily •'IlipK-ss" ilnlcd 12.1(121121 .'iiid D-nlv "Anj 

IVvhimni" limed 27 11)21121, f x.lW-l.? h IW-I/l irspri iivriv 

nireclive id llie lliph Ci'iiri iccnidinit (lii-ctiiitiniimiiiii of Ilmvl [mliey 

dmedf)M)K:(l21.l'\[W.l..)

AjipoiniMKiil I'l mimiiiee idThe Appi'iiiliiin Aiilliiifily Senittr Civil lu'h'ir 
AiJnm ilmeil25 ll.riCl.l-A.IW-lr.V 

lU’(]uc-st for iu>niim-f of I’l 1C ilnli’d 2^ 11.20211ix.iW-I/O.
Wiirlaiij: jMper.s of 0(0 cliKiMc entuliibli’s (Vir (lie pi»il id prueex’i 
eoinprisiii); id 22 iiliecis, I'\.l\V-|/7.

oflivo under «ne emnlidiilex ofpinccss scn'cn li.x (W-l/K 
H ^^si/\vorkifip pnpcr.s of .101 candiilmcs for (he post ol Nnih f/aiid. 

.■‘/.'cmnpri.siiig of l-l sIk-lMs, T.\,I\V-|/'2

I . ■ ' 9. ■' Lisl/ivorlcin^ pnpeii I'f 5*1 eanilul.iics for Ihe po.sl of Sweeper, l oiiiprisiiip, 
olTU.dicch.L'x.lW-l/IO.

10. Aiieiiilaiicc sheet of \Milien lesCr (or ihc jmsl uf process servers ilaicii 

IM. 12.20211 comprisinj: of 20 sheds. F.x.IW-l/l 1,

11. Ailcndanec shed of llic eandiilalc.s for the pnsl of Nnihf^.nid dalcil 

0-5.12.2021. cnniprisiiifi of 12 sheds. Rx.lW-l/12.

12. AtlendiiJicc shed of Ihc eamlidaic.s of Sweepers dated 01.12.2021 

comprising of 02 sheets. f:x.lW-i/13.

I*.
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'-‘■il Of Jrt fJingiiJntcs will* qiiiililici ^vriIIL‘fl tcsi nncJ w«e 

' c-«/npri.siiig ol'O? sheet*, Hx.iw
, ■ pnpers of 05 cnngidaics wlio

•^cpariiiiciitnl

short hu

-I/I4.I'
■< ■ X

rccoinmentJcJ hy ilie
Selection Coiniuiitee for tippnjtilmcnl ns process

were
servers.

15. I'ist of 2« emididiiles who were .short listed for inicrsicw the posl
^‘''hQ:i.su|. 
I-isi

i:i>mprisitig oCO: sheets,;nx.lW.l/l6.16,
Of 0.| qiinlillcd e;mdiduies/.sli()rt listed for interview for 'I'*

Minutes ofDcpnrijTicnlal Selection Ginimiltec nieelinK dmed 04.12.2021. 
‘"’’"Prisiny oro2 sheets. Cx.IW.Uih. i

orders of 05 ctiiididnies for the po.st of prncc.ss

‘J- Appoiiiimc,„

servers.

‘

orders of 02 CHndidaie.s for the post of NnibQasid.
‘comprising oro3 sheets. n.x.J\V-I/20.
Appoiiiiincni order of 01

comprising
of \(.rific.iiioii of newly appointed c.indidatcs addresses to DI’O 

S V f>t-.nnng No. 514/SCJ (Adn]n)daled Ifi.12.2021.
Letter to the Chat

candidnte nnnicly Saniiiillnh s/o Musa Kiinn for 
,or03 sliccLsE.x.IW.1/21.

Ex.l\V.l/22.
3^ 22.

Board of lri(emicdi,iie and Secondary Education 
Abboiiabnd bearing No. 537/SCJ/ADMN/BM dated 15.12.2021 for 

\ ‘’‘criliCiUton ordnciimenis. i;x.lW-j/23.
'VA Letter t

niiim

o <hc A.s.sislnnl Director NADRA bearing No. 01 dated 05.01.2022
of newly appointed entulidates, nx.lW-1/24.

.. H . Uesponse of B.I.S.n Abhollabnd regarding their requisite verification vide 

' letter

'rr. « *

No. 50720-5()724/SSC/CEIV52/A/l. dated 15.12.2021, 
3042/AB/BISE/IlSSC/Sccrccy dated 16.12.2021, 3496/AB/BlSE/

HSSC/Sccrecy dated 16.12.2021, E.\.IW-I/25. comprising of 03 sheets. 

Verification by DPO vide letter No. 296/1IC <!alcd 18.01.202225.
. Ex.IW-

1/26
26. Notninee of Peshawar High Court bearing 

HRcfeW/ADMN; dated 03.12.2021, E.x.IW.I/27.
letter No. 17483/SDJ/

. 27. Question paper of screen lest for Die po.sl of process .ser^'cr, Ex.IW-I/28, 

Answer key of screen test, Ex.IW-1/29, Answer sheds of 36 

Ex.IW-I/30, comprising of 30 sheds, as well
candidates, 

as original list of 36

8etnr>«0 wtth C«rnSe«nnef

• ■ r-
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caiiUtdaics who qualiHed ihe 

entries of niarks of interview’ 

pencil contprisujii or02 shtei*.

screening tesi. Bx.iW.3 

penned down fay {he
'*31 bearing rnanj^al 
commirvec wiUj laj

\l lW-2, Muhammad JalTiir v'o 

13202*0803582-5 is complainant ofi 
for Ihu post of process 

for the written test. Me attempted the 

16 marks inti of 25. 
which his perfo

Abdul Lateef R/q Batten CMC 

instant inquiry.' and staled ilai he 2p?'icd
server and being an eligible candidate ke ww irvi*^'

lest and qualified the same by scc-t.-inz 

Accordingly, he was slion listed for (he mlcrvi-A' <Ujnr.-^

nuance was salisfaclorj- as he correctly answered almost all the 
questions ptii by the committee. However,
he wns informed alongwith other unsuccessful 
of 05 sclectcd/nppoimed candidates for d

upon conclusion of the proccwling, 
-) candidates about the rcauli. Ovt 

1C post of process servers 03 w-or 
recommended on (he basis of ticpodsm and connivance ofEhsanulIaA limior 

Clejk. One of Uic said appointees is his brolher, one is his cousin xid the 

one is his brother in lasv. Similarly, as pet his information one more process 
server svas „pp„i„,ed „gai„5,

onieer. lie F„n|,„ need ,5.0;.:,,:,, h,
, ‘‘ispatehed ms upplicalion to the ofnee of District i Sessions Judge 

Mansehradmiuiry onieer for svithtlrassal of his complaint, i;.s,IV.-2/l
Papes. According 10 him. die earlier application dated 

* 2.2021 for llic pnrpo.se of im|uir>'
--- V nupilic ilie same. Jlowcvcr. lie 

/0.^)3,2022 when fie received

X

was wrongly aiiribuicd to him as V.e did 

to know about the said application
i ■n\

enine on
a notice from ihi.'; oflicc to join tlie instant

He stated to hnvc been misguided by someone that he will be
appointed if he joins the inquiry' and depose a statement. Since the alleged
complaint was wrongly attributed to him therefore, he deemed iii necessary to 

response to a 

source of his information so far as 

his relationship with appointees he

J candidates. While responding to a 
.ucst,™ hy Utc Departmental Representative about the malaflde withdrawal 
nitc eempiatnt, he deaied the suggestion and rciteraied that he did not file

request for withdrawal of alleged complaint, vvas added. In 

question by the accused ofUccr about the 

mnuence of Ehsanulloh Junior Clerk or 

replied to hiivc heard from few unsuccessful

Sca^rkfS WMh CAnificAnritf
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‘^‘^vitluKcr cuiii'cJnsN.tcll*>" bci’nnsc lie wmiM ^ci the joh hy (U»hn:
('oiled die miKKcsJirm «>!' InrinH muler innuencc of nnyttnf '» 
'ytldcni for tvlilidniwiil ofihc ccinptniiii.

, m.-iwo. jtiiiiliiceWnhcctI AJiiiu'J. Iiiclmrj:e NADKA (in’icv HiittHf"'" 
'•wnily irec of Mr. F.lMiimiMah (.ItiiUor Clerk) S/o Vniv.

Me nJso produce fainil.v irec ofMr. iinniliilin)i sA> Khmi. 
"Pl'oliiJrtl ir rcct'i’*^ I'oizs'vcejtcr. IW-l/lR) Hx-IW-.V:. Hcct.rdiiUt 

«'i(l Miisn KJiai) are real hrolhcrs liclitg sons of Mir Mnlik. 
Miilian>m»'('

•, Muhnmniiid

SiiTiitnrly. he 
Ex.rW-3/3

..

pnnliiec family irce of Mr. Nasecninnl' s'o I ai/

. 01 of iln;(appointed process servers u( Sr. No 
‘•'IS). wl,„ is brother OfMr. Elisunullah (Junior Ckrk). Mimily irecs of Mr- 

Mnliroof ShaJi s/o Mir Sliiili. Ex.IWO/4. and Mr. Wiuiar Alimed s/o Mir Sliali 

(Appointed! ;
process server a.s per Sr. Nn. 0*1 of the tninulcs IW-l/lH). lix*

IW3/.5. 
both

nccorditiB lo record Miiliroof Shalt. (Driver) and Wiiqiir Ahmed 
nrc brothers and belong to Village and Post Office Snkknr Galt Tchsile 

AHai District IJnttgrnni. Likewise, he also produced family tree of Sycil 
Sniccni Sliiih (Stenolpist) s/u Syed Mnhroof Shah and IimladuUnli Shah 

'J CA]ipoinicd Process Server 

Mahroof .Shal 
flb

•p s nt Sr. No. 03 of the minmes IW-l/lK) s/o Syed 

1, BX.lW-3/6, .according to which they arc real brothers and 
belong lo Village and Post Oflice Dnlandkot. Tehsil and District BnUgram.

r.
PU

V

Khsanuliflh s/o Fniz Mulinmmad Junior Clerk RRC liranch, 
Coiirls Bntlgr.im wiis initinlly inducted in District Judiciary Bnllgram 

Serx'er (BPS-3) in the ye.ar 2015. (Ex.lW-4/1). llowcvcr. he was 

sybsequently
f

appointed ns Junior Clerk in the year 2017 Uirotigh initialI
y

t* recruiimeni,
Appoinfment order were produced as I*x.IW-4/2, Ex.IW-4/3 and Ex.lW-4/l

copy of his application, recommendations of the DSC and

respectively. He claimed that all the appointments were made on merits and he 

was not pari of the recruitment process iri any manner, nor lie requested or 

approached the appoinlmenl authority to appointing anyone. In his cross 

examination by the undersigned he admitteef Nasccrullah (appointed process 

server) as his brother and similarly Mr. Samiullah (appointed sweeper) 

paternal cousin as well as brother in law.
as his

" f*’

'S-
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Dm
I '• l\V-5, Niiict’itilliilt n^i I'lil/ Mtihi

Unilucnni ii|.j,(|,.,| (•„, Si-tvi't

ii|ipii|(iii'il tis iHiia t'. HPivi-i oil tlir liiMis <il letnihfi"''"'''"""' 
iiiliiiiu-, (li,.

"(iiiiini!. |»iKVi<i M'lVfi. DI'lH*' *

10 II ?0.'l nn'l «■ III
'Vill

••illiiiil)i’|Hiilim'iiliil .Sitlcoiioi, ('oiiiiiiliin; inn'IO'l’. ‘1“'
'•hImI (l-l.l.’,’||,!| tii-. iiii[)li('i|[iiiii liir till- |„,s|. ciity nlCNK'.
S Si ‘■‘•"lllcnu.. |)M(M)i].l..i)mii, IiHonnaii ....................... .

I Ic hlillc^l
(III

‘■•'•'iri.ini,,
III llllVC

|iMiiliiti-iI us lix.lW-S/l III |;>,i\V.V7 rc.spcflivciy.
'•Ili-niinnl iHKi .nialilicil l!ic wrillcn li-st ns well «•> »iic Interview. In 

‘|tie.'ilioii'i liy llie iliuk‘n|^|ii;(| he mltnilled |■i^iilllll•''Ih Jnninf 

I'ii reiil l.roilKT „inl iiesvly ni.j.nlnlci! Snininlh'h Vn Mnsn Klinn

(Swenper) his

'‘••"I'niise Co i|„.
< ’Iwk

VI. l\V-fi. Siiini,i||„|, s/o Miisn Kliim 

"I'I'lifd Cor Hie ndvcriiscil pose nl nweepcroii 10.11.2021 timl wiis iiltiiiiiilt.'ly 

i'l'ix'iiilcil jis Swccjicr (in rhe bnsis ol ri-cniiiiiicmliiliocis (trilie ininiiie- ol'ltic 
l)‘’|'iirlinenltil .Selecli

Di.sirlcl Ccniils lliitlj’nnoSweeper

i'n C'nnimitlee iiieelinp. in iiiicsiion diitcd (H,12.2021. ills 
'•pplicalinn for the post, copy of CNIC, Domicile imd SSC ccriiriciilc. I’Sf.'

Di()Ioinii in trade of eleclricid work froin Skill DevclopiTicnl I'csliiiwnr. 
h.XjKTioiice cfrli(lciilc from Affnriui I’lihlic School iiiid Experience ccdillciilc 

y (rooi Alhiidar Suipicid and Cleiieial llospiial llall|;ram were prodiiccd ;i'i 

. hx.lW-C/j to Iix.fW-6/K re.s|)ccltveiy. According to him lie was culled lor 
interview twice on O-l. 12.2021, firsl by n panel of two judges nnd secondly by 

panel ot three judges and upon qiinlifying both tlie interview be

mcril. During cross cxaniinntion he ndiniticd to be reid paternal 

. ■ a.s well ns brother in law of IZh.sanolliih Junior Clerk. He also deposed

jyn)iil his relevant e.xperience in addition to experlies in cooking regarding 

e.xperienco ccrtlllcnlc Ux.IW-b/? and Ex.IW-6/8 respectively were 

produced ns part nnd parcel of his nppliciilion of candidiilurc.

/

was

'vJiicJi

VII. IW-7, MnJiroof .Slinli s/o Mir Sliah Driver lo SCJ (Adinn) Dallgram, 
.‘ilnicd Hull Jjc was liiducled iti District Judiciary Dnttgrnm ns driver (BPvS-6) in 

ilic year 2019. He stated tliai tis per his knowledge and infonnalion all liic 

nppo/nlrneiKs ofDcccinbcr 2021 were made on merit nnd lie did not approach 

or request iJie appointing aiitliorily for appointment of anyone. In cross 

cxtiininalion he did not deny rcliilionship of newly nppoinled process server

ii
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Wminr Aluiicd wj»i him 
nfiprortch ihti 

’ V/II. IW.H.

"nl tlpouKli rcKernleJ »»mI he ««'*
eppolpiUfiK nuilporiiy in i}iii fe^ard.
Wflqnr Alimcd sAp Mir S|,a|, frncc^ Server. 

fimnuu „pp,j«„, f.,, ...ivc-niscct P'"*! <pr Process Server on 02.11 2021 i-rKl 
ns prfpccss server tpn ll.e hnr.is of rrcomrocmlntions of 

of Hic Ucpiirtpiicpitptl .Sciceti
0^.12.2021. His npplpcnlio,, for ,hc 

«rtinc«lc. PSC DMC nnd chnrncte 
'o nx.iw-«/r,

“Oimnicly nppoi,„cj 
0i« riiiiiiiic.s

\vn.s

lfi (juesO'prioti Cotiunillcc npecimK
of CNJC. fJomicile -snd 

JiK.rW- 

wrilicn test a' 

Irp Ins

pcpsl. cpppy 
r ccniricalc were prinluccd ns

rcspcclivciy. He slated it) have (nialincd the

-'lew and cvciUiinliiy appipintcil "n 
|,e i, ,W.7 Driver

'veil a.s tiic

IX'. m'.p.

Civil Judgc-II.
iiyed Saiccni Shah s/o Syed Mnh r Shall Slcno lypisi to 0)C crpi.-r? 

Butigrnm. was appointed ns sicno typist in Districi 
udicinry Bnllgram in the year 2018, copy ol appointment order is Ex.lW-O/l 

Me stated that

roo

«s per his knowledge and information nil the nppoinlmcnLs in* 
'vere madequestion

’ merit and he did not approach or request the 
‘Appointing nuihorily for appointment of anyone. In his cross cxaiiiin.nion 

iidmilling

;V on

nppomimenl of liis brother namely Imdndiillah Shah its
process server he denied ilic allegation of nepotism and claimed that his 
appoinlmenl was made on merits.

SfO
lie ftirliicr staled that he neither played any 

was o.ssocialcd in the procc.ss of recruitment inroh in his appoiniinuni 
p t,.nny manner.
^ fW-JO, /mJadullal, Shnh s/o Syed Mahroof Shah Process Server DiMriet 

Cotipfs. Barigram. applied for (he advertised post of Process Server or

nor

■•K

18.10.2021 and was uiliniately nppoinlcd ns process server on the basis of 
rccomntendarions of the minutes of the Departmental Selection 

Jticelj'ng in question dated 04.12.2021.

CNJC, Domicile and SSC certificalc. FSC 

D/pioma in IT and Character certificate

Committee 
His application for the post, copy of

BA Degree. Master in Pashto,
were produced as Ex.IW-IO/1 to

ExMW-IO/9 respeclively. He sle.ed lo have qualiHcd the written test as well as

cross examination hethe interview tind eventuality appointed on merits. In his 

is adinined to be real brother of Saleeni Shah IW.9 Steno Typist.

M. fW-11, Asif Hussain Shah, Superintendent Sessions 

Depa.-tnienla/ Representative of Peshawar High Court Peshawar reiterated the
Court Manschra/

SctnnKi with CaniScArww
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litci-t niciiii'oncil in Hic earlier pan of d,,-, cxhibi.inp 0.»r«c she^t
'^fnllcyalions and Oplain^d ihe devclopmctiis during ihe cuotm;

o inqiiio- penoining lo complaint of Muhammad JnfTar with reference 
NoJ2.t3

I10 IcUcr

««mc,l 26.02.2022 of Additional Kcgiitrar (Admin) I'e»l.owar H.fJ. 
Lonrt^ Peshawar. EvIUMl/.l directed District and Sess.ons Judge

Jimtlira'Inquio Oniccr to consider the Mubamtnad Jaffar (complamantt u' 
wiinc.ss in the i proceedings against the recniiuncnt process In response

\sho svould l*eto a •juc.stion by the accused officer to point out anv candidate
‘•scrhninatcd by the DSC his response was that he does no. krK.« an> 

'^'iccpi the complaint Muhammad JalTar. He. similarly stated to be
m knowledge of any legal bar 

members who

ennclidaic
not o( rclatiscs of stallm making appointments 

" ere otherwise eligible for appointment on mcrtis-
X'lT. Naveed Uilah Civil Judge Puran District Shangla appeared a.s e
tlcfeitcc wttne.s.s. Me was Nominee of Uic Peshawar High Court Pesha’.'ar, for 

ilte subject DSC scheduled fo; 04.12.2021 vide letter No.l7-f? 
/SDJ/HR&W/ADMfN dated 03.12.2021. already c.xhibilcd as Ex.IW.!.'27. He

stared to have received the infomiation of his nomination on 03.12-2021 at

about 12:30 P.M, through Icicphonicallj' called of the supcrinicndeni Sessions

Court Shnngl.T and subsequently received sofluopy of tlie letter titroucii

tvhflisapp from Mr. Shcraz Ferdos Senior Civil Judge (Judicial) Battagram at
Jslin time. He joined die proceedings on the next day on 08:00 AM. Aewding

l«m Ihc accused officer had olready prepared the written test which was
^ ■7^'’ V'N ifVflj/nb/t* in USB drive In sealed envelope and was opened and handed over to 

f* L-£«s" printing of the papers in presence of the committee. The lest for '.he
scn'cr was conducted by the committee, papers were checked and 

"'^5 displayed on Ute notice board. Tltcrcafter, interviews for ihe post of
'c' Sweeper and Naib Qasid were conducted separately by the Committee and then 

/nfcmetv for posl of process sen'cr was also conducted. The merit list was
prepared, issued and displayed on the same day. The comminec finalized t.he

4

working papers, olher relevant documents prepared and signed the minutes and
dispatched to the quarter concerned. In his cross examination by the 

Departmental Representative he stated that olher Judicial Officers cf the 

District were also engaged for checking of the papers. He admitted that no 

screening test was conducted prior to the uritien test. He, however slated that 
he was not in knowledge of such requirement of screening test on account of

Scanned with C^rnScanrm
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(nil ■•vri 
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cniilit II'*

HijjJi I •

Ofil.V,

(1,0
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..rN,„3n„!:,.....wi,I,

■''I'Htlihtinn

i'’ nliiiuii ) I mill 
■'•lllllO“iin

"‘•I ilir III,,I,
r lfiiiis|inn‘ii»:y. j I,, 

t'"im (nr llu'
(ipitlii-r i-.trmuH'il "iiy Sriii"'

I'l'iuoihirc 1.1 (.I- r.'lli'wcl
'"‘'iv........ . „cO'unl ..1 -«

..I H..IC1

in Ihc P"***

jnicryii-'wcil il'C

n'«

ll„. inUMvicWIfspccl n»
'‘■‘ply was thni ilun-

.........CM U,. l,„i, ,UI1.. n,Kl ..................

Was

'‘M.l Nwi'i.per lii.;

inu-ivicw 

ihc critcfiii ol
«"a,lc ,uhI ll.cy in ,1,,. ioun<l “I

'■‘-•‘•oiimiotKlnii,.,, Cor 

lOti^rvicw Cor (he 

'vciiin/. .skfU.s

«|>P«iiiiiia*iiis wuc i,„i(U*. As iHf 
I’“SI priH-cs.-i Sfi'vcr he siiiil iliiU nPt-r iisscssiiui rc.ulmi: i"'d 

0 Cimdi.hiio ilicy
"■inunon.sl)' (uvai j |,i,„ „,„r|<.s, a speciCu: qucslion was .nsked as lo wlicilicr he 

(loricrd or

his lilucss luul thenwould ilisciiss

su.specieci luiy .stall mctiil»cr ovcnvhcliningly eiiniincd in the process 
<’<■ rccniilnterus. however his response was that he diil not notice any such

o iJtlllp..

' \ ‘h;/'crioo

IW-IJ, Sheniz Mrdos, Senior Civil Jiulue Uunner also appeared as a 

Witness. He rvas

for t/ie siihjeei DSC
Noininec nftlie Senior Civil Judge (Adinn) Uftllgraio/ 

scheduled lor Od. 12.2021
7- Authori'O'

exhibited as l-x.l\V-l/5, lie 
fi,c proceeJingx oCil.e day at 08:l)U aM. Aceordinp. ui bin, U,e accused 

-r.. luul n/rcn,iy prepared the written test which was nvaiinWe in USli drive
i/scalc<i envelope mui was opened a.ul handed over lo COC for printing of ihc

conuniucc. The ic.si for the

vide Icvtcr

VS
papers isi presence of Hie process server was

conducted by the committee, 
the notice board. Tiiercancr, interviews

papers were checked and rc.suU was displayed on
for the post of Sweeper and Naib Qasid 

conducted scpuralcly hy the Coetmiltco er.d then imerview for post of 

process server was also conducted. The

u'ere

merit list Nvas prepared, issued and
(iispiayed on Ihc same day. The committee firfalizcd the working papers, other 

re/evant documents prepared and signed the minutes and dispatched to the

quarter concerned. In his cross examination, he was asked about formal 
approval/vetting of the advertisement prior to the publication which he 

admitted being legal requiretnent, however explained that such requirement

S«'ai<(iod .vitti Coi'v'*(^ann«<t
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^ T
1 n

wns nol in Ills knowledge hy :lien. Wiih 

/r.crccning lest prior to the writien lesi he

t2**.
rt’gnrd Uj u question nhooi jicccJ of 

responded (h;i( such
if':V;

rc<|iiifcmcnt
pwiins lo posis in BPS 05 nnd nbnvn , i„„

Jo be in DPS 01 in

/

r' Ihc revised Edition of Jndieinl Estn Code or20l I nnd d.us ii
¥■ ■ wns the rcusaii tJiiil screening lest not conducicd. While iinswcring 

question of the undersigned rcgnrding bis DSC experience be rejilicd ihai ibe
wns

• siibjeci DSC was his second ever experience. About iip-grutitiliori of post „i 

process sen'cr he responded to have got knowledge of the same few weeks 

after tlie subject DSC, He admitted lo have seen and distributed the question
V papers bearing llic title “Screening Test" and not written test. However, stated 

that he could not notice this fact at the relevant time and remained under 

impression Uiat it was the written lest. Similarly, he also admitted that the 

question paper (Ex.IW-1/30) duly rencctcd the BPS of the post of process 

server as BPS 05 but again stated that he could not notice (his fact too. 

According to him a minimum of 03 minutes would be required to interview one 

candidate of the post of Naib Ofl^id or Sweeper. As far u.s the criteria of 

interview he corroborated IW.12 Ilial they would as.scss performance of every 

’^©candidate and thereafter on the basis of deliberation and consensus rcconiincnd 

chairman to award particular number of marks.
XIV. IW-J4, Zahoor Ahmed s/o Noor Muhammad PJo Paimal Shareef, Tchsil 

' & Disinct Bnttgrain, bad applied for the post of Sweeper and lie wus invited for 
the /ntcrv'ieiv. During the interview he wa.s asked about cooking, driving and 

’tA''’' 'eJeani/tg lo which be responded ebrrcclly and quite satisfactorily and wns
Mr '•"!f -l-fjccardingiy shortlisted for the second and final round of interview besides 

■' fiiroc other candidares. According to Iiini, upon conclusion of the proceedings a 

candidate with a higher quaiiiicalion of FSC was recommended for 

oppo/nfme/it. Jn cross examination by the Departmental Representative about

'S

V

any evidence regarding appointment of sweeper made against the merit 
the basis of nepotism, he replied that he docs not have any evidence, however, 

he heard that the appointed candidate is relalive/cousin of some coun official.

or on

XV. fW-15, Noor Shad Ali s/o Noor Faraz R/o Kohani Kandi,
District Baltgram, is master degree holder but currently he is unemployed.
Being aggrieved from the appointments made against the post of process 

he wrote an application
Ofiicer for affording him

Tchsil &

server
to the District & Sessions Judge, Manschra/Inquiry 

opportunity to express liis grievance. He ownedan

I
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t

<7,
,„„I ,.,l.nlllcd his nppliciilim. didct 2(1.(1-1.2022, wj,k-h is a johu npplicntion with 

r. .Shiill<|iic-iir-Kclmiiui is Hx-lW-IS/l, |••l(rIhcr .slaicil ihni
■f

lilt rccciU (lisptilcd
. ipcmiimciKs in District Jndiciiiry UiitiBrnin brought bad name and disgrace to

llic Jmlic.inry across the country for the reason (hat it is talk of the town that
nppoiiitcc.s hrihed the nntliority. However he cannot press lliis claim of 

' jippoinltnciils ngiiinst grntificalion/t>ribcry due to lack of evidence. 
Ncvcftiiclcss. pnrtinlily, nepotism and noil-meritorious episode of the event can 

he well nnnlyzetl and infcrrcci from this (act alone that all tlic appointees arc / 
near nnil ilciira of the slitfr of District Judiciary. As far as the post of process 

server is conccnicd. the cniidiclotc who was on top of the Ii.st namely 

Nnsecrnlinh nnd was finally appointed is brother of Clerk Elisaniillah. 
SimiUirly, the second oppoinlcc namely Abdul Basil is neighbor as well ns 

close friend of the said court official Chsanulliih. The third successful candidate 

for the post of process server namely Imdad-ullah Shah, who also got 
appointed, is real brother of Snlcctn Shah steno typist. The fourth one namely 

Waqnr Altmcd is brother of the driver of the then Senior Civil Judge 

{Admn)/Appointmcnl Authority. Out of the five appointees he doc-s not have 

. information about the last one namely Saif-ullah. As far a.i the post of sweeper 
concerned, the sole position was filled by appointing one Samiullah, who is 

brolJier in law ns well os cousin of the above named court official Chsaniillah.
JO A*-’

'

•t

exjiminatioii by llie accu.sed officer, lie iidmilled the suggestion correct 
‘-■'died in tiitcsiion ihe appoinlnients against tlie post of 

server before (he migusi Peshawar High Court, Abbotlabad Bench 

■' K y:g/tfhA/jjg therein to be t/ie deserving candidate. Me told that he secured 22 

om or 25. Similarly he replied to the question regarding marks of 
^^<J^seenillnb (appointed process server) that he secured 23

marks. His cross
cammal/on ^youid show that his basic grievance pertains lo allocation of SSC 

marlfs. He, on Ihe basis of his SSC certificate 

second divisioncr. He,
was awarded 30 marks being 

llie conirary, on Ihe strength of Masrassa don
egree,

rccommende i rmmended for appointment. However he admitteH in k 
objection at iHp r.i . ^ this
adjudication in the above cited ^itp!”^

ScanoM whh CamScannar
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IW.16, shnn

, rcliEiJ & Districi
Quc-ur-Rchni,'!" '’■^0 Mir 

'noster
•'■aJai

hold
K/oIS n 'Shnngii IJnj;,

sy) bill 

against

currently unemployed.
; "•‘^Postofproccs.s

Being oggriev ZooloB-om the
‘■’PPointmenis

iiini ftn

ttiado®>*8rcni he Wrote applieaiion. Ux 

•'“'“'<^<1 ■Im, tepi,c he
‘''■opped in 

Cross
appointees ' 

appointments h

•■t )W-osclirn/li

“'■cc Piinhcr
°Pponunity to

position i
express his grievimving better
'n the merit list h waa

Of a,.fro.e,hc„ c \VQS

appointed, /n
final list

examination by the

rclaiiva of few

. ( were andDcpnrlmcntnl R
cprcscntniivc he replied

talking that
ihotatarr members so

peoples Were
teis ofnepolism.

rw.i7, 
officer, i

avc been made on
Sbahzad Ali

reponse to.eharge Mewed

He......e—'^p-
^-Pe^ -.eeegh .ved,.:; ^ .e,,

“‘'^"i.en.ep, aod .e ii,, 

H'eiWP.y »Pd „,eri,, PnoTrr
to advcniseincni,

post vva.s 

test and 
Commiiiee a„u

I Qasid ond
candidates

;o>V “'’°"''^“*lieible 

‘ .*5 ' Co„,p|e;^ B

selecilon 

- permission/,- 

Posbnwe,

'^iY'ment m question

:.f[aj7

candidates Was
y^c< atteram, Conse

according lo their 

approval fr°^rccnjifnicnf of above 
^bgJi Courr. 'nentioned vacdnlPeshawar, On 04 got

.12.2021
_ '^Wmemaj Select!

‘’‘^-ZTcZzrrr *'
.,yrM>ior Clerk and and as per ,h

'■ - not

»te chatnjje^^

of tl^eir
^nd body Hnlanguage. He

Process

wa.s conducted by tljc Written
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and

tmy duty
appoint the 

record, overall

^^oilabh 
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interfere i 

i^^hawar 

P^CEss. Th 
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^eparttn

«ev;d

cand/dafc5

appearance 

^n the selection
Was noi in a

position to 

High Court
entire

^ nominee 

acted
Was "r "IP PeshaP^^sem and who as anngh, he watchdog in

PPH'Pcnlal Selecii
Cha/rtuan ofDe recruitment

Biitiee but 

niembers of 
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with ^ny power to di,
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- sc/ecti, 
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i pCnvombly in terms of allotteda'
? merit Ofi'iiiist Ollier

finy candidate with the bestmerit position was excluded from 

appointees. The
tSelection to I

important to mention that ilie

with 

ales with
c vivid and lucid picture, it is / >7

rorpos,„r„„. (Complai„„„PCa„dite
Of process scrvcr/IW-02) got 18 marks out nro< ■ •

one

pass
second division in

no. filed ,hc

wants 10 withdraw the instant 
^ the very base and foundation of the 

- in excess of power nor did 

process in order to derail the merit

SSC (Maine) he could not
emerge with a merit position m

attributed the lo him. therefore, he 
complaint, which has further shattered 

complaint. It’s further

same

stated that he neither acted i 
interference in the selection 

"Phe whole recniiiment 
tiepnnmcntnl selection Commi;

process was done in transpurcnl manner

1^0., p„ or:::r:r'
Whereas l,e bolonea ,o D.s.rie, Peslmwar. 1, ia per.i„e„,

»||.on ,l,a, ,l,erc were few candida.es wl.o despi.e being cloae relidives of 
/^itt?)nflucnti.iJ staff members appointed just because they could not 

crilcria and qualily the process. For instance, a candidate for

namely Man.soor Ahmed s/o Ghulam

were not
^'the

Ij^lP^rocess server the post 
Farid. Sr. No. 31 of

final working paper Ex.IW-l/M j
of serving SuperintendentIS son

of DistrictCourt Battgro namely Ghulam Farid, 

scored 19 marks while obtained 15 

on account of less

He qualified the written test having 

marks in inl^rview bm could not make iIt to
aggregate marks ns 

just because of lessor academic 

Similarly, two candidate 

Imdadullah - 
Senior Civil J 

No. 30 and 71

compared to ihe successful candidates 

marks being second divistoner in SSC. 
S for the post of process sen-er namely Asadullah and

of the establishment of 

names are duly mentioned at Sr. 
working paper Ex.IW-I/7. However, they

are sons of Naz Muhammad, Civil Nazar
ocige (Admn) Batigram. Their

respectively of initial

Si'i»tit*#d wlUi C0”'r5c*<itkr*

' pi .
■K
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not qiuilify ihc writlotl tcM. Likcvvi
nrimcly Arshnd Ali applied for the

1
mohlioncri al Sr. No. 1 Ui of

roald
diini rivil

. U'Iu'm; ii.inu-. i\

,, , , IMW.
......................................

or Na,b QaMd „a„K.|y M.,l,n,ni,aul is s„„ „r Akl„„,.
Nazav/lnclinrgc prooc-ss serving agency, llii

. •;
of N.iii, (.ktsid. t

il.M, 4

I

nnnu' is ineniioncil ai Sr. Nt». .\ni
ol hx.l\V-l/9. bill lie too failed the iniervicw. Had ilicte been .-my faviHiii.sm 

for aiipiiinimcnl ofand ncpoiisni on his pari he would luivc paved ihe way 

iiic.<;c above mentioned caiulidale.s iicing .sons of rclaiiveiy more inllircniial 

r.lnff member as compare to l-li.sanullali Junior Clerk nmi Saiccm Sliah

;

Stenolypist to the court of Civil Judgedl Ballgraii), who even does noi hcloiijt
I

to his cstnbUslimciU. He iiecorrliiigly rcbiiitcd die (illcgiiiions leveled .igniiisi 
him. The charges pressed into sendee in die charge .slicct mul staieinoni of 

nllcgalions docs not comstitutc Ihe ground for disciplinary action iimicr 
mles. Therefore, it is submitted dial lie mny graciously be csoiicr-nied Itoui die 

charge and relieved of the di-sciplinaiy proceedings. His cross esaiuinaiion 

would reveal Ihnt Mr. GInilnm rnrid i.s not siipcriniemleiu of Hie Hisinei i.omus

t.

'k

Battgram but a Senior Clerk, who is lunvevet sen iTig in Hie SuiH-rimeiuleiu 

ofncc. He disclosed that it w.ts his llr.si ever csperieoce .H' recniitmcnls as

?‘C: X
p" member or chairman of the DSC. He claimed H.c sole ie.si lor ihc post ol

(esi. I lowever. He adinhled l" tvivc ool 
of diis reipiiroiuenl. He H'uuseW 

of Ihe other incmheis, Hi ovdei

process .server !i.s die prescribed writicn 

iJBCilE^v.r.'iken die screening ic.sl being not aware
the paper and dc-.scalcd it in 

Bo Mfy bis proceedings concluding
itmc/iis to have been made in die same

y'nhy evidence in ll.is reg.-,rJ. lie nlso .ulmiucd lo luve nol taken iIk- rlca in 

respect of unsuccessful candidnic.s 

c-stablishraenl in his reply lo the cli.argc slicel.

presence
in just one day he reheil upon previous4

Ihsliion. though did not produce
K
1

who were sons of senior officials ot liisi.,v

examined by the accused officer and DcpanmciUal 

Reprcscntalive after obtaining permission from the Inquir>- Ofliccr. llic 

undersized being inquiry officer al.so pul some questions.
I •'

Findings;

Witnesses were cross

;

el*
Needless to mention that being civil servants, tlic procedure fo 

appointments of ministerial staff of the District Judiciary through initia
1.

ScanticO wiib Ca<’iSe«<‘ns*
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/ i„«iinn=nt is 60v=mcJ and rcgublaj lij. r„„ l.„kl.u,„u,„,

-Govcniniciu .Scn’anl.s [Appointmcni, Vvomoum und Trnnsrcr) Rule. 19M 

uinJiMi/S 26 of [lie Kl’K Civil Senniits Ac[. 1973. In exercise of ihc powers 

epilfcmid under Rule 3 (2) of Ihc Rules. 1989 Hun'nlde ihe Peshawar lUjih 

Court. Pc.sliaw'iir fonmilalod ii reeniitmciu policy known ns Rceniilmciu 

Policy of Hoirablc Pc.slunvnr High Court lor Di.striet Judiciary. 2003.

.it I

1

1

7
prwcribiiig tlic Appointing Aiitltorities for dilTcrent posi.s, requisite 

Qualifications . Age and the mctliod of recmitinciits besides issuing standing 

Orders, inslntclions and directions in this regard Ironi lime to lime so as to

Lk

>
•^i

ensure the appointments in fair, transparent manner, based on merit and in 

accordance with tlic procedure prescribed. All such directions and instnictions 

have been made avnilablc in the previous as well ns recent new and enlarged
edition of the Judicial Esla Code. Besides, die administration of Utc Hon-nble

the Khyber PakhtimkJiwo Judicial; 
to build capacity of the Judicial

r.

High Court, in coUnbornfion with
Academy. ha.s persistently been cnde.avoring

campus. Di.siant learning ihrougli video link and
the .subject of

%• I Officers by nrmnging on
on Administrative law. focu.siiig on. regional training

•.5
vw Appointments through dirtcrenl modes.

that thethe Accused Orticcr isPrecisely, the charge against 
Appoinracnls mada bv him, being .Im nppoiming antboriiy against thn posts 

(03 out of 05) and one post of sweeper on 0.t.l2.202l were

.1

!2fe'<process sera-ers
of I'iolalion of due proce.s.s

recruiting elTons to find the best suitable person 
^ . Hence the charge may he split into two parts. 1) Appointtuents on

and deans of the named officials of the 

; made without following due process, 

a rc.xsonable efforts to find the best suitable

I

' ,»

and fair play and without making a',s

. and avoidance ol

basis of nepotism 

■ District Judicial'. 2) and appointments

to favour nears

fair piny and withoul making
Afler IhorouBit and mintilc scnilittv jrilic record and evidence 1 woitltl

person.
like 10 record my findings on both dte heads of die charge as under;

Nepotism3)
the-past_ofswceper is concerned, Mr. SnmiuUah s/o^i) As far as

appointed again.st the sole advertised position. The allegation

brollier in law of

. I,

Musa Kliaii was
is that the said appointee is the real paternal cousin as well as 

Mr. Ihsanullnli s/o Faiz Muliammnd. the junior clerk in his establishment. It is 

mention that the alleged relationship interse lias duly been proved.pertinent to

#
Sesnnea with CainSr anner

- "L
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'lh« ii:cor«i piniliiccil hy !W*3, (iiniily ircc of Mr. Iliiiminlliili juniot cictk 

(H;:,iW-3/l) mul lliiil of newly iipixiitilcd uweeper Mr. Sniniiillah ;;/n Mu-.a 

Kilim (P.x'.IW-3/?.) prove lliiil llicy iul- pntcritiil coimimi Ilieir rer.pctlivc 

fiUhers mi: soiii; of one Mir Mulik. Nol only llti;. reliitioiisliip of piiiernal 

cnuiimsliip Iml iil:;o ihiil ol'brollicr in iiiw inlcrsc linn been adniiued by boili 

Ihrumnllnti Junior Cleik mid llie iipiioinicd sweeper

• •

.Sniiiiullnb in llicir

rwpeelive cross cxiiiiiiniilion;i ns IW-'I mul IW-6 renpeclivcly. Mowever, Ibis 

iidiiiiucd vcliitioiisliip would.not_be .siiflicient lo prove ihiii nppoiniiiieni ol
(lie biisir, of nepotism mid lo extend favour to Mr. 

the rcn.soii.s for sucb lindino-
SnmiuiliiU was made on
Ibsftiiullnh junior clerk. Following 

Firstly, the sole witness produced to establish llic charge is Mr. Zalioor 

Alimcd s/o Noor Miiliammnd, IW-M. who himself is an aggrieved candidate

arc

ngmnst die said appointment. Tliere were total 54 applicants for the post
ns evident from attendanceCPiX-IW-l/lO) and 46 appeared for the interview,

CRx.1V/-l/13) and the list of short li.slcil eandidaies for tiie second round 

/ of interview would show name of lids witness/aggrieved candidate at sr. No.
sheet

i S

.'v 02. I* needs no emphasis that the criteria laid down in the recniitmciil policy. 
2(iQ'i for the post of sweeper provides lliat literate candidate shall be given 

preference. The working paper (Rx.lW-l/tO) would show that tlie appoinled 

candidate Snmiullali (Sr. No, 03) holds FSC degree while this witness Zahoor 
(Sr. No. 42) N an illiieratc cuiulidiUe.

A Ilii-H Ziihoor Alimcd does not even know the meaning of word
-■ ' y^flnmin(/a”, n.s evident from his answer to question No. 04 put by llte

r

t

V

^Vjjiidhrsigned. On (fie contniry, the appointed candidate Samiullah is not only
"t^Kr.SC degree holder (l:x.lW-6/4) but also possesses relevant experience of the 

• .'•‘i'/.ki'.} -■

S

post, ns evident from undisputed cxperiencc^crtificatcs from u private public

.school and a private sector Surgical and General Hospital (Iix.lV/-6/7 and

Ex.IW-6/8) besides cxpertics in cooking. It may be appropriate to mention that

academic credentials of the appointed candidate and his character verification

also made llirough the quarter concerned. a.s evident from Ex.lW-1/25 

and Ex.lV/-1/26.
Thirdly, there is 

testimony of Mr.
inadmissible.

were

no other evidence in support of the allegation except 
2inhoor Ahmed (I\y-14) whose evidence is hearsay and thu:

>

k . i'.

wtiM CarntlcUMnw
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; ■ foiirthly, }.i \s reasonably established, especially in

roster of the stafT engaged during the process, and from cross examination of 
witnesses Utat Mr. Ihsanullah was not engaged in the process of recruitment 

. nor there is any oUier evidence to presume or infer that lie influenced the 

appointing authority in any manner.
Fifthly, the minutes of the meeting of die DSC, IIx.IW-1/18, lost para, would 

show that the recommendation of Samiullah for appointment was made after

presence of the duty

I

persona!it>' assessment and experience test for the post. This fact, duly
of Samiullah (iW-6) to questions put by the 

the absence of any evidence to the contrary reasonably
the basis of merit and not any

corroborated by answers*

undersigned in
established dial his nppoinuneiu was made on
other consideration.- Hence, the charge of nepQdsmj^t proved,

scrv^arc concerned. 05 positions(ii) As far as the posts
were ,announced. Total 605 candidates applied, out of whom 02 were found 

eligible being underage (Ex.IW-1/8) and the list/working papers of eligible 

603 candidates (Ex.IW-1/7) was duly displayed. According to attendance 

Ex.lW-I/lI, 502 candidates appeared in the screening/wriuen test. 
.y;C’"r-‘'Based on 64% and above result in the said lc.sl total 36 candidates (hx.IW- 

' 1/1^) were shortlisted for interview. The question paper, answer key mid 

answer sheci.s of shortlisted candidates for interview arc available on record as 

j:x.IW-l/28. Ex.IW-I/29 and E.x.lW-l/30 (36 sheets). The result of interview 

36 candidates containing interview marks (typed), marks obtained in 

’%'ivn'ripn and academic qualification marks as well aggregate (manual led pencil 
is Ex.IW'l/3J which bears signatures of all the three members of the 

The formnl working papers (Ex.IW-l/14) of these 36 candidates, duly 

^E::^?'v^^igncd by nil the members provides complete details of the marks obtained by 
'^Jt^L^ench candidate under each head and is fotind in the order of merit. It is

process

.i
• t

sheet

<•

observed that all the 05 selected candidates obtained the highest marks. The

on the basis offollowing candidates were accordingly appointed 

recommendation of the committee;
a) Mr. Naseerullah s/o Faiz Muhammad
b) Mr. Abdul Basil s/o Fazii Khaliq

74 Marks

73 Marks

c) Imdadullah Shall s/o SyedMaroof Shah 70 Marks
d) Waqor Ahmed s/o Mir Shah
e) Soihillah s/o Abdul Hakim

-----69 Marks
..w, 68 Marks

w(tfi C.mkrriinf»fN

<■
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iii) Amiin},'>i ilie iibovc nppointiiicjit 
: i»?lOul urUu! rcmiiiniuRthr

\ i.V iillq.ctl In bi; brpilicr of lhsHmi||i,i,

■'< Wi. Aluliil ,„iij .Si,i|'„i!n), 
Mr. Ni,sccnillab s/« H\a Miihanm

i

s'o r«lz MuluitnmiiiJ. TIuh nllc^-cd 
.■dntioiiHl.Ip has duly been pruvcil tl,rn»(.|i iloeiinicniiiry
(Hx.i W-.l/.l). Moreover, Mr.

n| -

• i

record of NAI)|(/\
Mi.simiillfih junior clerk (IW-I). wbilu deiiyi. HR 1‘'

bave plnyed miy role in the said nppoinlinem. admiUed ibe said Nnsecriillali n:s 
iii.s brmlier. Smiilnrly, ihc selected cnmiidiiie Nn.secrulinb (lW-5) also ndniitled 

the sidil liiei in bis Ic.siiinony.

;

iv) I he sciccterl cundidntc lU Sr, No. 03 of the mimiie.s Mr. Iindndiillali 
Shall s/o Syed MnrooCSImli is alleged lo be the brother ofSycd Saiccni Shnli, 
junior seiilc stenogniplicr. This rclntinnsbip inicrse Jias tiLso been proved 

ihrotiRli (loeuincnmry evidence from NADKA. Hx.IWO/e. Syed Snieem Slioh 

Junior scale slcnoiirapher wn.s produced ns IW-9, who ndnihtcd the
s.

relationship, though denied the allcgntion of nepotism and any role in 

AppointnKiits. Similarly, Tliis Inidndiillnh Shah, in his testimony ns 1W*10. 
also ndmiUed the fact. Tlius (he relationship between Ihc two is proved.

v) Mr. Wnpar Alunerl s/o Mir Shah was recommended vide Sr. No. 04 

iiiinules and nllirnatcly appniiiicd. Accoriling lo llic charge .slicct he is
brnthcr of Mr. Maroof Shah, driver of the accused oftlccr. Tliis alleged 

loo has duly been esiablished through record of the NADUA, 
iJc.side.s, holh llie brothers veriHcd the fact through respective

if / A
jrV,.,.. ';Klii)is.^ion;; in (heir .sialcmeiil as IW-? ami IW-8 respectively, lliough denied 

iiie/jillejtalion of any extraneous cmisidernlion.

vi) TIioupli (lie alleged relalionsliip of all the three appointees with the 

respective oniciaJ.s of the District Judiciary Boitgrain has duly been 

c.siablisiicd. which would ordinarily creat(> a perception of favoritism and 

nepotism, yet on accounl of the following reasons and factors their 

appointments may not he so termed and arc reasonably found lo be made 

merit.

..

. t

.V

f
f

7 •i

XJ fc... ■

y-
r

on

Firx/fy, though the very plea was not taken in the reply lo the charge sheet but 

tins assertion by the accused officer in his testimony (IW-I7) that one son of a 

Senior Clerk, three sons of Civil Nazar and one of Naib Nazar of his 

none of tliem couldCBlnblishmcm also npplied for llic advertised positions but 
get the appoinlmcnt has 

Hcprcacnlnlivc.
not been denied or rebutted by the Departmental

According to Sr. No. 31 of final working paper for the post of

Scanned with CarnScann»f
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process scn'cr Ex.lW.]/I4. the candidate 

of Gljiilam Farid, a Senior Clerk. Tliis 

test and 15 in interview but despite that ije 

less academic marks on account of second

namely Mr. Mansoor Alimed is son 

candidate secured 19 marks in written 

could not be tippoinlcd because of

division in SSC. Similarly, the 
candidates for the post of process server at Sr. No. 30 and 7J of the initial

working paper of candidature namely AssaduIIah and Imdadullali both

.*.'■r

i
arc

sons of Naz Muhammad, who is serving Civil Nazar of the establishment of 
Senior Civil judge (Admn). However, they could not qualify the initiai/written 

test. The third son of said Civil Nazar namely Arshad Aii applied for the post 
of Naib Qasid, whose name is mentioned at Sr. No. 116 of the working paper 
Ex.I\V-l/9 also remained unsuccessful having failed (he interview. Another 
candidate for the same post recorded at Sr. No. 301 is Muhammad s/o Ak/iiar 
Zeb, serving Naib Nazar of PS agency of his csiafa/ishmcni.

b) This fact, in the absence of any evidence to the conlraiy, would repel 
the impression of nepotism in the subject appointments for the reason dial as 

.c'’.. against Mr. Ihsanullah junior clerk and Syed Saleern Shah Junior Seale 

•' Stenographer, none of whom was cither serving with the accused oflitcr nor 
were associated with Uic process of rccrtiilment would be in a position to get 

favour from the accused ofTcer as against such possibility in ease of Civil 
.Nazar or Naib Nazar, whose sons ware not sclecied, being relatively more 

lo the accused officer in e.xcrcisc of their day to day ufTairs of 
' administrative nature. Similarly, they would be in a much better position to get 

speh favour as against driver of the accused ofllccr. who allegedly got 

cppoinied his brother.
* Secortdiy, it is reasonably established that neither Ihsanullah, nor Syed 

Sa/eem Shah and nor Maroof Shah were involved in the process of 

recruitment so as to give an impression that they would be in a position to 

extend any favour to their brothers. The nominee of the Hon’ablc Peshawar 

High Court. Mr. Navecd-Ullah Civil Judge, iW-12, in response to a spccinc 

question stated that he did not notice overwhelmed involvement of any staff 

member during the process.

Thirdly, the possibility of disclosure of the question paper to these three 

appointed candidates is also repelled when both the member of the DSC 

corroboroicd each other by deposing that the accused officcr/Chairman of the 

DSC opened the sealed USB containing the question paper in their presence

..
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iu^d-iiicn obtained the print outs of the same. Needless to sny that there i 
; •evuience to the contrary.

FourtMy, the candidature of all three appointees on the strength of lircir 
. credentials would show tliat the academic marks awarded to nil of them have 

correctly been recorded in llie working paper ns well ns subsequently got 
verified from the Board of InicrmccJiatc and Sccomlary I-diicntion. 
Abbottabad. 1\V*I/2S, Mr. Nasccrulhih, Mr. Imdadullali and Mr. Woqnr 
Ahmed all ilie three arc recorded u.s 1“ divisioncr in SSC and thus awarded

IS no

t

■ 'i

full 30 marks of educational qualification, Ex.lW-1/14. Doth Nasceruilah and 

Waqar Ahmed have also been awarded 05 marks of one stage higher 
qualification while Imdudullah has been awarded 10 marks of higher 
quaUfication being-Master . Degree holder. Now according to Cx,IW-5/‘l, 
Nasceruilah obtained 855 marks out ! 100 in SSC and is thus found be Jic ! 
divisioncr holder. The fact of his one stage higher qualification is established 

from his HSSC/FSC certificate (Ex,lW-5/5). Hence, he was rig.ht!y awarded 

35 marks. Mr. Waqar Ahmed obtained 729 marks out of 1100 in SSC and thus

;x.

. • t

• 'i

/ he is also a l" divisioncr (Ex.IW-8/4) so rigliily given 30 marks. He al.so
possesses FSC degree as evident, EX.IW-8/5, and lluis correctly allueaied 05^s\v'
marks of higher qualification. As far as, Imdadullah, his SSC ccnifiealc,

0 < would show dial he secured 662 marks out of 1050 and thus
accordingly awarded 30 marks. 1-iis 1-SC 

A ■'jegra\ is Ex-.lW»10/5. graduation os Ex.lW-10/6 and Master Degree in Paslito

, W*l0/7 and dicrefore lias correctly been awarded maximum 10 marks
r

t.

7'j>/!Migiier Qualification.
'■Flflhly, with regard to their performance, in the written test, Mr. Nasceruilah

.
.*

: % ^x:s .<■r- •j
obtained 23 marks out of 25 in the written test, Mr. Imdadullah scored 17 ami
Mr. Wnqar Ahmed got 18 marks. The answer sheets EX.lW-l/30, comprised 

of 36 sheets, of each of them (Nasceruilah page, 13, Imdadullah page 15 and 

Waqar AJimed page 16) would verify award of these marks. It is pertinent to 

mention that candidates at Sr. No. 14 namely Noor Shad Ali (IW-15/an 

aggrieved candidate) obtained 22 marks in the written test, higher than 

Imdadullah Shah and Waqar Ahmed but still he could not succeed in getting 

the appointment and similarly candidates at Sr. No. 08, 09, .10, 11 and 16 of 

the final working paper (Ex.IW-]/14) scored more marks tlicm Imdadullali 
Shall and Waqar Ahmed in wrillcn test but they failed to make it through■ 1

1
vv<l h C.l rmet ,
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eiihcT on iiccoiim of ciliiciUioiKil minks or less marks in ink-i vii;\v, U is
pcrlinnnl m mcnlkm lierc none ol' ihcm cxccpi Nnr.r Slimi 

Rcl.im.n IW-K. (who fiiilcd II,c imervinv) wn., pr,„|„cc,l i„ evidence: 

Sixthly, ar, for as ilic iiUcj-view. ajjain

•iiiil Sliiil’uiuc-iir-

no cxc’cpiional marks were awardcij in
ihesT, (hrtx iippointocs in iinestion. Mr. Nascenillali was awarded 16, Mr. 
Ijiulndullali Shu!) was awarded 13 and Mr, Wmiar Almicd was alsu awarded 16 

marks. It i;; pcriinenl to meidiun llud a candidate at Sr, No. l.T of diis land 

woikini; paper was awarded 16 marks and caridididcs at Sr. No. 31, 33 mid

similaily lW-15 Noor Shah Ali (Sr. No. 6) were given 15 rnark.s each, higher 

dian Imdadullah Shah, 'lluis, in the absence nl'miy evidence to the eonlrary, ii 

is le.isonably established that neither these three candidates were cxeej)ii()n.']||>' 

treated nor anyone else was discriminated during the 

^cvcnihly, Tlirec aggrieved candidaie.s namely Miihiunrnnd Janiir.

Monr Sliad Ali lW-15, Shanq-ur-Rchm:ui IW-16 were produced lo prove ilie 

cliargc. A.s far as Muhammad JalTar. who.se enmpinini was id.so forwarded hv 

'ke Hon blc Higli Court lor considcraiidii, let ii he mentioned ai die verv 

outset that lie voluntarily willulrew liis eoiiiplaiiii liy .stalinii, lliiit he 

misgtiided by
r if'd that the complaint was not fded by iiim rather it was liiisely ainiluiied to

His

intcn'icw.

•A

was

someone that he would gel the job if tie joins the instant inquiry

appears at Sr. No. 27 ofilie final ^^’orking paper wliidi would 

■slioV that besidc.s obtaining 16 marks in llic wriuen he was awarded (\k

name

A-- (JiLghda marks in inleiview, IR but his grand total liappcu lo be M iust bee; 

die reason that despite being a graduate and accordingly aw;ndcd 1
;»nse; -/

niaitis
.for two stage liighcr qualilkalion he scored 2t) nuuks of SSC being 2'"’ 

.. .flivisioncr. It was this sole reason and no other discrimination that he could not

ultimately succeed. He nowlicrc in Ids testimony questioned such aspect of 

treating hint 2'”' divisioncr in SSC, On flic contrary, he disputed the 
appointments just on the basis of hearsay iiiul gossips of nnsuccessfid

candidates.

Rlghliily, Noor Shad Ali. l\V-i5 has been found to be the most aggrieved
canditlate. However, his case is distinguishable from rc.st of the 

for Uic reason tbut he tried
(Wo aggries’od

^''''"«'’ge allocution of SSC marks by gniding 
" divisioncr. Aeeording to Idtn his SSC marks should hi.vc been

Aaniii" wliieb i.s euuiviili-ni lo s:s:r > t . • i - . ,’ ‘^''wril lo SSC as per bis stance and in wlueb he

tiiiu 2' 

Kvaluntcd on

iv

S' ................... IrVMl ...................................... .

■
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obtained more then 70% marks. Thu.s

the aggregatej

sum of boili thecertificates would entitle him to be placed as T' ■ 
application and the

said
n^TinSSClhouglthisaccompanying docui 

been made available on record of this i
ncnis Were not c.xhibitcd but have

end) f™™ ^cord 
i I^cprcscntutivc from

nl.-cn(ly secured by ,he Depurtmenim 

accused officer, Tltc said 

class 10"'ofSSC

office of the1

record would simw[ flint he obtained 254 marks in 
is less then 50% bm obtainedexamination out of 525. which i 

142 marks out of 600 in Snuviyn,, An.nn Bxn.n, 
mention that no

■t
However, it is pertinent to 

issued by the competent authority w.isequivalence certificate i
mnde avaiinble by the applicant. Furllier, i 
his cross

It can reasonably be gathered from 
examination and inferred as an admission that he did no. question nr

upon such treatment as 2"'' divisioner in the SSC at the time the 
initial working paper was displayed by the

raise objection
• •

accused officer. Moreover, his such 

the august Peshawar
Q petition No. i533-Ay202I, fix.IW-

\ ‘5/X-L Therefore, it is not appropriate to comment upon veracity of die
contention pertaining to equivalence of ll.e alleged degree to SSC. Since lie 

^Ids master degree so he-was rightly awarded 10 marks of three stage liiglier 
in the working paper as evident from corresponding entries of

’’’■nra; P'lperEx.IW.l/M. Apart from the slated aspect
,. matter, he seems to have fairly been treated by the committee a.s be
i A’^rded 22 in the written test and 15 i ' '

lii.s allegations pertaining to connivance of court ofiicials he admitted to h 

..iio evidence and his information is bascd;upon hearsay.

j contention is admittedly pending adjudication before 

A High Court, Abbottabad Bench1
I •

k.S'" was
m the interview. With regard to rest of

%X-,:. live

Ninthly, the grievance of another candidate namely Shanq-ur-Rciiman. 1\V-

16 who jointly submitted the application IW-l^/l, alongwiih Noor Shad
Slated that despite having belter position in merit list he was dropped in the
final list and relatives of the staff members were appointed. He name figure at
Sr. No. 09 of the final working paper IW-l/H. Being I'' divisioner in SSC he 

was awarded the

Ali

maximum 30 marks and 5 marks for 
qualification making total of 35 academic marks.
but only 10 in the interview and thus failed 
the interview

one stage up 

He scored 21 in written test
. ns the minimum passing marks in 

hiehliolu th., • 1 . 2003. It is .significam to
arc 12 as

marks in the interview. Tlicrcfon.'.

wim CarnSc«nnef
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“Jiy discri
him on iJie part of (he

?W»r///l-. the ertfire record incindfng
'•^iitinianics of Hic 

Popoiism i
P^’rception of nn.succcssfu!

would inHiiifc;;! ihnt the f>ygrievcd cjindidaicsf'llognlion of
. ii'foiniaiicut nmi nj^

‘"■•nt iliis Cijet dint three
" of hcarsny

KOI strengthened
PPPoinlcdthroiigl,,he process .re real

one sweeper is pntcmal

onndidjiies
process servers 

Jcr whileof three sinffnieml
tuoihcr ill law of 

snl'ficiont
ooiisin ns well ns 

not be
otic of dictn. However, 

>o svibsinntintc the charge 
“PP»imi..tt ellRible e„„dianles 
olih,.

such perception would
■ when .here is no lejei

JO-SI facenusc of the reason tlim they nre relativenilnisterlnl stuff of ih 

Appointments 

"’illuMit making 

') Ah fnr

*e iippoinling niithority. 
nindc witlioiii followin

■I.

post of sweeper, there bns been die bowl policy in''OB'ie in District Judiciary KVk.

of C|„.S3-IV 
I'ceoiisidcrcd ilie

over the span of last almost 
C'liployccs. Howev 

policy Willi reference

four years for
cr. the Hon'iiblc High 

lo the judgment of
Court

-'y.y Court of Pnklst 
oW bearing No.

■nipust Supreme 
'be policy ihrougi, the directive 

- the 1>5,0R.202!. 
r prescribed

:.r^ an and dicrcby discontinued
ni6R.26H/Adinn dated PeshawarOtv ns nx.iv/-i/4.

Pr»’ccdurc for
would be for the

for rhe intewiew „r o,„ 
^“rudmenl policy

Accordingly 5ig„|r,c„„
ever before. 'tdervicw

n matter of fact i|,crc i 
'P^noremdidmes again,, Cl.,«

7 B-'"’" “•'“P' 1.=,. snnahic
^ J '.ind,dares agaias, such posts as the

positions.
•f • ' • 'vnuhi he much

i. IS no particularVIA,,. -IV positions and thus it

I.

more then
'i) The ,

'Veil a.s by hoih the

'■■‘Ivmiscd posiiio

record would show
and IIS, atliniucd by tiie

'"“'"^-orthe comm,uec dim ttecused officer ns
""lire process ofrccruifor

itmeiu 

same day. 

tn morning 

process

ns 'vas conducied and 

was started, 
Piidnight. This 

' Needless

Accordi concluded on the 

'^ound 08:00 0-Clock!
ns lo accused olTi 

concluded
ccr it

h‘ 02:00 am
nncl

18 h„„,
prayer, and '

ofllcer Mr.

'vould mean tliat the
•o mention that there 

It was admitted by die nominee 

in cros.s

would be
Shcraz Firdos, 

fcquired to Interview
of the accused 

examination ti.at minimum time
“‘•N='->-Qa,id„nd,„.eeper

'-tea a, lea,,. Adrninediy. 257 endidnre, for ,1.0 po.« .,y
would be 02 to 03 mi
...

•:S;
w-'

Sc9"nod wMh C«iriScanopT
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^fJlih QnsifJ and 46 Cnndidnlcs \vr pnsi of 
inlcivicu’cd by (he cnmjnlUcc on llic 

of minitnuni lime incnlioncd by IW.|3 

<^()() lo *)00 initiniCH, nicnniiifithcfcby lo 

|)05ifionr.. It needs not lo be cinpluislzcd ilmi the 

wnr. to nsccnidn (.icncnil suiUibiliiy ol' the aunlldnicr. 

asscssjncnl ol their skills imd rclcvntil cxpericnec which wouhl 

relatively more lime for each cnmliilatc

1
ccpcr. timkine loinl of ,103.

•'="n.C(h,y. Keeping-l„ view the y;.„lMk.k

' cotitinlltcc would Imvc

were

cofKiifficd

'<> 15 honrr. for inicrviev/of tlicsr
!

very purpose of (hr interviev/

for the por.i iind

cctfjsiifnr
1

nr. cimipnrcd lo Ihc one. .slaicd l.y the 

witncss/mcmhcr ul' the 13SC, ll is also pari of the record dial cominince

cheeked papers of 502 ciimlidnics for the por.i of process server after 
conduciinB die lest and thcrcnHcr interviewed 36 eandidfilcs for Die said posis. 

Tlic said interview obliviously consumed iiiorc time because il was aimed al

their reading and writing, skills as admitted, by the rnetribcrs including die 

accused onkcr in their rcspcclivc cros.s cxnmiiindons. (he Crux of the
discussion is Unit the committee would have cilhtr mcclmtiically coiuluclcrl 

^^0 the proceedings in hapbaznrtl iiiimncr or coiTiproiriiscd on i|iialiiy of the 

mlcrvicw. wliicb was ninicd at selection of die best suilalilc cnndiilalc’;.
ill) It is admitted by the accused oriiccr ns well ns by bolli the members 

in dicir depositions that only one tc.si Cor (he post of prf)cc';

» *

s!'. riervcf
V-.V;‘’^'^onduclcil foHowciI by interview, whiclt according to them was the 

S^f^lich test. They admhietl that no screening lust was iimmgcd. Accordiny. lo 

or (he Recniimient Policy 2003 llie D.SC is hound to contluct 
screening lest u-iierc number of camlitlnlcs i.s four lime greater tl.cn ll.c 

numlicr oppositions anrunmeed. There were 500 ciindiclalcs who appeared for 
incumbent upon the committee to havedie 05 advcrti.scd posts. Thus il 

conducted die said test.
was

iv) The fact of the matter is ilie IC.SI tal^cn for the po.sl of process
server was the screening test and not tlic wriwritten test, ns evident from the very
title at the top of question paper (Ex.IW-i/28) 

the answer sheets of 36
key (Ex.lW-l/29)and 

candidates (Ex.lW-1/30). Although all the three 

it was Q clcricnl mistake and they could

, answer

members staled that i
not notice Ihc

miocr 'he
uatutc of rh is taken into uucounl. IJccausc the very
nccc-nnnrv J *J«scnpiian of the process server would rnnkc ir

coninmtcc to mnkc cnndidnlcs undertnke some de.scrlplivc

Mme- However the said plea is

I
,V..1.

Sc^nne'S w.Ui C3niScan;>cf
i

■r.

.Sr■V. .

■fc:..'..'.'tv r .
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wfilini? h) order lo 5 

Ijc concluded tlnu ihc
asiics;: tlicir “"""ll'niaiiio,, skill,, . 

Proccdiiral li,n„„|i|j,

rendering il,c proeecdi,,

: liikcn is rrcaicd

‘•'st^rcpancy

L■ nicfcCurc, it can nalcly 

'^nilc.i Ic.-ii /or 11,5niiiil

ys dcfccjivc,
iis iliu forinjil 

»'i Iliu

post was wriggled out,

V) ir lit nil tiie mst 
'voiild In: iiiioii^p ^filicn ic.si (Iicn there 

P'lH of ilic
proeedunil 

pcriainiiig n, evalumiun ol'thc

passing marks

conimiiicc 
2003 rdpela,,,

'n llic written lest nre 

who scored 12

1^

12 out of 25. 'IKs would 

or inorc uiiirk.s would be called
ilKU all such candidates 

for tile interview.

. j-

.. ’ Tljc ‘^otnmittee, on the , 
^ tJ'ily those cnndidnlcs

!. tontrary and ns admitted by the 

' who scored <j4 %
'"«"ibcrs. shortlisted

"“'rl'-s. Tims the 

Praccss nnd withom 

person.

and above
rmLcr round bn 

nioking n reasonable effort

proceedings arc

10 find tile best suitabJe

vi) Ilicrcforc, in 
charge ninmls proved.
5) *t«conimcnUaiions
Sub-nilc (7) of Rule 

{Emclciicy lutd DUciplInc)

dslu.or „l.„vc di,,cn.,,io„ ,,eco„,! p,,„

ns lu penalty (n.s required 
11 of Kliybcr Pnkliiunldnvu 

' 2011 and ns

dndcr .siibsliiuicd 

Govcrnnu-nl .Servum

A ^ '■‘■•^■‘"’’"'cnUnlions as to nn-Hty il,. r n • '
.l,c „,„„u. in 13,‘ n„„

^^npclcni authority, which considciatiou of iion-ab],. 
ef‘'>ciou.sly be considered

the
tircumsihnccs;

n) -nie record ivould show 

accused officer ns well

miligaiing

'* wn.s itic fiRi 5ver
‘Ls of nominee

«'as

experience of tlw 
“‘■'I'c High Court us far as the 

concerned,
process of rccniitmenis

Similarly. ,hc othermembcr/nomince of (he 

hud niso
!’PPoiniing nulhority/aecused

officer lias•'» ''CO' linic exposure of sucli" who j„,„
"'-'her ul„,„3, 5/6 

"" dicir part woiihl

ailcnded the proceedings ns n 
procedural irrcguliiriiics

orge benevolentircaimem.
All the threeI

■hembers mdudinfi

“niuiuin- iBuor,,,,, |„ 
™»mnp ,o

■hreufj, ruumlm,™,,

during itie 

fonnnliiics 

oP appolmnicnl

Were found 

emlal
course

iIs-

Z<

ScsrvnM w<in CamScanoef
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l^ules, 1989 read 

^oyernmenl. Recniitni

'.i -With
directive.I!■

Of Ihc J'rovi... ..
, or District Judiciary, 2003

incial>'‘’fHon’ablc Pesh

« »„p,e or
Officers are

- committed by the

""’"rHiyh Court 
s 'ssued fromtime time lo

08 initiative of ihc
- 'mparting necessary 

tigo. so many Judicial 
account too Uic 

be leniently

: •.!

on this
accused officer

. irregularities
Vr-'-

dealt witli. 
c) In order to 

far ns the

■:x ■ ,■

-store confidence of,he public,„Dis.nc,j„dici.o.,rs

^"■Bhted ,rreg„,nn„es and ,0 dispe, the percep.ion erea.ed

! .

onaccount of appointments of relatives 

competent authority
ofthe named court o/ficials the

• J. , "itty consider, if so deemed
recall,ng of the appointments end denovo recruitments 

<3J it IS evident that

appropriate.
i

appointment of the.-6’- nomince of ihc Hon'able 
'vas made on 03.12.2021 in this ease, 

just before the schedule of the DSC,
nominee quite late in

Peshawar High Coun,
a day

and was communicated to the 
evening, which could be!

on nccoitni of
-It,pie reasons. „ Is therefore, suggested tha, strict co„,p,i„„ee

_ y f^e^'rcctivcs regarding (imcly submiss 
I;)!'-' ■ 'iie appoinling authorities

'
ion of the working papens by 

and timely processing of the requests for 
•lommaiion by the respeclivc wing/branch
Court may kindly be direcled/cnforccd. 

e) Ji is also observed that the

V:.4;
of the Hon’able Higji

accused officer did;
approval from the Hon’able Peshawar High Court
•0 publication of fim .ndvenisemen, and vexing ’of fpe 

details,

■- .f' not seek prior fonnal

Peshawar prior

requisite
as required in the light ofihcdi 

No. 19926-75/Ad
rective circulated vide letter

un dated 6'^ December. 2010 (page 502 and 503
of Judicial Esta Code 2021). Thougl 

approving request of the accused

PcshQNVnr Hial, Co ®S Court ,n DSC and DPC

of the new edition 

objection 1 no such 

officer 
The accused officer has 

irective.

was raised while
appointment the

nominee of the 

proceedings orihe District
Hon’able

SctmoMwlrhCamScanns,

. I ;8>

V
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•Judiciary ii is recommended thni a pool of 10 to 15 Judicial Ofliccrs 

from each tier having relevant experience, exposure and aptiuide 

may be notified for the purpose and be imparted advance level 
training as training of the trainers (TOT). This will hopefully go a

'
..1 •/

4

i

long way in strict compliance of the Law, Rules, Regulations, 
Policy and the directives in promoting uniformity across the 

and resultuntly dispelling public perception ofprovince 

malpractices.
ii) In the light of above it is recommended that a minor pmity of

limvided under Rule 4 (1) (a) (i) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
ay be imposed

'
T*. ■

censuwjt-as'f
i

Government Servants (Efficiency and discipline) R^

upon the accused officer.
Report is submitted, please.

4

V<oT
Zia-ur-Rchmari 
Inquiry Officer / 

District & Sessions Judge, 
Mansehrar

1

, T

m
k '<

*%
3v»
cSI

*

I

r
i

I

Scaring v^iiK CamScann^
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;
Dated,.j -<tr-5

7r •.

77,c; Di-vtf:c[ r-: Sessions Judge,
Diiil.igram,

Ry.rRU!TM£NTS_CAMI£DOUT^n^n_.^^. 
sr.T.FfTION COMMITTEE Q,N

t.
■-.i

■,

J,

5u5iccr.'
«

Dear Sir,
!

I am directed to refer to the inquiry proceedin'gj in ‘cspect or ine

subject rccimitments and to say that Lhc process of recruitments 1

oe uncone and
? *1

fresh process cf recruionents be initiated.

• ■t •■■ You are therefore requested to share the same with the ccnccmea

ssaiy action at his end under intimation to this office.authority for nece?

(
\

(TsaE^h } 

Ksgistrar

I 1.

4

Endst: No/^A/Ad 
Copy forwarded for infonnati 

• Senior Civii Judge

mn Dated Peshaivar the /20:-hon to:
(Admn), Battagram.

y.
/

;

[Inariauji
■ f

Registrar

J ‘

h.
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'• •■'—•'•. V.'. . OFFici'': or Tiir. 

SEN'ioj{CiviL.iii[x:i: (admiiV)
' or'‘:>7.31 

i'.i:;" U'.'9V^
T , .1,,

•-J i

OlVClVr.
Crriail: fi-'-jliniiiir.-.y
Email: acjfantiai'.fiP

iBATTAC.i<AAi II<»fi forn !,
: ^

nt'v.pk
M: i

i!

Onice OnitM" : C
• 'f

i

ill CompIi.'incL' of E:Klor5CiiiC!U ficiirini; Nd. fi'JMl tlaifd 

-6/{b/2(J22 of Hon'Mc Pc.’shin’.iir

i

••
f’cshi’i'.iir iili ihc p.mcj.s.s o

rccrLiiuncrns for post orPrucL’iii; Servers i)PS-0:v N.;ih Qe.'ic .'’PS-dj

■

(:

ii;:;] S'A-eef pe:-
Ii'

,
i3i>S-02. which took pl.-i 

■•.'-i. !_>0_) are hereh\’ ;innu!Ied i

icc liiro'.ieh nepa:'l!iie;;:ai Sek'Clii'ii ConiniiiUe held O';!
)

iiiiniceia!-: .'dc^L Censeuvcadlv. :’ii ide
I

j,..'pO!n!j:icius made on Uic basis nfsaid process:: . .J . ceP''cilod.I

\
y'

h
SiiOli;';i([ .Ail Kli.-in
.Svnir.r CfviLImloc. (A(liiiiii)
fiaMaerani

i
r.
I'

SCJ/A<i>iiin.'' (ItiMl
'C* ram r .Pfi::tI

Copy fpr\>ardcd for infnrnuiiioii rn:
i. The V-';iiiiiy ijleoar'.ra.'
2 7'he : ,'on'ble Districi Sessions .UkI.m. n,,,.—

- '■ * i(n j

3. Tiic Distn'ei Accounl OiTiccr. Bauagnun.
4. The Ofilciais coooenied by name nppoimed r,,n o-i. i o.
5. Notice board ofJudiciai CompieN Baijaeran ~ •
o. Office eop}’.

..I I

< V A i

» \./i
■ ; U■; «

•«t a
Ali Ki. '.-ift

•Senior Ch il .iudi'c\ V’olmiti;
leraiii

V• \
[

j«
f

A

t
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BEmB^JlEJl^rQiyiiJJLE.c.iui:rjy.s'ricr. 
PESHAWA^R HICtr COURT. PKSlfAWAU /^Ajf.c/ CJ^L

o
I

aubjoct:
RE2RE5JMA:il\lQi!U:QU wmimUii?iUUi.Qr 
THE ORDER nnARTNG NO. fi!)Ql/APMN 
PA1CP_20lOS.?02?^AliJ.P.. oFfJCE JJRJIEJR

Respectfully Showotli!
I

The appUoant submils as under; -

1) ' That, applicant and four oilvors were oppoiniod 
, as ProcdsB Sorvero (BPS-OS) by the learned

Senior Civil Jndoe (ADMN). District Battgrani 
in a, preflcribed manner after completing all 

^ the legal and codal forinalitics vide 
appointment order dated 07.12.2021.

(Oliy of «ppointin«nt Older annoxBil BO
nnnoKuie "A")

2) Tlvat. after having been appointed, applicant 
kept on performing his dtjlios’ to llm entire 
aatisi'actlorr of the coinpolont nulhoilty.

,3) That.'on 28.05,2022, the Honomblo Registrar of 
the Pouhawar High Court vide order bearing 

6'JUl daind 28.03.2022 directed the 
appointing authority to >indo the procosa of 
rocrultmettt without citing any foason at all.

* (Copy nf oifinl Halnd 2fi.09.2aZ3
aiineKfltl nB Annaoiie "S")

=4 t

f

I

]
1:

*,

No.

4> That, the Loaruod Senior Civil Judge (ADMN) 
Baltgram vide offico order bearing No. 186- 
190 dated 20.08.2022 annulle^l the ontiio 
rcctullment process v/ifhout following duo 
procoiis of law on the subject.

(Copy ot order 
.•iinnxed <>« Aiinamiro “C,")

5) That., 'being aggrieved, applicant and six 
olheiT impugned orders dated 26.03.2022 and 
20.03.2022 before the Honorable Peshawar 
High 'Court n< Abbotlabad Ilcnch vide Writ 
Polillim No. GR-l •A/2022 vdncli is still pending 
adjudication.

1

clalod 28.as.2n22
t

II

t

i-'
’ I

■•!' r-

’• f« ’'i ’
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1
6) Tliai. ihe applicant in i>ooTC5t of Iho i^oor and 

has boon romovoci from sorvico witlioui any 
rhyme or roanon. ‘

»
7) Thai, befoto annulmoni of il\c* 

process, no notice wan isauod to tlio applicant 
nor was associated wiij^ any inrpiiry. Both tho 

^ orders have boon pn:;r,od at iho back of the 
appellant condemniiKj tinlieard. violating the 
constitutional safe guard provided by and 
under Article 10-A of tho ConstitutioK of the 
Islamic Republic of Pakisian, 10V3.

0) That, tlioro waa no legal flaw or ittfirmity itt tho 
recruitment process, jt has only been annulled 
on tho ground, that three appoimeesi namely 
(1) Naseer Ullah sor> of Faiz Muhammad (2) 
VVaqar Aliin|;d non of Meet Shah (Proconn 
servers BPS-ilf)) (3) Sami Ullah son of Musa 
IQian (Sweeper llP-02) w'oro tho relativds of the 
sitting Employees of iho EntahJinhment of tho 
appointing uulhoriiy.. Thoro 
allegation at all agairnu tho nppIicanl.''ch!i!piio 
that, appointmoni of iho np|)licaiu Jtas also 
boon annulled which has resulted 
mis-carringo of pinticfj.

9) That, the appointiTiont of llso applicant } ■ 
boon Illegally and unlawfully ntinuUnd. duo to 
which, the applicant has lost Iiis jol> for 
reason and fr^ult at all.

» . ;rocnuhnenf

was no sucli

into grave

nas

no

1

!t is thoreforo, very humbly 
acceptance of the instant

jur.yoc! ih.at on 
ropjRsoiyalJon the 

impugned ordorn dated 2f;,O5.2022 and 28.05.2022 
may graciously bo, withdraw'n aird iho applicant be 
reinstated into his netvico v.-iih .all back bonehn

I

I I
Ir !

SaifUllnh S/0 Altdul Hahccm
R/i) ViHagf: Deoda] IVO Sndin Mira, 

; Tohgil S- Dintrici Battgrftm 
(Applicant)1

I
* !
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BEFORE THE PESHAWAR HIGHT Cj'oURt
BENCH ABBATTABA

r
\0

»■

C.■-1' •, A;
L.

Writ Petition No. oi / *
■r■i'

\■*'

• - 1) Saifullah son of Abdul Hakeem.
. 2) Naseer Ullah son of Faiz Muhammad ■ ^

3) Abdul Basit son of Fazal Khaliq
4) Imdad Ullah Shah son Syed Maroof Shah
5) Waqar Ahmed son of Meer Shah, process 

servers BPS-05
6) Nehal Muhammad son of Muhammad 

Iqbal, Naib Qasid in BPS-03.
7) .Sami Ullah son of Musa Khan Sweeper in

SeniorBPS-03,
Establishment, District Battgram.

Civil Judge

Petitioners« •
/

Versus
i1) The Honorable District and Sessions 

Judge, Battgram.
2) The worthy Registrar, Peshawar High 

Court, Peshawar.
3) The Honorable Senior Civil Judge,

Respondents 1(ADMN), Battgram.....'.

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC
REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN. 1973 FOR A
DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT
THE IMPUGNED ORDERS BEARING NO.
981 DATED 25.05.202!^ AND 186-190
DATED 28.05.2022 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO, 2 AND 3
RESPECTIVELY ARE ILLEGAL. NULL.
VOID AND OF NO LEGAL EFFECT.
HENCE LIABLE TO BE SET-ASIDE.

True Copy >

1 5,
Onde« 5tAuino"'.

PRAYER: -
On acceptance of the instant writ 

petition, this Honorable Court may graciously 
^be pleased to.

(a) Declare that the impugned orders bearing 
■ Nos. 6981 dated 26.05.2022 and 186-190 

dated 28.05.2022 passed by respondents No. 
2 and 3 respectively be declared cts
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PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, ABBOTTABAD BENCH
\

i
f’i' ORDER SHEET 1 :i',*'; i' i: • A rSI ili.: 1!

4/rDate of Order of 
Proceedings

Order or other Proceedings with the Signature of the Judge.
/

/
\r

.’v < ! '•1•U 2 - -• A-'A
'AO f

CM No. 200-A/2Q24 in WP No. 664-A/202-2-.^^>-
06.03.20244-

Present: Mr. Abdul Saboor Khan, Advocate, petitioner.

MUHAMMAD IJAZ KHAN. J - Through this CM, the

petitioners want to place on file certain documents which
•, •
- y

are essential for just and fair decision of main writ petition.

Accordingly, this CM is allowed and the documents so

appended with instant CM shall be treated as part and

parcel of main petition.
■f. V

CM No. 199-A/2024 in WP No. 664»A/2022

MUHAMMAD IJAZ KHAN, J.- Through this CM the

petitioners seek conversion of main writ petition into a

service appeal and to remit the same to the Worthy Khyber
V

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal for adjudication. IJ

Accordingly, ^his CM is allowed and the writ2.ffus CopyCertified t® *^1^0
t .r * petition is converted into a service appeal and the same is 

sent to the Worthy Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
1r ■

t

iirt
, t ..i; i

for decision of the same on its own merit.

. i.

DGE
j'. ,

f

'JUDGE

(DB) Mr Justice MuS\ammad Ijaz Khan and Mr, Justice Muhammad Faheem WaiiTahir Sale an*

t
x'.

I



• -

----------------—------------------- -m -m -m '^'■^■wmww^-Ww^'^
m "■ 2MDBAM No.

BC No..'f' ^ Ii Li
*

Qi^Name of Advocate:'S-
V.

• , ■/

(‘■jj-'y*-! .

--------- ----------------- ------------- -— s'

J'yf±J-\.

./
sV'
a:' ■
55 ■ . y^' c c

/'k y

L>:y s^JJ^J :w-l^
• •

.• #

......

i /

j ij-*! \}C}P^ J kk^

I Aj J”(^;- i_ I j (j ikjp I ij L^'/-':

^ c5v 1^ I riJf/j (. ijy Ijy^J

:?: c-.'
■■-' ' r
- 1

.i'-

I
-•ijy .'^i'. I ij/} kz-kyyikij'^iC, >j!:^

^ ui^/v'JtujL ti [>)^^/A jXj/!
i!-‘.

J^-

■^r-' i.-y b".c jyJ ll;,; zi ^‘f-’*'J^Jit- f <*

^ i^j J (jl* j-yJ 

r b'i jy^

'yy

-•'-v';>
1

zn> Jl -]

,y

w
'. ► '

i.*

r«' •«.' •.w
*

7
'• 'iS


