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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 706 of 2024 Khyber Pakhtukhwa

Scrvice Tribunat

Barkat Ali el S22

Vs a2 =272

District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar & another

Written Statement/Reply on Behalf of Respondents No. 1.& 2

FACTS:

1.

b

Pertains to record. It is, however, added that that appellant/official had a
cloudy reputation of a lazy, unreliable and involvement of corrupt practices.
Pertains to record, needs no comments.

Pertains to record, needs no comments.

Pertains to record, however, it is notable that the inquiry proceedings were
conducted in accordance with relevant rules wherein the allegations against
the appellant/official were proved through pro & contra evidence.

Pertains to record, needs no comments.

- Incorrect. The appellant/official was granted the major penalty in

accordance with rules and after fulfilment of all codal formalities, affording
numerous opportunities of defense to the appellant/official, including
personal hearing, but he failed to bring anything on record to prove his
innocence.

GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect. The appellant/official has been treated in accordance with law

and rules on the subject.

Incorrect. All the procedures provided in E&D Rules-2011 had been
thoroughly and completely followed. The appellant/official was present on
all dates of hearing and had full opportunity to defend himself, but he failed
to provide any cogent evidence to prove his innocence.

Incorrect. Ae explained in para-B above, the appellant/official was present
during the inquiry proceedings and was well aware of all the proceedings
being carried out. He was confronted with all the evidence produced
against him, and was afforded plenty opportunities to bring anything in his
defense, but he failed, and thus, was proceeded in accordance with relevant
rules.

Incorrect. As per record, the appellant/official was assigned with the duties
of docket diary/dispatch etc, and was responsible for all the docks sent
by/received to the court concerned. It is also evident from record that the
appellant/official handed over the Bail Order in question along with forged
revenue papers etc to another delinquent official Hameéd ur Rehman Naib
Qasid for its delivery to the Nazir for its further transmission to the Office of

@



Tehsildar Peshawar for verification. Receiving the alleged responding
verification letter, the bail bonds with fake revenue papers were placed
before the learned JMIC, who found the verification letter/revenue papers
doubtful, and resultantly summoned the revenue officials for re-verification
of the documents. The Naib Tehsildar namely Tehseen Ullah appeared as
PW-4 before the court and disowned the verification letter, with further
disclosure that the verification letter issued by the court was neither
received at Revenue Office nor was responded by them. The appellant
official present in the court did not cross examine the PW-4 to rebut his
stance, thus, established the factum of preparation of bogus revenue
papers/verification letter, and their presentation before the court.

. Incorrect. In para-D above, the appellant/official has denied receiving any

response/!ettér/document from any quarter, while in the instant para, he
admits to have handed over the memos to Hameed-ur-Rehman Naib Qasid.
This contradiction standalone dismisses the plea of appellant/official; while
his involvement in the act has already been established as explained in para-
D above. -

. Incorrect. It is evident from record that appeliant/official was responsible

for diary/dispatch of court’s correspondence. Reader of the Court as PW-I
had deposed that the verification letter was sent to the Muharrar
(appellant) for onward dispatch; and that after receiving the verification
letter back from the concerned office, the Muharrar handed that to the
Naib Qasid who placed the same before the learned JMIC. The appellant
cross-examined the PW-1 but could not shatter his testimony. The statement
of PW-4 attests that neither the verification letter was received at the
Tehsildar Office nor the same was issued by the said office, then the
question arises that how the responding letters reached the office of
Muharrar (appellant). The statement of PW-I answers this question that the
Muharrar had received the said letter, thus, the appellant/official had to
explain that how the said letter reached his office, why did he receive the
same from an authorized person, and that why did he not bring this fact
into the notice of his Presiding Officer. The CCTV footage shows that co-
official Flameed ur Rehman Naib Qasid had taken a sealed envelope from
the Muharrar’s office and presented it before the learned JMIC. In view of
the abovementioned facts, brought on record during the inquiry
proceedings, the appellant/official was found involved in the entire collusion
by facilitating the actual felons to fabricate forged documents and present
them before the court.

- Incorrect. As explained in para-F above, the involvement of appellant/official

was proved through cogent evidence and beyond any shadow of doubt,
thus, the major penalty of removal from service was awarded on the
charges of corruption and misconduct.

- Incorrect. Since sufficient material was available on record against the

appellant/official, who could not provide any solid ground to defend
himself, as evident from finalfimpugned order, thus, he was proceeded
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against in accordance with law/relevant rules on the subject. Furthermore,
the punishment awarded to the appellant/official is in accordance with the
gravity and nature of the charges against him.

Incorrect. The competent authority has acted as per law, in accordance with

the facts & circumstances of the case, and no violation of law/rules has been

com _mitted.

Incorrect. As explained in para-l above, the appellant/official was proceeded
against in accordance with law and rules on the subject, and no perspicacity
of any sort has been committed by the authority.

- Incorrect. The appellant/official has been treated on merit, and the penalty |
was imposed upon him after due course of law, and following the

procedure. The punishment awarded to him was absolutely in line with the

prescribed rules, which could not be quantified as against the natural
justice.

Incorrect. The charges levelled against the appellant/official were grave in
nature, which were proved after thorough inquiry. The appellant/official
was given every opportunity of defense, but he failed to defend himself in
both written as well as oral form.

- Needs no comments, however, it is added that the penalty imposed upon
the appellant/official was appropriate and in line with his fault.

. Incorrect. As explained above, the appellant/official has cheated with the

court, by heling the culprits to prepare and produce bogus revenue papers

and verification letter thereupon. This fact was proven against him after a

thorough and lawful inquiry; thus, he was awarded the major penalty.

- Incorrect. As explained above, the appellant/official had ample

opportunities to defend himself and provide any proof in rebuttal of the
charges against him, but he failed and thus was treated accordingly.

. Incorrect. The appellant/official was treated on merit, and the penalty was

imposed upon him after due course of law, and following the procedure in
letter & spirit. The punishment awarded to him was absolutely in line with
the prescribed rules on the subject.

In view of the above, it is submitted that the appeal in hand being devoid of

merits has no weightage in the eyes of law, therefore, the same may be

dismissed, please. :
[u(m;n KHAN] [INAM ULLAH WAZIR]

Registrar, Peshawar High Court, District & Sessions Judge,
Peshawar/Respondent# 1. Peshawar/Respondent# 2

|
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% ;" - .4 "No ﬁ " JMIC-I, Peshawar Dated: 6“‘ October 2023
- $ . ) . X . . . .. )
. To,
. The Worthy :
" District & Sessions Judge,
Peshawar.
. slm:t & sessmﬂs;a

From; Rece.'pfko_gogg
‘Fahim Ahmad Daz‘ed-__e)‘_é..‘“_"l.?___’:%
Judicial Magistrate-I1, > °""-“‘3'Lp
Peshawar 2shawar.

Subject:  Intimation Report - Q
. Respected-Sir,

;¥ revenue papers were submitted Defore the u.nderszgned

Page 1 of 3

T have the honor to submit that on 45f10/2023 Order

of the _Worthy Peshawar High Coust, Peshawar, in Cr.

Misc. (B.A) No.4074-P/2023, titled ‘Rahim Gul Vs Furqan

- Ullah & State’, and Cri.Misc. (B. A) No.4017- P/2023 were

presented to the undersigned. The same were sent to the

Superintendent Sessions Court, Peshawar, for their

verifications, and after due-

Superintendent Sessions Court, Peshawar the same were

: retumed to this Court Thereafter the bal’ bor'd': almg w1th

which were sent to the Tehsildar, Peshawar, for verification -

of the said revenue papers vide this Court letters No.18 &

19 dated 25/10/2023

On the same day, the revenue papers along

verification reports of the Tehsildar concerned

communicated through letter No.168,23 dated 25710/20

and letter No. 96 dated 25/10/2023, and bail bends were

put up before the undersigned. However, on suspicion, the

|

verifleation. by  the .

’



- Page 2 of 3
concerned Tehisldar was contacted for confirmation. In

compliance, Mr. Danyal Mushtaq, Reader to the Tehsildar

concerned put his appearance before the Court and statgd'

that neither the revenue papers and letter of this Court hav«_é

been received by the Tehsildar office nor any '\:re_riﬁcation

in this regard has been made by their office and also termed _

the seal and signature of the TehSildar,..Peshawar'as-' bogus

and fake. He further disclosed that revenue pape'rs- are -also

a colour-printed ¢opy, meaning thereby the same have not

‘been issued by Tehsildar Office.

In this respect, complaints of this Court'vidé letters

dated 25/10/2023 were made to the SHO of PS East Cantt,
Peshawar, for the régistration of FIR against the culprits

involved in fake and bogus verification of revenue papers,

copy whereof is attached herewith.

Regarding diary-dispatch of this Court fnaintaihed

for correspondence with the Tehsildar Ofﬁcc, the Muharrir' -

namely Barkat Ali and Naib Qasid namely Hamid - ur

$

Rahman were inquired, however, they could not forward :

any plausible explanation in thi_s- regard. Copy of. the

relevant page of the said diary dispatch is -attached

_h__qrewith.

Today, the concerned Naib Tehsildar, Peshawar, was

noticed for recording his statement and accordingly,-he put

his appearance before the Court. His statement. was. . .




o Admmbn Lt

. ._Pé{je 3 of 3 : ’lé

recorded before the Court wherein he supported the same

version as narrated by Mr. Danyal 'Mushtaq Reader t(__)"_'
Tehsildar, Peshawar. The statement of Mr. Talhs:een Ullah

Niab Tehsildar, Peshawar, is attached herewith in original.

- The matter is, therefore, submitted along with @
complete record for information and ordery deemsd

appropriate

N

‘\\‘x\ < a_'&

Fahim‘A mu}?“\ﬂe‘""
Judicial Ma é’traﬁ?gi
“Peshawar




DISTRICT JUDICIARY, KFYBER PAKHTUNKHIA, PESHAWAR

Ph#091-9210049 Fax#091-9212419 o, &8 — /5
eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com _ : .
web: SessionsCoustPeshawar.gov.pk Dated Pe'shawar,lé 1032

OFFICE ORDER

WHEREAS Mr. Fahim Ahmad, learned Judicial Maglstrate |, Peshawar
submtted 2 complaint/report to the effect that fake Revenue Papers (Fa"dat)
_ were.'m_ade and presented in connection with Bail Petitions No. Cr.M.BA 4074-
P/2023 and Cr.M.BA No. 4017-P/2023; along with Fake Verifiéatidn Reports
containing bogus stamp & signature of the Tehsildar Peshawar. )

AND WHEREAS, Being the custodians of the official documents within

0

o : b
the court, -Barkat Ali Junior Clerk/Muharrar, Zikria Kibria Junior Clerk/Muharrar %
and Hameed-ur-Rehman_Naib Qasid have been associated with the above- '

mentioned act.

NOW THEREFORE, Mr. Muhammad Ayaz Khan, Iearned Additional Distr'ct
& Sessions Judge-XI!, Peshawar is appomted as Inquiry Officer, to proceed
againSt the deiinquent officials, in accordance with law/relevant. ruieﬁ,' and

- sabmlt report to -.hls Office, within a month.

M{ﬁw | M. Sajjad Ahmad Jan, Assistant/ACC shall represent tnis Ofﬂce durlng the
% ’ inquiry proceedmgs. o ‘ _'
supermte” SCOU”’ [ASHFA(S‘E}LJ] 3
cirict & 95‘5"’r , District & Sessions Judge,
pist! pes ghawd L/\ s Peshawar. '

—}_S\ ')( ' No. 83(DAS) €AY — %5 ' Dated Peshawar the 26 1O ,"2023
Cepy forwarded to:

1. The worthy Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.

2. The Inquiry Officer, along with copies of Charge Sheet and Statement of
Allegations served upon the delinquent official.

. The officials concerned,

¥V

Dlstrlct &§ess ns Juc’ge
Peshawar .
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DISTRICT JUDICIARY, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 e N G:q ‘;‘_g gz

eMail. scPeshawar@yahoo.com _ .
_ web: SessionsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk Daied Peshawar ’2&;\0\23

OFFICE ORDER

Mr. F0h|m Ahmad, learned Judicial Mocus1rc1te I Peshowor, vlde

his letier No. 09 dated 26/10/2023. has reported The preporc:tion and

production of fake/bogus Revenue Papers (Fardot) be_fo_re'__his_ Court in

_c_onnecﬁo'n with Bail Petitions No. Cr.M.BA 4074-P{2023 and C_f.M_.BA_No.'@]?-
P/2023. The ’rhr_eé off_,if:_i_o[s_, Le. two Muharrars Barkat Ali and Zikria Kibrio, and C
Naib Qasid of the Court namely Hameed-u_r-Rehmd‘n, being custodions of the /
doc;u_mén’r_s, are | tentatively  found _'_res_p'c')ns'ibi"e"- for fhe __ misco'nd_uc’r. ?]‘/
Consequenjry, a d_eport_mentol inquiry nas been in_i’ria’red;. ond all ihree |

officials stand suspended for ninety {90} days or untit further nofice, whichever

’%@‘éltdf “comes first. |
. - R\(n‘u.ﬁ. .

-D o " {ASHFAQUE TAJ]

District & Sessions Judge,

de )
gupe”! [:5[30119 couft: ' |  Peshawar.

& Se o
pistricty ;:u.gshﬁ“”a No. 83{DAS) e.q‘}e—-——82 Dated Peshowar the 2& /. 1Q /2023

2
‘""k%\ C opy forwarded for information/necessary action fo:

The worthy REQISTFOI. Peshawar High Court, Peshawar. .
The learned Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Peshawar. .
The learned Jjudicial Magistrate-|, Peshawar.

The Assistant/ACC, Sessions Court, Peshawar.

Officials concerned. ) R :
District & Sessions Judge,
Peshawar.

OGN —
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v ' | |
g DISTRICT JUDICIARY. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
B\ =g Ph#091-9210099 Fax091-9212419 No. é,C{ClD a2
S M :::;IIS:!CSZE::EVS:}(I@K;Z:;T;;{:TQOV pk . o Dated Peshawar _GPMQ'_B’

DISCIPLI N_A_R_Y;A_c:r_n;_q,-m

Ashfaque Taj, District & Sessions Judge, as competﬂnt authorlty, am Of the
opinion that (1) Barkat Ali Junior. CIerk[Muharrar,_(z) Zlkna Klbrla,_Junior_

| C]erkauha—rar,_and (3) _Hameed:ur- Rehman,_,.Nanb__QaS|d “have renderea_ | fﬂ
themselves I|ablp to be oroceeded against, as they have corrmltted Lhe
following a;tsfomlsmons_, within the meaning of Rules (-b) & (c) of the KhyL.-er

Pakhtunkhwa Gevernment Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) R'ulells','zmq..'_ L

~ STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION(S)

1. Prepéred and presented fake Revenue Papers (Fardat) in
connection with Bail Petitions No. Cr.M.BA 4074-P12023 and

"A(.#&A{Jl _  Cr.M.BA No. 4017-P/2023. Also, prepared bogus verification reports
upon the same by afflxmg fake stamps & sagnatura of the Tehsulaar

‘Z)\ - - Peshawar.

nt1. For the purpose of inguiry against the said accused official with reference

!l sur-grmfe de coufty. : : .
pssions to the.above allegations, Mr. Muhammad Ayaz Khan, learned Additional

pistrict peshawar

LS\

District & Sessions Judge-X!I, Peshawar is appointed under Rule.10{1}{a) .

of the rules ibid.

2. The inquiry officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the ibid
rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record
~his findings and make, within thirty days of the receipt of this Qrde:r,
recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate action agai;ﬂst

the accused.

3. The accused and Mr. Sauad i\hmad Jan, Assmf ntfrepresentatlve of this

office, shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the

Inquiry Officer. - ' /R

{ASHFAQUE TPJ
District & Sessions Judgef
Competent Authority,
Peshawar.,




- # ZESy DsRCTIDICAR KHYBLRPAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

P#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419* "~ * . ; - 638%— B4
eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com
{* web: SessionsCaurtPeshawar.gov.pk " 'Dated Peshawar _._2‘6 L[O__l_l 3

b

T
)

CHARGE SHEET

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

o hereby charge you;, (1).Barkat Ali Junior Clerk/Muharrar, (2) Zikria Kibria, Junior

Clerk/Muharrar, and (3) Hameed:ur-Rehman, Naib_Qasid as follow:

‘ 1. That, while posted in the Court of learned Judicial Magistrate-1 Peshawar,

you committed the following irregudarities:

a. Prepared and presented fake Revenue Papers (Fardat) in
connectron with Bail Petitions No. Cr.M.BA 4074 P/2023 and

" CF.M.BA No. 4017-P/2023. Alsc, prepared bogus verification. .-
reports Opon the same by affixing fake stamps & signature of
_the Tehsildar Peshawar. ‘ .

2. - By reason of the above, you all appear to be guilty of Misconduct

: A'H'w & _Corruption under Rules 3(b) & (c) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
QZ)' Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 aﬁd have
A : rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penaltles speaﬁed in rule -4 of
supgg'u;;(?:o couff the I'U|eSlbIC|
i . rict & R . . - . . ’ o .
| pist p shEi{"iM 3 You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within
_ 2> ' - seven days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the lnquiry Officer.
B You. written defense, if any, should reach the Inquiry Ofﬁcer

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

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

against you.
5. - Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
6. A statement of allegations is enclosed. - . - ‘
[ASHFAQUE TAJ]

District & Sessions Judge/
- Competent Authority,
Peshawar.




~ super” Court,
o sessmns '
stnct&
Di Pes

' BEFORE'THE WORTHY INQUIRY OF#I“ER MR. MUHAMMAD AYAZ

KHAN HON' BLE ADDITIONAL DISTRICT & SESSONS JUDGE-XII

REPLY TO THE CHARGE SHEET & STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIO S

- PESHAWAR.

DATED 26-10-2023 -

Respectfully Sheweth:

rendent

ghawal.

‘(*”’4

Barkat Ali, Junior Clerk / Muharrar, attached to the court of
Judicial Magisfrate-] Peshawar, the petitioner, submits most
respectfully, the following reply to the charge sheet & statement. of
allegations dated 26-10-2023 for your kind conslderatlon and favour

of acceptance. Co )¢
The petitioner is serving as Muharrar attached to the com of Mr
Faheem Ahmad Judicial Magistrate-l Peshawar, wherein he was

served with the charge sheet and statement of allegahons dated

26-10-2023 along W|th 02 other Ofﬂmals

That prior to. the instant charge sheet &. statemenl of a:iegatsoné??/
neither any complair\t nor any sort of disciplinary, proceedlngs were
ever |n|tiated against the petltloner .

That the charge sheet contams the allegatlon detalled as under

1. That, while posted in the court of learned Judicial
Magistrate-l Peshawar, you committed the followmg
irregularities;

a. Prepared and preau.nted fake Revenue Papers
(Fardat) in connection with Bail Petitions No.
Cr.M.BA. 4074-P | 2023 and Cr.M.BA No. 4017-
P/2023. Also, prepared bogus verification reports
upon the same by affixing fake stamps X sngnature
of the Tehsildar Peshawar.

That while serving as Muharrar attached to the ‘Court Learned

Judicial Magistrate-l, Peshawar, he was tentatively associated with

the preparation and production of fake / bogus revenue papers
(Fadat) in connection with Bail Petitions. No. Tr.M. BA 4074-P/2023
and Cr.M.BA No. 4017-P/2023 anu was suspended by the Hon'ble
District & Session Judge Peshawar wde Offlce Order No 69?8 82
dated 26-10-2023. o L

The allegation against him war based ugcn an intimation reporl No,
09 JMIC-| Peshawar dated 26-10-2023 filed by Mr. Faheem Ahmad
JMIC-I Peshawar before the worthy Dislrict & Session Judge
Peshawar.




" Peshawar entered the letters of verification of both the accused Gul

12.

+ —— ——

13

o

That the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court Peshawar while passing-the
order in Cr.M.BA 4074-P/2023 and Cr.M.BA No. 4017-P/2023
allowed bail to the accused / petiioners with the direction to he
released on submission of bail bonds to the tune of Rs. 300,000/-
with two sureties each in like amount to the satlsfactlon of concemed
Judicial Magistrate / MOD. w, ce

That the Learned JMIC-| Peshawar on recew:ng the ball bond-a sent
the accompanying revenue record | Fard Jamabandi to the Tehsildar
Peshawar vide letter No. 19 JMIC-| Peshawar dated 25-10—2023 for
their due verlflcatton - :

That ..he petitioner bemg Muharrar attached to the court of Jle‘ I

Raheem and Muddassar Khan at serial No. 18 & 19 of DAK BOOK
dated 25-10-2023.

The letters in matter of routine were handed over to F’eon / '\Ia|b

Qasid Hameed-Ur-Rehman for its further submlssmn in accordance .
with the laid down procedure before the Superintendent Sessro%

Court Peshawar and then its onward submission before Tehsild
Peshawar.

That after handing over the documents to Hameed ur—Rebman on
25-10-2023 the petitioner never received back any response from
either the Superintendent Sessions Court Peshawar or the Tehsuldar

Peshawar.

That the petitioner did not receive . any Instructlon from the Courl of

Hon'’ble . JMIC { Peshawar regarding the venf*catlon of the revente
record’and he also did not receive any response from the Office of
Tehsildar Peshawar, as it was not within his job description or

competence.

That no receipt of any response from either Superintendent
Sessions Court Peshawar or Tehsildar Peshawar exists on record.
The representatives of the accused directly submitted the fake and
fraudulently prepared revenue record and verification letter before

-the Hon'ble JMIC-I, Peshawar.

it is also worth mentio:ning that none of the 02 Mubharrars
attached to the Court of JMIC Peshawar were assoclated w&th either
return or verification of revenue record (Fardat). - ax

That the petitioner was utterly surnr-qed and shoc¢ ked to receive the

_ suspension letter along" with the. Charge sheet and statement of

allegations. The petitioner has never associated himself with any act,
which would have tarnished his image and adverseiy. affect ‘his
serwce career during eniire penod of hf.:: service record




" him the opportunity to be heard in person.

Peshawar, Dated

R

That the petitioner has been framed in the controversy wﬁhout any
association with alleged act of fraud and deceit before the Hon'ble
Court and thus places himself at the mercy of the ‘worthy inquiry
Officer ‘and respectfully submits, to exonerate him of the- charges o

leveled agamst him.

p

In view of the above, it is humbly requested that the chargew

sheet along with statement of allegations dated 26-10-2023, may

kindly be recalled and the petitioner may be exonerated from
charges leveled against him with all the benefits of contlnuous

‘service.

The petitioner seeks leave of the wortny authorlty to prowde

Barkat Ali =~ = =
Junior Clerk / Muharrar, i
attached to the court of
Judicial Magistrate-
Peshawar.

34 November, 2023




i el BEFORE MR. NASIR KHAN ADDITIONAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE- -
' XVL PESHAWAR/INQUIRY OFFICER

g DEPARTMENTAL _INQUIRY UNDER KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
4 GOVERNMENT SERVANTS (EFFICIENCY AND DISCIPLINE) RULES, 2011 .
.f  Nameofdelinquent officials;- 1. Barkat Ali [Muharrir BPS-11{ |
: o 2. Zikria Kibria [Muharrir BPS-11]
: 3. Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Oas:d BPS-GH _

DL : Establishment:- . __District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar . - 1

. f?‘ﬁﬂ/"q’/l - BACKGROUND FACTS:

With reference complamt No. 09 dated 26 10-2023, the Judlclal{/il

. ?Uperlﬂsswnwﬁrate I, Peshawar reported the preparation and presentatlon of bogus
nist Pe shawaf _
revenue papers alongwith bail bonds before his court in eonr_lectlo_n with

bail application Nq.Cﬁ_.M.BA 4074-P/2023 and CrM.BA 4'017fP/=2023.'

The delinquenf efﬁcial's viz above, posted and attached as Muharrir and

Naib Qa31d respectlvely, w1th the court of Judlcxai Mag1stratel

Peshawar were apparently found responsible for the preparatlon of fake
and bogus revenue papers and thus they being found guilty of misconduct
& corruption within the meaning of Rule 3(b) & 3(c) of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipiine) Rules,

2011 [hereafter_referred “Rules, 20117], rendered themselves liable to be
prbceeded against under the Rules, 20]1. For that reasons, the competent
authemy was pleased to order for departmental inquiry against the

delmquent ofﬁ01als as per comemplatmn of Rule 5(1)(b) read with Rule

Departmental ]nqu1ry into Charge against Barkat Ali & Zakria Klbna [both muhamr
BPS-11 and Jameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasrd BPS-04]




10 of the Rules, 2011. Vide order No.6983-85 dated 26-10-2023, Mr.

- Muhammad Ayaz Khan, AD&SJ-XII, Peshawar was appointed as Inquiry

-

>

Officer under Rule 10(1)(a) nf Rules, 2011 as to conduct tha In_quiry
again_st the ‘delinquent ofﬁcialsl under Rule 11 of Rules, 2011, Iinto the
charges. The statemé;nt .of allegations was issued and the delinquent
officials were charge sheeted under Rule 5(2) of the Rules, 2011 fnr the
charge of misconduct and corruption as envisaged under Rul_e.-_?;('_b) & 3(c)
of Rules, 2011. The delinquent officials were also.zdirected to_file _t"_nf;_ir
written defense to the charge be’fnre_-the Inquiry Officer as provided under
Rule- 10(1)((1) of the Rules, 2011.
It may be noted that; Mr. Muhammad Ayaz. Khan AD&SJ Xil,

Peshawar proceeded with the subject inquiry, but owing to his transfer

€
SUPS'”; S,onirfcogofnpetem authority via his office order dated 25- 11-2023, appomted

LD

)5\’—%\
K

J

P ———
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the undersigned as 1nqu1ry officer to continue with inquiry from the

pomt/proceedmg, it was leﬁ by the erstwhile Inquiry Ofﬁcer]

INOUIRY PROCEEDINGS as per Rule-11 of The Rules, 2011

The _dnlinquent officials filed their written defense to the ch.arge.,'
Iw'.hi'ch were found to be unsatisfactory. The statements n.f Kashif Ela!n_i
{Reader]/?W-], Ismail [steno}/PW-2 and Asfandyar [juninr_ clark]/PW—S,
attached to the Court of Judicial Magistrate-1, Peshawar, v\;ere recorded.

Mr. Tehsin Ullah Naib Tehsildar was examined as PW-4. Faisal Khan

Junior clerk Engiish branch was examined as Pw-5.

Departmental Inquiry into Charge against Barkat Ali & Zakria Kibria {nolh mubharrir
'BPS-11 and Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04]




' i E @ L As. pér directions of former inquiry officer, the Judicial Magistrate-
I Peshawar Mr. FFaheem Ahmaci has also subrﬁitted__a.de;ailgd.r_c_epc_rt.,
which is plaéed on file. )

The;reaﬁer, opportunity as per. contemplation qf Ru\le—'l.l(ll). of
Rul-c_s;jzoll_ Iwas gﬁlsq_cg{tcnded to the delinduent ofﬁciéls %15 to record .the:ir .

L sta_tement_S and produce evidence in their defense, if they so wishes. The

delinquent officials recorded their statements. On request of delinquent
official Barkat Ali [Muharrir], the incharge CCTV control room was:

summoﬁed, who produced CCTV recording, saved in USB,. w_hi_ch is -
| | . gplaced on file. After viewing the video recording, one of the delinquent o :
'ﬂﬁeéﬂ{%fﬁciai named Hameed Ur Rehman.[Naib Qasid], hla:v_ing the sealed Gﬁ’(
o %?velbpe in his hands, on the rel.cvant day and ti.me, was found .r-oa_Lmipg in - |

nes gourt iy - :
'Qércourt’s veranda/corridors along one Muhammad Numan Shah Advocate,

theréfore, on application of the representative of competent authority, thé
~ said Muhazﬁmad Numan Shah Advocate was also summoned -and
examined as C w.

_A'fter.recording the statement of CW, again opportunity.{.val_s |
exteﬁded to the delinquent officials for recording their additional -

statements or to produce evidence in their defense, but they did not opt

for.
3. FINDINGS:
 The record made available before me, unravels that the accuscd'.

named Raheem Gul son Ajab Gul-[charged in case FIR No.422 dated 10-

Departmental Inquiry into Charge against Barkat Alt & Zakria Kibria [both muhaﬁir
~ BPS-11 and Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04]
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08 2025 under sectlon 489- B;’4]9;’420 PPC PS Shah Qabool] and accused

_ named Muhammad A51f Khan son of Umar Zaman [charged in case FIR

Ne.32 dated 14-03-2023 under section 9D KP CNSA PS Exmse] were

admitted to bail by the honorable Peshawar High Court after _their___bdil

petitions No.4074-P/2023 [decided on 23-10-2023] and petition No.4017-

P/2023 [decided on 17-10-2023] were allowed subject. to furnish bail

bdnds in the tune of rupees three lac and rupees: two iag respectiy_e!_y. A's '

: rﬂsult thereof thc sureties Shah Nazar Khan Irfan L‘Hah w1th ai testlf er

%/ﬂ,&(}ﬂ{]\mm Dm [for accused Raheem Gul son of Ajab -Gul] and. suren'es

T

Mudassr" Khan. & Fageer Gul with attestifier Sira] Aﬁ“dl [ror accused _

'Oﬂde%mpmad Amf ‘(han son of Umar Zaman] appeared and produ\,ed bml

FINse
supei 5510]15

t .
D'Smc p shawa bonds, appended by revenue papers/periodlcal record, before the JUdlCla]

)’F\-} 2

s

Magistrate-I, Peshawar. The Judicial Magistrate afier getting the orders of

the ‘Peshawar High Court verified from the concerned branch at High

Court, vide its office letter No.18 & 19 dated 25-10-2023 [confidential]
senit the revenue papers/periodical record to Tehsildar,” Peshawar -for

verification. The delinquent official named Barkat -Ali [Muharrir],

assigned with the duties of docket dispatch, was handed over the sealed

confidential letiers, which he with reference entry in the Dak-book at

serial Nos.18 and 19, sent the letters to office of Tehsildar, Peshawar.

Allegedly, the letters he had handed over to other delincjuent o.fﬁci-al

‘named Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid] for its delivery at the office of

Nazir, who was supposed to dispatch/transmit it to the office of Teh_sildér,

Departmental Inquiry into Charge against Barkat Ali & Zakria Kibria {bath'muharrir
BPS-11 and Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04] '
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Peshawar for verification. Reeeiving__the alleged responding verification

letter, the bail bonds with revenue papers were placed before the learned

Judicial Magistrate for further necessary action. The learned Judicial

Magistrate finding the verification le‘rter_/_revenue'_papers suspicious,

summoned the revenue autherity for further verification of the documents

presented before Count The Naib Tehsildar putting appearance before the

leamed Judicial Maglstrate disclosed the verlﬁcatlon documents. and

revenue papers to be fake and fictitious. It may be noted that;-during
inqniry the Naib Tehsildar Peshawar named Tehsin Ullah was also

examined as PW-4, who had conﬁrlned that the letters issu'e_d_-by_, the eou_rt

end% \l/ﬁflflcatlon of revenue papers were neither recewed at revenue ofﬂce _
55101 |
&Psshawﬁhor had . these letters been responded by the offi ce of Tehsﬂdar The ..

witness has further: eonﬁrmed that the alleged verlﬁcatlor lefters bearmg
ﬂike signature and seal as well as the revenue papers app"nded thereto

are bogus and ﬁctmous as bemg falsely fabricated.. PW -4 has not been

cross examined by the delinquent officials whereas no evidence, to the

eontrary, is either avallable on ﬁle to suggest that elther the veriﬁeatlon

letter was genuine or the revenue papers presented along ball bonds were

valid abstract/copies of the original. In light of statement of PW-4? it has
thus been clearly established that the verification letters as well as the 4

revenue papers were falsely fabricated and then presented before the court }

posing it to be genuine documents.

Dcpar‘lmental Inqu1ry into Charge against Barkat Ali & /akna Kibria [both ms..hamr
BPS- 1 | and Hameed Ur Rehinan [Naib Q351d BPS-04] '
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"_f ) & 'No’w adye‘rting,t_o the next i'm.port'ant qﬁestion_ as that who amon"gst
:Z:- | the delmquent ofﬁuals was in collusmn/assoclatlon with suretles/felonsl'
‘ : and, that how they had been facilitated by the court officials to make and

-present false and bogus documents before the court. As evident fr_orﬁ t_he‘

all-inclusive complaint filed by the learned Judicial Magistrate and.furthc_r_

l‘ L | seconded by his detailed report filed before the former inquiry ofﬁcef, thé
1.. | | delinquent official named Barkat Ali [Muharrir] was aSSig“éd the jOb_toil ‘Zﬁ
: S maintain Dak-book, dispatch and receive lettersicorrespondence. i i
/&4& context PW-1 [reader of the court] [later .on re-exémined] has aiso
%/# 0/ deposed that the létters addressed to revenue author;ty for Venﬁcatlm Of | W
| d}\‘ ?nog]cal recmd was handed over to Muharrir for its onward dlSpaICl" r
urts

S_U pers sslﬁnsfge witness has further dlsclosed that receiving the verlﬁcatlon letter back ; I
rom the concerned office, the mubarrir handed it over to the Naib Qasid,_
who vlaced the Verifi.cation documents before the court. Tn his cross
exam_inafibn, PW-1 has further confirmed _tha__t in _ roufinc ‘alll.

correspondence, pertaining to the court, are being sent and received by the -

muharrir. Availing opportunity to cross-examine ihe witness, the Muharrit |

Barka‘; -Ali_':couid_ nc;t shatter his testimony as 1o sugges_t that .'eithelrl thé
verification leiter \.Na's ﬁot handed over to hirﬁ for its onward aispétch fq
the concerned quarter or that, he had not receiyed th_e__ posed _requnding _1'
[fake] _Iet-ters; Keeping the statement of PW-4 in view, when the |
verification leﬁers were not received at the office olf Tehsildar ;cu;d ;;hat

“responding letters were also not issued by said revenue authority, then the

Deparlmental Inquiry info Chargc against Barkat All & Zakria Klbna Lboth ml;hamr |
BPS-11 and Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04} Co




"4 question would arise that how the responding letters then reached and

received at the office of Muharrir. The statement of PW- 1_; in this e_ont_eXt

has unraveled that the Muhamr had recewed the respondmg letter, who'

then. managed to present it befors the court,. thcrefore it was for tHe :

M.ph_an'i_r_Bar_kat Ali, being assigned with the }ob of dlsp_atc;_l and.;ecelptl

of e_orfre_spondeneelletters,' to have had established that .'hov\g t‘h_e-

produced before him by an authorized per_sdn in routine modus t'hen‘;.

| Q@N firstly; why he had received it from an unauthorized_persdn and secdndly;f |
W ' th he had failed to bring this fact into the not-ice of P;re_'sidiné; .Ofﬁcer.
z')\ Recordmg his statement, the Muhamr Barkat Al has though demed that;

nnté .
: Scf e es sjolﬁr%@ad' received back the responding letters rrom the ofﬁce of revenue
Distr! :

d .
7/- Lhﬁv E1_.'|/Ehor1ty but, firstly while cross exammmg the relevant PWs, he couid not
“-‘VQ shaue" their testlmony on the point that he had received. the respondmg-_

| ::\‘:‘“ -etters and then managed to place it before the court, secondly, cn the

-

3 application of same official, the CCTV recording peftaining to the court

area/court room of Judicial Magistrate-1, Peshawar has been made part of

the record, which also gives visual pictures that. after receiving the

' ' reaponding letters [wrapped in sealed envelope], the co-official/Hameed

Ur Rebman, accompanied by one advocate named Numan Shah, had

taken the sealed envelope from the office of Mubarrir and presented it]
before the presiding Officer. In such view of the facts, the delinquent /
official Barkat Ali [Muharrir] is found involved in the entire collusion,{

Dcpartmenla.] Inquiry into Charge against Barkat Ali & Zakria Kibria |both rmuiharric
BPS-11 and Hamced Ur Rehiman [Naib Qasid BPS-04)
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’#V/M% Ur. Rehman for its delivery in the office of Nazir, for, its on_ward_ .dispal(_:jh

orinté

-wi
™.

S ey e e e

wh'o_ has facilitat,ed the actual felons to fabrieate false documents and to

present it before the court..

Comlng to- the roie played by delinquent ofﬁcml Hameed Ur"

Rehman in the collusion of scheming and managing the fabrication of :

false documents and its presentation before the court. In routine, the Nai_b

stxd at‘tached w1th each Court has been primarily aSSIgned the duty to :

take the outgomg letters/docket to concerned ofﬁce/addressee under. Dak—

bq_o_k, being maintained in .every court for the said purpose. In the p_r_esent

case 100; the verification letters duly sealed were handed over to Hameed

ﬁd Court!

sessloﬁelmquem official, however, dellberately failed to hand it over in the saxd

*

office rather being hands in gloves with the sureties/felons, he handcd it |

,f g& over to one Advocate Numan Shah who then passed it to the sureties for
) 3
| _

fabrication and manipulation of false verification letters. In thls context-

G the CCTV footages, placed on record, shows that receiving the sealed

envelope from the office of Muharrir, the Naib Qasid Hameged Ur Re_hma_n

after roving in the corridors, joins the company of Numan Shah Advocate,

- handing over the sealed envelope to him. Examining the said advocate as -

CW, he has categorically admitted that, as per instructions of his |

clie_nt/sur_eties [the fe]ons],.he contacted the Naib Qasid Hameed Ur

Rehman, who handed the sealed envelope over 10 him, which then he

passed to the sureties and one other unknown person. The statement of -

Departmental [nquiry into Charge against Barkat Al & 7akria Kibria [both muharrn
BPS-11 and Hameced Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04]
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‘A" Advocate Numan Shah finding support from the CCTV footages has

sufficiently established that the Naib Qasid Hameed Ur Rehman was also

hired for the felony and he had made it possible for the actual‘felo'ns 1o
-manage the fabncatmq of false documents whereas with the assmtance
and support of Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qas;d], the fake ancl bogus

documents were then presented before the court. The delinquent official

Hameed Ur Rehman [Néib Qasid]" while recording "hjS'statcmént 'has
th@ugh denied that._hc was handed over the sealed envelope byMuhamr

| for its transmission to the office of Nazir but, during cross examination of
- M M CW, the delinquent official Hameed Ur Rehman could not establish tha‘; 9 }
% elther the CCTV footages are fictitious or he had not joined hands with {

{supei’lr‘te C,Jiszfa%%tél felons and facilitated them.

ol mci& : wal. | | |
? ‘2’ oM . So far as thc role of delinquent official Zakria Kibria [‘\/Iuhamr] is

% (Q ccnce"ned since he has neither been assigned the duty related d‘spatch Of

“h..__ .

\
_f;\ . \s!\docket or to receive any correspondence whereas, the ev1dence recorded

) \ | also-do not sllggest that through any other mean or mode he had extended

any facilitation to his colleagues officials or had provided any assist_ancé '

and support tb the actual felons. Therefore, the official Zakria Kib_ria/

[Muharrir] is found innocent/

Evaluating the facts ibid and viewing it in all perspe'ctives,. it _cén__'b'e;
safely gathered that the delinquent officials named Barkat Ali [Muharrir]
and Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid] are guilty of misconduct and

corruption, therefore, the charge against the officials viz above under Rule

Departmental Inquiry into Charge against Barkat Ali & Zakria Kibria [both muharrir
BPS-11 and Hamecd Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04]
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@ 3(b) and 3(¢) of Rules, 2011 has.suceessfully been esteblijhed and proved

C i ———

_th'erefor'e_,' fhey are accordingly found guilty.

a4, Recommehgaﬁqn/conclusion:
The delinquent officials named Barkat Alj [Muharrir BPS-11] and
Hameed Ur Rehman [Naib Qasid BPS-04], working in the establishment

of District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar since found guih'y of misébndﬂct

as per Rule 3(b) and corruption under Rule 3(c) of The Rules 2011 ,
therefore, the ma]or pena]ty/penaltles as per contemplauon of Rule 4(b) Of /
Rules, 2011 is/are proposed to be imposed against the_r.q. _' _ - /

.'._The other delinquent official Zakria Kibria 'I[Muhlarrilr B'PS-_'.II]_ ?/{-f
since fouhd to be .innoeent therefore, he may be discha‘:ge_d_ of 'the
al]egations of miscohduct and corruption.

- With above observation and conclusion, the Inquiry report is

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

,&’H’Md\ Authority for his perusal and further necessary Orders 5P es, please.
T ey - .
supel gions O Ay P
st ¢ pawar | (NASIR KHAN)
D pe \f)f-\' L Additional District & Sessions Judge-XVi/
%gﬁ . o Inquiry Officer District, Peshawar '

\ONE < |
on > < S\Iad
'
t& gessions Judge
Dlsmc-\pesha%r‘ _

Departmental Inquiry into Charge against Barkat Ali & Zakria Kibria [both mt!han-ir_ '
- BPS-11 and Hameed Ur Rehuman {Naib Qasid BPS-04]




-, Ashfaque Ta], District & Sessmns Judge, Peshawar, as competent authonty, under the \
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & D|5c1pllne) Ruies 2011 do. hereby

serve you, Barkat Ali, Junior Clerk {BRS:11) as follow:

1.

ek

t
M

ons CO urt,

oot & S€55!
D]Stnct&P hawa

%’h’\“"

3.

' - OFFICE OF THE DIS_T.RICT AND SESSIQNS JUDGE PESHAWAR

2.

r 3

3 Magistrate-l, Peshawar, your Presiding Officer submitted a ccmpla'int,fr'epol.r‘tt_ tc the

N083(DAS) /5—2 Dated Peshawar,the Og’- !@f !2024 :

That, while posted as Mubharrar, to the Court of Mr. Fahim Ahmad, Iearned Judicial

effect that fake Revenue Papers (Fardat) were made and presented'_before the
Court in connection with Bail Petitions No. Cr.M.BA 4074-7/2023 and Cr.M.BA No.
4017 P/2023; along with Fake Verification Reports contammg bogus stamp &
signatures of the Tehsildar Peshawar. Formal inquiry was conducted wherein the

charges of rn.scond uct and corruption have been proved agamst yau a_no another.

As a result thereof [, as competent authorlty, have tentatwely decided to impose

' upon you the penalty of Remoyal from Service under rule 4(1)(b)(m) of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬂaency & Discipline) Rules, 20tirules ibic.
You are required to furnish a reply to thJS notice within seven days.

If no reply to this notlce is received wuthln seven days of its dehvery, it shall be

- presumed that you have no defense to put in, and in that case, an ex-pa;rte action

shall be taken against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A copy of the fmdmgs of Inquiry Officer is encloseo’\ \ \W;

[ASHFAQUE TAS]
District & Sessions Judge,
Peshawar..

s
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To,
The Worthy,
District & Session Judge, Peshawar.
(Competent Authority).
- Subject: REPLY 70 _THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE __NO.
_ /1S2  DATED. 08.01.2024. o
Respected Sir,

Reference your Show Cause Notice: dated 08 01 2024 I very

humbly submit ] my reply as under:-

1.

That the under31gned is serving agamst the post of Muharrar

10 the court of Judicial Magistrate —1, Peshawar, He has more.- -

than 13 years service, and permening'his duties with the entire
satisfaction of his superior and never give a chance of
complaint to his high ups whereas performing his duties with
utter dedication and honesty, and having the cleanest tract
record through out his career, serving of show cause on the
undersigned is a spot on the best tract service record of the _
under51gned

That the undersigned was served w1th the charge sheet and -
statement. of allegation vide dated 26-10- 2023 Witn the '
allegation- as to the following;:- - . :

o The preparation and presented fake -Re{»e'nue' Pape,- 5

(Fardat) in the connection with Bail Petitioner No.
Cr.MBA 4074-p/2023. Also, prepared bogus
verification reports upon the same by aﬁ‘ufng fake
stamps and signature of the Tehsildar Peshawar.

That the undersigned has already denied the ébove cited |
accusations vide his reply dated 03.11.2023 and. thereby
explained-the true facts of the case. '

That the undersigned attached to the court of JMC-I Peshawar

~ entered the Jatter of verification of both the accused on serlal
'NO.18& 19 ofthe DAK Book on dated 25.10. 2023. |

The letters in the matter were entered in the book and were
handed over to Peon/Naib Qasid 1—Iameed ur Rehman for its

- further. submission in accordance with iaid down prouedure




=
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| befere the superintendem Session _Cqﬁi-t,- P'eshawar “or the

Tehsildar Peshawar .

That the undersigned had not received back any response from
either Superintendent Session Courts Peshawar “or other

.. concerned quarter, therefore, no entry in the book was made,

and the representative of the accuseds directly submitted the -
fake and fraudulently prepared revenue record and verification -
letter before the Hon’able JMC-I Peshawar. - '

That the undersigned have only job to make entries of 'th'e
various letter/ memos etc in the relevant. register/book.’ I

“handed over the official memos for onward submission to

Naib- Qasid Hameedur Rehman and that tco in. sealed

‘envelope. Thereafter I never received any back response

officially nor I placed the said documents before the Hon'able
MCI So I cannot be held responsible for the acts’ and
ommissions of others. :

That it was also evident from the record of CCTV footage
that peon Naib Qsaid received the sealed enveloped from
Muhhrar room for verification ,but the peon did not go to
Nazir office he joined the company of Advocate Noman Shah,
while did not bring the receiving from Nazir office. Mean
while the statement of advocate Noman Shah clearly shows
that peon gave him the letter along with the DAK Book and
clearly told that to return to him ( Hameedur Rehman) because
the Muharrar will not receive it from you peoplé. Thereafter
the said documents were directly given back to Hameedur
Rehman who placed the same before the JM& T All- such
statement clearly shows that I-am innocent and has no role in
the whole episode.

That it is evident from footage of CCTV, and statement of an
Advocate in inquiry who was examined as CW, has
categorically admitted and explained the whole story proves
that T am not guilty of any kind of misconduct. More so, the




L |

worthy mquu’y ‘officer has also not proved a.ny misconduct
against me beyond shadow of doubts.

Keeping in view the above mentioned facts and para

~ wise reply to the show cause notice, it is very humbly requested that
_ the show cause notice served upon me may please be withdrawn

I ~ and I may please be exonerated from the chdrges leveled againSO -

I shall also request for personal hearing,

Yours Obediently,

Barkat Ali Jr.Clerk/Muharfar
Attached to the Court of JIMC-I Peshawar.

‘Dated: /S /0172024 . o @




ni
25>

end

, DISTRICT JUDICIARY. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR
Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 . 832 —4o

WHEREAS, a complaint was submitted by Mr. Fahim Ahmad, learned

Ju‘dicial Magistrate-] Peshawar to the effect that fake Revenue Papers ('Fardaat)

were prepared and presented before his Court in connection with Bail Petitions |

No. Cr.M.BA 4074-P[2023 and Cr.M.BA No. 4017-P2023; along with Fake . -

Verification ‘Reports containing bogus stamp & signature of the Tehsildar

Peshawar. Thus, formal inquiry was ordered to be conducted agalnst the cour‘ S

'ofﬁuais name[y (1) Barkat Ali Junior Clerk/Muharrar, (2) Zikria K|brla Junior

Clerk/Muharrar, and (3) Hameed-ur-Rehman Naib Qasid.

AND WHEREAS, the learned Inquiry Officer submitted his report on
04]01/2024 wherein the charges of misconduct and corruption were reported to
have been established against Barkat Ali Junior Clerk/Muharrar and Haméed-ur-
Rehman Naib Qasid, while Zikria Kibria Junior Clerk was reported to be innocent
in the instant charges. Thus, Final Show Cause Notiees_were issued to bp_th the
delinc.quent-officials. via No. 152 & 153 dated 08/01/2024. They submitted their
separate replies- on 13[01;’2024 and 15/01/2024, as weli as, were heard in"pei‘son

but they failed to provnde any satisfactory proof in their defense.’

c outt

£1oN° NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of powers conferred upon the

. ]’
Distﬂc' z_JeE:W1 \upﬁersagned under rule 4(1)(b)(iii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkbwa Government
d
45

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline} Rules-2011, the delinquent officials i.e. (1)
Barkat Ali Junior Clerk (BPS-11) and (2) Hameed-ur-Rehman Naib Qasid (BPS-O3)
of this Sessions Division are hereby Removed from Sarvice, in the interest _of
public service, with immediate effect; while Mr. Zikria Kibria, Junior Clerk is
exonerated of the charges levelled against him in the instant eroceedings.
r!\a»&o NvA

[ASHFAQUE TAJ]
District & Sessions Judge,
Peshawar.
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' No.83(DAS) _©32 —W0 _ Dated Peshawar, the 03 ) 02 fi024 ||
Cppy forwarded for information/necessary action to:

. The worthy Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.

. The learned M.L.T, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.

. The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
. Mr. Nasir Khan, AD & SJ-XVI Peshawar/Inquiry Officer.

. The Senior Civil Judge (Admn), Peshawar. _

. The Assistant/ACC, Sessions Court, Peshawar.

. The Assistant/CoC, District Courts, Peshawar.

. The Assistant/Accountant, Sessions Court, Peshawar

. Officials concerned. - |

CR u Q
District & S@ssiohs Judge,
Peshawar. ‘

;l
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
| | Apﬁeal No. 706 of 2024

Barkat Ali
| VS _
District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar & another

Gy

OUNTER AFFIDAVIT

[, Inam Ullah Waiir, District & Sessioﬁs Judge, Peshawar do hereby affirm
dnd declare on oath that the contents of this reply are true ond corfecf
to the best of my knéwled_ge c:lrid nothing has been concealed from this
Hon'bté Tribunal. | |

It is er’rher stated on oath that the answering respondents have neiTher.
been placed ex-parte, nor their defense has been struck off, or cost

impo_sed.

-Deponent

am Ullah Wazir,

_ ‘gr‘i?:’r & Sessions Judge,
xi R Peshawar,




‘ DISTRICTJUDICIARY KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

----- Ph#091-9210099 Fax#091-9212419 N ? ?—U ¢
* ‘ eMail: scPeshawar@yahoo.com o Y 0?_12"{
web: SessionsCourtPeshawar.gov.pk : Dated Peshawar_#,_
%%auumr»ﬂ“‘w g ? § i . '

To :
' The Additional Registrar (Admn),
Peshawar High Court,

Peshawar.

Subject:  APPEALNO.706/2024
' “Barkat Ali ... VS... D&SJ Peshawar & OTHERS”

Reference: - PHC letter No. 5297/Admn dated 14/06/2024

Dear Sir,

The requisite para-wise comments are forwarded herewith, for

vetting and approval. It is further stated that Mr. Rahmdad Khan, Superintendent
BPS-17 (0300-5946391) of this office is hereby désigna'ted as Departmental
Representative to attend the Service Tribunal KPK Peshawar on each date of

hearing in connection with the subject Departmental Appeals, with the assistance

- of Mr. Sajjad Ahmad Jan, Assistant/ACC (0300—59490.03)' of this Office.

A

2 TINAM ULLAH WAZIR]
 District & Sessions Judge,
Peshawar.

No_g?’gj .. _DatedPeshawarthe, O | D7 2024

Co.py forwarded to the Registrar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,

/& istrict & Sessions Judge,

Q_ Peshawar.

Peshawar, for information.
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