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• BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRreUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Anneal No.2435/2023

(Appellant)Umar Farooq, Ex-Patwari, District Peshawar

VERSUS
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Senior Member Board of Reii^^ifi^^^ji^ber^^ 
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar. J^ervice Tribunal
Commissioner Peshawar Division, Peshawar 
Deputy Commissioner Peshawar 
Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam, Peshawar.

1.

2. Diary

3. t4. Dated
..(Respondjfents

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO.l to 4

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections.

That the appellant in the instant case has no locus standi and cause of action to 
institute present appeal.
That the appellant has not come to this honourable court with clean hands. 

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal. 

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

REPLY ON FACTS.

1.

2.

3.

4.

Correct to the extent that the appellant was serving as Patwari in the office of 

Deputy Commissioner Peshawar. However, the performance is a matter of record. 
Correct to the extent that Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam Peshawar after 

inspection of Patwar Khana Pakha Ghulam upon public complaints, submitted her 

report duly recommending suspension of the official and initiation of disciplinary 

proceedings against him under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (Efficiency & 

Discipline) Rules 2011 (Annex-A).
Incorrect. After receiving the inspection report of AC Shah Alam (referred above in 

Para-2), the appellant was placed under suspension and a fact finding inquiry was 

ordered wherein AC Saddar Peshawar was appointed as Inquiry officer vide order 

No.335/DC(P)/DK dated 31-05-2023 (Annex-B), who submitted her inquiry report 
vide letter No.355/AC Saddar/Inquiry dated 05-06-2023 (Annex-C), wherein the 

Inquiry officer found the appellant guilty of misconduct and recommended minor 

penalty.

IncoiTeet. The allegations were found correct therefore the Respondent No.3, 
ordered proper/formal Inquiry vide order No.355/DC(P)/DK dated 08-06-2023 

(Annex-D) under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011 alongwith 

Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations (Annex^E) as per procedure laid down in 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011. Inquiry officer 

submitted his Inquiry report vide letter No.717-18/AC(HK)/Umar Farooq/169 dated 

16-06-2023 (complete Inquiry report attached as Annex-F). No accused official has 

a right to challenge the powers of the competent authorities mentioned in the rules 

and propose a line of action for them. .

1.

2.

r/
■f

3.

4.

(1)



^ '•* 'i. Correct to the extent that the appellant was granted leave for Hajj on his own 

request.

Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued Show Cause Notice under the 

rules ibid after receipt of formal Inquiry (Annex-G). The appellant accordingly 

submitted his reply (Annex-H). Personal hearing was fixed on 27-07-2023 vide

6.

letter No.452/DC(P)/DK dated 25-07-2023 (Annex-I), which was attended by the 

appellant. It is evident from the Inquiry report that it was concluded and submitted 

16-06-2023 vide No.717-18/AC(HK)/Umar Farooq/169 (Annex-F), while the 

appellant filed appeal before the Respondent No.l on 10-07-2023 (Annex-J), who
21-07-2023 vide letter

on

sent the same to Respondent No.3 on 

No.Estt:VII/Com/Peshawar /2023/7086-87 (Annex-K), which was too late.

Correct to the extent that upon the recommendations of the Inquiry officer and 

keeping in view the grave irregularities the appellant was compulsory retired from 

service vide order No.523/DC(P)/DK dated 07-08-2023 (Annex-L).

The respondents have following objections on the grounds.

Objections on Grounds:

7.

8.

Incorrect. The order is based on facts and after conduction of proper enquiry and 

following rules/regulations as laid down by Provincial Govt, under Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011. The grave irregularities are so 

harsh that it demanded such punishment to avoid further loss to the Govt, 
exchequer in future.
That the appellant was granted fair trial which he has already accepted in his 

appeal that he has been enquired through Inquiry officers, show cause notice was 

served, which was replied by him and appeal at the appellate authority i.e. 
Respondent No.2 was made and the appellant was also heard. But it is a fact that 
the appellant failed badly to defend his grave irregularities. Thus punishing such 

an official is the true essence of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan. 
Incorrect. The appellant has no soft image in the eyes of his superiors and public 

were complaining against him due to which Inspection was made to his Patwar 

Khana and irregularities brought out before the competent authorities.
Incorrect. Formal Inquiry was conducted and after which procedure was 

followed and punishment was imposed.
Incorrect. The appellant was given proper opportunity to defend the case and no 

haste was made.
Incorrect. All the procedures were followed already prescribed in the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servant (E&D) Rules 2011.
Incorrect. As per above paras.
Incorrect. As per above paras.
Incorrect. Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan has not been violated 

rather it is implemented in letter and spirit.
Incorrect. All the allegations were shown to him alongwith complete enquiry 

reports which were found annexed with the appeal which is solid proof 

Incorrect. All the procedures adopted according to the Law. The appellant is 

trying to hide his grave irregularities.

A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.
H.
I.

.1.

K.

(2)
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Incorrect. Appellant reply was thoroughly looked into which were found 

frivolous excuses only.
Incorrect. Rejection of his appeal was based on the ground facts and 

irregularities maintained by the appellant.
Incorrect. The compulsory retirement order is correct, as per law/rules and after 

following the required steps as mentioned in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. 
Servant (E&D) Rules 2011.
Incorrect. No fundamental right of the appellant has been violated, rather 

government exchequer as well as public is protected from the malpracticing 

official.
No comments.

L.

M. •

N.

O.

P.

It is therefore prayed before the honourable Tribunal that appeal in hand having 
weight may very humbly be dismissed with cost.

no

(Muhammad Waqas Masud Chaudhry) 
Assistant Commissioner

Shah Alam Peshawar\(Respondent No.4)

(Aaraq Wazir) \ 
KltyAl^ommissioneK' 

Peshawar / 
(Respondent No.3)

Dei

(Ikram uilah Khan)
Senior Member

Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
(Respondent No.l)

tair)
r Division

(Muham mad4^ 
Commissioned PesHj^ 

Pesha>/ar 
(Respondent No.2)

V r

/
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Appeal No.2435/2023

(Appellant)Umar Farooq, Ex-Patwari, District Peshawar

VERSUS
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.
Commissioner Peshawar Division, Peshawar
Deputy Commissioner Peshawar
Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam, Peshawar.

1.

2.
3.
4.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT
I, Aafaq Wazir, Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of this reply are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief It is further stated on oath that in this appeal the answering 

respondents have neither been placed Ex-Parte nor their defense has been struck off/Cost.

DEPONENT

(

(Atoq Wazir) \
Deputy Commission^ 

Peshawar

(4)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Appeal No.2435/2023

(Appellant)Umar Farooq, Ex-Patwari, District Peshawar

VERSUS
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Senior Member Board of Revenue, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.
Commissioner Peshawar Division, Peshawar
Deputy Commissioner Peshawar
Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam, Peshawar.

1.

2.
3.
4:

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

I, Mr. Aafaq Wazir, Deputy Commissioner Peshawar do 

hereby authorize Mr. Pervez Khan, Superintendent of Deputy Commissioner 

Office, Peshawar for submission of joint parawise comments before the 

Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal Pesha\yar and to peruse 

the case on each subsequent hearing fixed in the case till finalization of the 

case, hence, an authority letter issued in favour of above named officer.

(
/ /

Wa?ir) \ 
Deputy Commissio^r 

Peshawar 
(Respondent No.3)

V

(5)



' - Q.Tel: 091-2247797.fiDCPeshawar
No._^o£___/AC(SA)

Dated: 31/05/2023 M.
To

The Additional Deputy Commissioner 
Peshawar.

'k'■M- .
Jk--'

Subject: inspection REPORT OF PATWAR KHANA PAKTia GHTTT am

It IS submitted that the undersigned visited Patwarkhana Pakha Ghulam today 

on 3P- May 2023 at 02:00PM upon receipt of different public complaints. The 

Patwarkhana was closed. After multiple calls, patwari

ila
Biappeared m about 45 minutes. The 

checked and following discrepancies were found;revenue record of Patwarkhana was

.i. In Mouza Pakha Ghulam, a mutation No.9306 was found in register 

having Part e Sarkar, Part e, Patwar and additional page having
signatures of Patwari.

i fpli. In Mouza Doran Pur, mutation No 

4131 & 4134 were 

Patwar and Part e Sarkar.

in. A Registry mutation was found without having S.No having signatures
of Patwari in the name of Ikram Ullah was found from record of Doran 

Pur.

. 4124, 4125, 4126, 4128, 4129, 
also found having additional page besides Part e ' Kt/'l

%

Mm

lasIV. A mutation was found having signatures of Patwari Halqa and without 
S.No. in the name of Bakht Muhammad 'Miifel^ w: m 

'
pi
wi

was found. In this mutation 
Column 13 indicating entry of mutation with reference of Tufail 
Patwari, Tehsil Peshawar.

V. An empty mutation part torn off, was also recovered. 
Vi. Mutation No. 9305, 9307 to 9311 arid 9313 to 9322 were recovered

having sisignatures of Patwari Halqa in addition to Part e Sarkar and Part
e Patwar.

Aii. In various mutations, there is difference iin Serial Numbers and Part e
Sarkar is not matching With Part e PabA^ar. (i-e.page color, type etc).

On account of above discrepancies/ violations, it is submitted that Patwari
Mr. Umar Farooq be suspended immediatelv

y and disciplinary proceedings under E&D
Rules 2011 may also, be initiated against him.
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THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, PESHAWAR
Tel. 091-9212301-02, Fax: 091-9212303;^DCPeshawar

No.?^ PCfPl/DK Dated: 31-05-2023

ORDER;

Consequent upon the surprise inspection report of Assistant Commissioner 

(Shah Alam) Peshawar to Patwar Khana Pakha Ghulam submitted vide letter 

/AC(SA) dated 31-05-2023 wherein it was reported that Mutation Registers
!

were found in Patwar Khana having a number of discrepancies and glaring irregularities.

Keeping in view the report of AC (Shah Alam) Peshawar, Mr. Umar Farooq 

Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam is hereby placed under suspension with immediate effect 

and an enquiry is hereby ordered with immediate effect.

Assistant Commissioner Saddar is hereby appointed as enquiry officer to

conduct a detailed enquiry into the matter and submit enquiry report within three days 

positively.

Sd/-
V

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 

PESHAWAR
Endst: No. and date Even;

Copy forwarded to the:
1. Assistant Commissioner Saddar/enquiry officer for further necessary action.
2. Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam, w.r.t her report referred above.
3. Accounts Officer of DC Office for further necessary action.
4. Tehsildar Shah Alam, Peshawar.
5. Official concerned (under suspensions) with the direction to rep^t to the DK office 

and appear before the enquiry officer as and when d>€tf^

ADDITION iSSION^ (G)
PESHAWAR

i
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
SADDAR PESHAWAR
Address: Garhi Qamar Din Kohat Road 

Tel: 091-2320300 ilDCPeshawar3.fr Dated: June, 2023No. /AC Saddar/Inquiry
To

The Additional Deputy Commissioner, 
Peshawar.

Subject: INQUIRY REPORT ON ALLEGED MALPRACTICES OF MR. UMER
FAROOO PATWARI HALOA PAKHA GHULAM.

Pursuant to the office vide order no. 335/DC(P)/DK, dated 31-May-2023, wherein 

the undersigned was appointed as an inquiry officer to investigate into the discrepancies & 

glaring irregularities in the mutation registers of the Patwar Khana Pakha Ghulam, an inquiry 

was conducted against the Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam, Mr. Umar Farooq.

\

The brief facts of the case are that on May 3T\ 2023, the Assistant Commissioner 

(AC) Shah Alam, Peshawar made a surprise inspection of the Patwar Khana Pakha Ghulam. On 

scrutiny of the record by the AC, several discrepancies & irregularities in the mutation register of 

Mouza Pakha Ghulam, & Doran Pur respectively were found. Those discrepancies were pointed 

out in the AC Shah Alam’s office letter No. 505/AC(SA) dated 31/05/2023. They are reproduced 

(again) below in succinct manner for reference of the inquiry officer:

In Mouza Pakha Ghulam, a mutation Partt was found in loose form in addition to the 

presence of Partt Sarkar, & Partt Patwar for the mutation numbers 9305-9311, & 9313- 

9322. These additional Partts also contained signature of Patwar Halqa.

Similarly, in .Mouza Doran Pui'a as well, a mutation Partt was found in loose form in 

addition to the presence of Partt Sarkar, & Parrt, Patwar for the mutation numbers 4124- 

4126, 4128, 4129,4131, & 4134.

Two mutation Paitts in loose form without mutation numbers were also found. One was 

in the favour of Mr. Ikram Ullah, while the other , was in the name of Mr. Baldit 

Muhammad.

Another torn-off mutation was found in loose form, & several mutations had register 

number of Partt Sarkar, which were not matching with the related Partt Patwar.

1.

2.

&

3.

4.

^ The Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam (under suspension) was called in the office of

the undersigned for recording his account on the report no. 505/AC(SA) generated by the AC 

Shah Alam, Peshawar. The concerned official in his written statement stated that he has always 

performed his duties diligently, & there has been not a single complaint against him by the 

citizens of his Patwar Halqa (Annexure A). That reference to report no. 505(AC)(SA), recently 

on 23-05-2023 the AC Shah Alam, & on 29-05-2023 the Girdawar Circle & Tehsildar inspected

1



0)>
t""'

r-
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER

SADDAR PESHAWAR
Address:. Garhi Qamar Din Kohat Road 

Tel: 091-2320300 KDCPesliawar

his Patwar Khana and found his work, & revenue record keeping satisfactory. He yielded to the 

presence of loose mutation oartts in his Patwar Khana. & contended that they were being used bv 

himself only for his personal usage, & rough work. And that he torn-off these partts after doing 

rough work, rendering them useless. That the confiscated loose mutation partts were found from 

the dustbin of the Patwar Khana. That those loose mutation Partts had no signature of tj^rdawar 

& Tehsildar, or any buyer, or seller. And that the partts with mutation numbers, & the two 

without mutation numbers highlighted in the report were all used for rough work, & torn off 

subsequently. He also stated that various Partt Sarkars found from his Patwar Khana were sent 

back from the Tehsildar concerned for gluing of Tax receipts. And the difference in mutation 

register number of some of the partts was due to the fact that Patwaris have not been issued

mutation register for the past few months. & that they get mutation register on their own from a

local person. Agreeing to the issues highlighted, he finally stated that yet there is no 

inconsistency in his land revenue record, & the applicants have not vSuffered any loss from his 

any act. .

The pertinent questions that thus demand answers are following:

Whether under the laws & rules in force, the Patwari is allowed to keep additional copies 

of mutation register in the loose form for his own rough work?

2. When the several mutations have been duly inspected by the Girdawar, & attested by the 

Tehsildar, then how come tlie Partt Sarkar was still with the Patwari instead of being in 

the office Kanungo? And was there any tempering done with the Partt Sarkar?

3. Why there is a difference in the mutation register numbers, color etc. of son^^^of the 

mutations’ Partt Sarkar, & Partt Patwar?,

4. Is the Patwari guilty of misconduct owing to irregularities in the mutation registers?

5. Has the practice of keeping mutation Partts in loose pages resulted in-any injury to 

anyone’s rights in land, or loss to provincial exchequer?

1.

V The first question is answered by perusal of the relevant laws & rules. Under the
Section 41 (3) of the W.P Land Revenue Act, 1967, each Patwari of an estate is tasked with 

maintaining a mutation register in the prescribed form, & prescribed register on the orders of 

Collector district. Second, under the W.P Land Revenue Rules, 1968, Rule 72 prescribes several 

Forms that have to be maintained by the revenue staff. Among them Form XXXV relates to the 

Mutation register that has to be maintained. Of the 32 other Forms prescribed in the Rule 72, P
V
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER

SADDAR PESHAWAR
Address: Garhi Qamar Din Kohat Road 

Tel: 091-2320300 fiOCPeshawar

mentions of an additional mutation register for rough work or copying purpose. This is thus 

established that the practice of keeping an additional mutation register is against the law & rules.v^

For inquiry into the second question regarding presence of some of the Partt 

Patwar Kliana after attestation of mutation, the Naib Tehsildar (N.T) conceived Mr. 
Muhammad Jameel was called for recording his statement. As per his account (Annexure B), 

along with the mutations attested during his tenure, even the mutations which were attested by 

his predecessor Mr. Mairaj are still in his office, and the office Kanungo has refused to take 

those mutations. He further mentions that he had asked his Reader Qaisar Khan, to contact his 

predecessor, & the office Kanungo for resolving of issue. However, this still does not address the 

question of presence of Partt Sarkar in Patwar Khana. For that the reader of N.T, Mr. Qaisar 

Khan was directed to record his version. As per his statement (Annexure C), he was asked by 

the N.T to send back the attested mutations to the Patwar Khana Pakha Ghulam for gluing of Tax 

receipts. From this statement, this question is settled that the Patwari didn’t keen the attested 

mutations in his Patwar Khana on his own will, rather they were sent back from the office of the

NX But, even if the Partts were sent back from the N.T office, this still does not rule out the 

possibility of a possible tempering with the Partt Sarkars by the Patwari. To ascertain the facts 

this issue, the relevant Partt Sarkars were tallied with the relevant Partt Patwars, with the 

assumption of an ulterior motive on part of Patwari. The inspection of record showed that there 

was no discrepancy between the two Partts, & no tempering had been done. Thus, it is also 

settled that even being during in the custody of Patwari. no tempering was done to the record. &
Patwari had no ulterior motive for keeping those Partts.

For the 3^^ question regarding difference in mutation register number, color etc. of 

some of the Partt Sarkar & Partt Patwar, the record of the relevant Partts was inspected. The 

record indeed reflected difference in the register number, color tone etc. of the Partts (Patwar & 

Sarkar) in question. But, overall the material or the body part of such Partts was similar to each 

other, & did not reflect any tempering in the land record. The answer of Patwari regarding non­

issuance of mutation register from the past few months in this case is un-satisfactory. This 

variation in Partts composition indeed reflects negligence on part of Patwari. but is one that is

not substantial as the material part is of the same character.

none

Sarkars in

on

For the question regarding misconduct on the part of Patwari, the undersigned is 

of the view that indeed the Patwari is guilty of misconduct. But this is to the extent of using 

additional loose mutation Partts, which is forbidden by law as has already established in the V
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
SADDAR PESHAWAR
Address: Garhi Qamar Din Kohat Road 

Tel: 091-2320300 fflDCPeshawar

Question # 01 raised in this report. Still/the Patwari’s point in this regard has to be considered as 

well that he was using them for his rough work, & personal usage, & that he discarded/tom-off 

those rough mutation Partts after usage. And that the loose Partts were found from a dustbin in 

Patwar Khana. For this purpose, the inspection of record indeed showed that the rougb... Partts 

were indeed tom-off after usage, & that there was no discrepancy in the body of those Partts and 

those in the mutation register. Still, this does not absolve the official from the charge of 

misconduct as the usage of different mutation register number in the 02 Partts (Patwar & Sarkar) 

of some , mutations is on record. Therefore, it is posited that the accused Patwari is guilty of 

misconduct in a limited manner.

Finally, for the final question of injury against anyone’s rights in land, the record 

at hand is pemsed. This inspection also done in the office of the worthy Additional Deputy 

Commissioner (G), Peshawar. While there were discrepancies related to using of additional loose

was

mutation Partts, different number of mutation register in some mutations etc. yet the main body 

or the substantive part of those mutation Partts was similar in all aspects. This reflects that no 

willful harm was caused to anyone’s rights in the land, nor was any harm done to the provincial 

kitty by undervaluation of the land.

After considering all what is available, the undersigned has come to the 

conclusion that the Patwari Mr. Umar Farooq has been found guilty of misconduct in a limited 

manner. While the practice of keeping loose mutation Partts is unlawful, the record at hand 

indeed reflected that he was keeping those for rough work only. Second, the difference in 

mutation register number etc. of mutations also shows shabby conduct on his part. Yet, even this 

malpractice becomes insubstantial as the material part of record shows no discrepancy. Thus, 

there is nothing substantial found against him that can attract a major penalty for the accused.

Therefore, as the official has vowed to abstain from this practice in future, it is 

recommended that the official may only be served a minor penalty of censure under Section 

4( 1 )(a) of the KP Efficiency & Disciplinary Rules, 2011.

Moreover, there have been quite a few instances in which loose mutation Partts 

have been recovered from other Patwar Khanas of the district. For instance, a similar inquiry 

marked to the undersigned by the worthy Additional Deputy Commissioner (G), Peshawar vide 

letter no. 334/DC(P)/DK relating to Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala No. 1. Therefore, it is also 

recommended to curb this modus operand! of using loose mutation Partts for rough work once k

was

P
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER
SADDAR PESHAWAR
Address: Garhi Qamar Din Kohat Road 

Tel: 091-2320300 g3DCPeshawar

and for all by issuing an office order to all the revenue field staff to abstain from such practice in 

future.

This report consists of 05 pages. The report along with its annexures is fc^arded
to the office of the worthy Additional Deputy Commissioner (G), Peshawar for further necessary 

action. .

'^31/^
0^

(Dr. Sara Zainab) 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER, 

SADDAR, PESHAWAR.
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THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, PESHAWAR
Tel: 091-9212301-02, Fax: 091-9212303, fiOCPeshawar

^°-3SS' DC(P)/DK Dated: e 2 -06-2023

ORDER:

Vide powers conferred under the Khybef Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency 

& Discipline) Rules, 2011, I, Shah Fahahd, hereby order the conduct of detail Inquiry agaThst Mr. 

Umar Farooq Patwari (under suspension) vide Charge Sheet & Statement of allegations 

enclosed.

Mr. Zahid Younas, Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel Peshawar is hereby appointed as 

Inquiry Officer, with the direction to submit findings with recommendations within 15 days time 

of issuance of this order.

DEPUtY COMMISSIONER 
PESHAWAR
6^-0^-23

Endst: No. and Date Even:

(i). Mr. Zahid Younas, Assistant Commissioner Hasan Khel Peshawar/Inquiry Officer 
alongwith copy of Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations for summoning upon the 
concerned officials. The premilinary enquiry conducted by AC Saddar Peshawar vide 
N0.355/AAC Saddar/enquiry dated 05-06-2C23 is also enclosed herewith.

Accounts Officer of this office for further necessary action.

(iii). Official concerned with the direction to appear before the Inquiry Officer on the date, 
time and place fixed by him for the purpose of inquiry proceedings.

(ii)

DEPUTY Commissioner 

PESHAWAR

0 6- ^3
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION ■'*<p*%;W

«r
Shah Fahad. Deputy Commissioner Peshawar. as competent authority, am of the 

opinion that Mr. Umar Farooq, Patwari (under suspension), has rendered liable to be

proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omissions with in the meaning of 

rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

(a) That the Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam Peshawar submitted a visit 
report of Patwar Haiqa Pakha Ghulam vide No.505/AC(SA) dated 31-05- 
2023 and pointed out different discrepencies and irregularities as per 
following.detail.

In Mouza Pakha Ghulam, A mutation No.9306 was found in 
register having Part-e-Sarkar, Part-e-Prtwar and additona 
having signatures of Patwari.
In Mouza Doran Pur, Mutaiton No.4124, 4125, 4126, 4128, 4129, 
4131 & 4134 were also found having additioan Ipage besires 
part-e-Patwar and Part-e-Sarkar.
A Registry Mutaiton was found having S.No. having signatures of 
Patwari in the name Ikram Ullah was found from recora^f Doran 
Pur.

A mutation was found havin signatures of Patwari Haiqa and 
without S.No. in the name of Bakht Muhammad was found in this 
mutation Col. No.13 indicating entry of mutation with reference of 
Tufail Patwari Tehsil Peshawar.

An emty mutation part torn offi was also recovered.

Mutation No.9305, 9307 to 9311 and 9313 to 9322 
recovered having signatures of Patwari Haiqa in addition to Part- 
e-Sarkar and Part-e-Patwar.

In various Mutatioins there is difference in S.No.and Part-e- 
Sarkar is not matching with Part-e-Patwar( i.e. page color type 
etc)

That upon the report of AC Shah Alam you were placed suspension vide 
order No.335/DC(P)/DK dated 31-05-2023 and AC Saddar was appointed 
as enquiry officer.

That AC Saddar/enquiry officer vide enquiry report. No.355/AC 
Saddar/enquiry dated 05-06-2023 reported that you were found guilty of 
misconduct.

That this act of yours tentamounts towards abuse of official powers and 
corrupt practices

(I)
page

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(V)

(Vi) were

(vii)

(b)

(c)

(d)

2. For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with .;;-ference 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER HASSAN KHEL is hereby 
appointed as inquiry officer under rule 14(6) of the ibid rules.
to the above allegations.

\ 3. The inquiry officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the 
Ibid rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings 

and make, within thirty days of the receipt of this order, recommendations 

punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.
as to
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accused and a well conversant representative of the District

DeputV Comm^si^i^r

eshawar 

0 8-06- ^3
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vvi SiCHARGE SHEET
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I, Shah Fahad, Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar as competent authority, 
hereby charge you, Mr. Umar Faropq, Patwari (under suspension), as follows:-

That you, while posted as Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam Peshawar 
committed the following irregularities:

(e) That the Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam Peshawar submitted a visit 
report of Patwar Halqa Pakha Ghulam vide No.505/AC(SA) dated 31-05- 
2023 and pointed out different discrepencies and irregularities 
following detail.

as per

(i) In Mouza Pakha Ghulam, A mutation No.9306 was found in 
register having Part-e-Sarkar, Part-e-Prtwar and additona page 
having signatures of Patwari.

In Mouza Doran Pur, Mutaiton No.4124, 4125, 4126, 4128, 4129, 
4131 & 4134 were also found having additioan Ipage besires 
part-e-Patwar and Part-e-Sarkar.

A Registry Mutaiton was found having S.No. having signatures of 
Patwari in the name Ikram Ullah was found from record of Doran 
Pur.

A mutation was found havin signatures of Patwari Halqa and 
without S.No. in the name of Bakht Muhammad was found in this 
mutation Col. No.13 indicating entry of mutation with reference of 
Tufail Patwari Tehsil Peshawar.

An emty mutation part torn offi was also recovered.
Mutation No.9305, 9307 to 9311 and 9313 to 9322 
recovered having signatures of Patwari Halqa in addition to Part- 
e-Sarkar and Part-e-Patwar.
In various Mutatioins there is difference in S.No.ana^Part-e- 
Sarkar is not matching with Part-e-Patwar( I.e. page colour, type

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)
(Vi) were

(vii)

etc)
(f) That upon the report of AC Shah Alam you were placed suspension vide 

order No.335/DC(P)/DK dated 31-05-2023 and AC Saddar was appointed 
as enquiry officer.

That AC Saddar/enquiry officer vide enquiry report No.355/AC 
Saddar/enquiry dated 05-06-2023 reported that you were found guilty of 
misconduct.

That this act of yours tentamounts towards abuse of official powers and 
corrupt practices.

(g)

(h)

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under rule-3 

of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 and 

have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in rule 4 of the rules
ibid.

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 

days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Inquiry Officer.
seven
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4. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Inquiry Officer, within the 

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in 

and in that case ex-parte action shall follow against you.

5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
f'.'

6. A Statement of allegations is enclosed.

/A
Deputy Commissioner

Peshawar
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THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER,HASSAN KHEL
PESHAWAR

Tel: 091-9211899, Fax: 091-9212303f3 DCPeshawar

r

No; 717-18/ AC(HK)/ Umar Farooa /169 Dated Pesh the: 16-June-2023

To,

The Deputy Commissioner, 
Peshawar.

Subject: INQUIRY REPORT;

Respected Sir,

Reference your good office order No. 355/DC(P)/DK, dated. 08-06-2023.

Background;

The brief facts of the case are that Assistant Commissioner (Shah A!am), Peshawar, 
visited Patwar Khana Moza Pakha Ghukam on 31-05-2023. Vide its detailed report submitted bearing 
No. 505/AC(SA), dated.31-05-2023, copy avaiiabie on case file (Annex-A), it was reported that 
additional pages (Parrt) of various mutations duly signed by the Patwari, details already given in above 
referred letter, have been maintained by the Patwari concerned in Moza Pakha Ghualm and Duran- 
pur. It was also reported by Assistant Commissioner, Shah Alam, Peshawar, that there is a difference in 
serial numbers of Parrt Patwar and Parrt Sarkarofsame mutation.

Based on above referred report, the services of Umar Farooq, Patwari Moza Pakha 
Ghukam were kept under suspension and Assistant Commissioner, Saddar was appointed as inquiry 
officer Vic- Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar, office order No.335/DC{P)/DK, dated.31-05-2023.

The inquiry officer, vide No. 355/AC Saddar/Inquiry, dated. 05-06-2023, established that 
the practice of keeping an additional mutation register is against law and rules and a Patwari is not 
allowed to issue certified copies of mutation to any person. In above referred inquiry report, it was also 
established that the Parrt Sarkar of attested mutations were kept in Patwar Khana, though not on his 
own will, rather were sent back from the office of Naib Tehsildar. Assistant Commissioner, Saddar, in 
above refer inquiry report submitted that the accuse Patwari is guilty of misconduct in a limited 
manner.

Proceedings
V

^ Under Rule-5(b) & Rule-lO(l) of KP Govt; Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-
2011, the competent authority, vide order No.355/DC{P)/Dk, dated. 08-06-2023, appointed the 
undersigned as Inquiry Officer to conduct inquiry against Umar Farooq Patwari (Under suspension).

Case file along with office order was received as per requirement of Rule-10(2), of KP 
Govt; Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-2011, on 09-06-2023.

In pursuance of- Rule-11 of KP Govt; Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules-2011, 
summon was issued in respect of Patwari (under suspension) Umar Farooq on 09-06-2023, vide this 
office No. 659-61/AC(HK)/lnquiry/Pakha Ghulam/169, dated.09-06-2023, to attend the'office of 
undersigned on 12-06-2023, at 10:00 am, along with written statement.

On 12-06-2023, the above mentioned official attended this office. Charge Sheet 
read over to him and was directed to submit written statement.

was

Statement of Patwari Umar Farooq fUnder suspension)
Umar Farooq (under suspension), Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam, submitted his written 

statement on 16-06-2023, (Annex-B). In his statement, he has stated that additional pages for 
^tation HO. 9306, 4128, 4129, 4131, 4134, 4124, 4125 & 4126 were being used for rough practice 
'further stated that registry in the name Ikram Ullah, was kept for entrance of mutation but was 
pending for want of Parcha-Zaireen, from Sub-Registrar Office. Regarding differences in pages of Part 
Patwar and Part Sarkar, he stated that mutations registers have not been received from DK Office, for 
the last 03 months. They print it on their own and is unaware of the difference in serial number.

.He
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#- THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER,HASSAN KHEL
PESHAWAR

Tel: 091-9211899, Fax: 091-9212303Ci DCPeshawar

8. 9315,
9316, 
9319, 
9321, 
9326. 
Pakha 
Ghulam

Mutations attested on 19-05-2023, 
on basis of Power of Attorney, which 
have not been re-verified from Sub- 
Registrar office, regarding its validity.

Patwari Umar Farooq, 
Girdawar 
Muhammad, Naib 
Tehsildar Muhammad 
Jamil.

As per Land Record 
Manual, Registry / Deed is 
to be re-verify by Sub- 
Registrar office.

Haji

Discreet and secret inquiry was also made from current Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam, 
Girdawar Circle Haji Muhammad, Naib Tehsildar Muhammad Jamil and Reader to N.T Qaisar.

Perusal of Hadbast #165’ (Roznamcha Karguzari) (Annex-C), of Halq Pakha Ghulam, 
reveals that the Revenue Officer has. not mentioned his Dorah Inteqalat on 19-05-2023, as against 
instructions coritained in Land Record Manual.

During cross examination of the available Part Patwar & Part Sarkar, of Moza Duran-Pur 
and Moza Pakha Ghulam, it was revealed that both bear different printed serial number. This shows 
that loose pages are being binded in the mutation register and creates doubt.

As explained in above table, mutations have been attested on the basis of registered 
Power of Attorney. The registered Power of Attorney have not been re-verified from Office of Sub- 
Registrar, Peshawar. This is violation on part of Naib Tehsildar being the attesting officer as per Para 
7.16 of Chapter 07 of Land Record Manual.

Under the Section 41 (3) of the W.P Land Revenue Act, 1967, each Patwari of an estate 

is tasked with maintaining a mutations register in the prescribed form, & prescribed register. Second, 
under the W.P Land Revenue Rules, 1968, Rule 72 prescribes several Forms that have to be maintained
by the revenue staff. Among them Form XXXV relates to the Mutation register that has to be 

maintained. Of the 33 Forms prescribed in the Rule 72, none mentions of an additional mutation 
register for rough work or copying purpose. This is, thus, settled that the practice of keeping an 
additional mutation register is against the law & rules. This is also violation of Para 7.7, Chapter-VII of 
Land record Manual, where it is stated that '"A new register should be opened only when the old 
register has been used-up.

\
During perusal of the record it was revealed that Naib Tehsildar Mira] carried out Dora 

Intiiqalat on28-02-2023 and 10-03-2023. Part Sarkar of Mutations No. 4102-4117 and Mutations No. 
4086-4101 have been detached from mutation registers, but are not deposited in the Office Kanongo 
Office. This is clear violation of Para 7.38 (iii), Chapter-VII, of Land Record Manual, where it is stated 
that "the bundles of sheets should then be dispatched, or personally made over by attesting officer to 
the Tehsil Office Kanongo.

It was also revealed that current N.T Muhammad Jamil carried out Dora Intiiqalat on 11- 
04-2023 and 19-05-2023. Part Sarkar of mutations were deteached from register, but not submitted in 
the Tehsil Office Kanongo Office in violation of Para 7.38 (iii), Chapter-VII, of Land Record Manual, 
where it is stated that "the bundles of sheets should then be dispatched, or personally made over by 

attesting officer to the Tehsil Office Kanongo.

Recommendations;
As explained above in the mentioned table and the discrepancies and irregularities 

pointed out with details in the findings, the undersigned has come to the conclusion that Umar Farooq 
Patwari luhder-suspension) is found guilty of inefficiency as explained in Rule 2{i), of KP Government 
servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011.

Moreover, he has been found guilty of violations of Rules / instructions explained in 
Chapter -03 of Land Record Manual as established above in findings.
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THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER,HASSAN KHEL
PESHAWAR

Tel: 091-9211899, Fax: 091-9212303^ DCPeshawar

During cross examination he was asked
1. The Parrt Sarkar of mutations attested on 28-02-2023 and 10-03-2023, are not available.
2. Mutations have been attested on basis on power of attorney, which have not been re-verified 

from Sub-Registrar Office, regarding its validity.

The Patwari under-suspension in his written reply submitted that IjIas-e-Aam was held 
by N.T on 28-02-2023. Mutations were attested and were taken away along with original receipt 
and that the same have not been returned to him.
He has further submitted that the power of attorney were not re-verified as the persons involved in 

the attorney are personally known to him and are alive.
Naib Tehsildar Muhammad Jamil was summoned. He attended this office, marked his attendance 

on attendance sheet. He was asked about non submission of Parrt Sarkar of the mutations and 
deposition of Taxes. He failed to satisfy the undersigned during cross examination. He was asked to 

submit his written statement which he didn't till this date.

Findings;

Under Rule-12{b) of KP Govt; Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules- 2011, 
documents / record of Patwar Khana and statement provided to this office were thoroughly perused. 

During record examination, discrepancies noted are given as detailed below:-

the

S.No Document
/Mutation

Issue / discrepancy Responsible officer /
official

Remarks

1. 4118^-' to
4121
Doran-Pur

No sign of Tehsildar on Parrt Patwar.
Entered on 16-03-2023 and verified 
by Girdawar Haji Muhammad.
Parrt Sarkar are not available.

Ex-N.T Dalazak Meraj. It the duty of attesting 
officer (N.T) to sign both 
the Parrt.

2. 4122
Doran-Pur

Printed No. on Parrt Sarkar is 409/35,
while on Parrt Patwar is 2373/21. 
Difference in color noted.____
Printed No. on Parrt Sarkar is 409/35,
while on Parrt Patwar is 2373/21. 
Difference in color noted.

Differences in Parrt 
Patwar / Sarkar create 
doubts.

Patwari Umar Farooq, 
Girdawar
Muhammad, Naib 
Tehsildar Muhammad 
Jamil.

y Haji3. 4123
Doran-Pur Differences in 

Patwar / Sarkar create 
doubts.________
Differences in 
Patwar / Sarkar create 
doubt.

Parrt

4. 4124 to
4129
Doran-Pur

There is difference of color and
printed serial No. on Parrt Patwar 
and Parrt Sarkar

Patwari Umar Farooq,
Girdawar
Muhammad, Naib 
Tehsildar Muhammad 
Jamil.

Parrt
Haji

5. 9301-9302 Printed No. on Parrt Sarkar is
2373/21, while on Parrt Patwar is 
409/35.
Difference in color noted.

Tax 236C receipt not attached with
Parrt Sarkar.
Mutation attested on 19-05-2023,
Stamp duty receipt not attached with
Parrt Sarkar.
Mutation attested on 19-05-2023

Patwari Umar Farooq,
Girdawar
Muhammad, Naib 
Tehsildar Muhammad 
Jamil.
Naib
Muhammad Jamil.

Differences in 
Patwar / Sarkar create 
doubt.

ParrtPakh Haji
Ghulam

6. 9305
TehsildarPakha

Ghulam Revenue Officer (N.T) is 
responsible to ensure that 
taxes are deposited and 
receipts are attached 
before attestation.

7. 9322
Pakha 
Ghukam

Naib
Muhammad Jamil.

Tehsildar
..x-V,
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r THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER,HASSAN KHEL
PESHAWAR

Tel: 091-9211899, Fax: 091-9212303f3 DCPeshawar

Therefore, it is recommended that the official concerned namely Umar Farooq may be 
proceeded against Minor penalty under Section 4(a) of the KP Government Servants (Efficiency & 
Discipline) Rules, 2011.

-j.
Furthermore, it has also been established in above mentioned findings that Ex-N.T Miraj 

& current N.T Muhammad Jamil Circle Dalazak failed to perform their duties efficiently, In violation of ■ 
the instructions and rules as explained in Land Record Manual. They have thus, been found guilty of 
inefficiency as explained in Rule 2(i), of KP Government servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 
Their non-submission of Part Sarkar of Mutations till this date, creates doubts about deposit of 
requisite mutation fee, levied therein. Therefore, it is recommended that both officials concerned 
namely Muhamrnad Jamil & Miraj may be proceeded against Minor penalty under Section 4(a)
KP Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, and be banned for field postings.

of the

This report consists of 04 pages is submitted along Annexure, please.

HASSAN KHEL, PESHAWAR.
. i

Endst. No & date =even
Copy forwarded to:

1. The Additional Deputy Commissioner (G), Peshawar.
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the deputy commissioner,
Tel: 091-9212301-02, Fax;

PESHAWAR
091-9212303, |[|DCPeshawar

'DC(P)/DK
Dated: Jl, j -06-2023

To

Mr. Umar Farooq, '
Patwari (under suspension)
(the then PatwariPakhaGhulam), Peshawar

Subject; SHOW CAUSE IMOTirc

Memo;

Enclosed please find herewith
2 copies of "SHOW CAUSE

one copy may be retained and th' 
returned to this office for record immediat,

NOTICE" alongwith 

other copy be

copy of Enquiry Report with the direction that 

signedi^.9,a token of receipt and

Encls;(As above)

ADDITiDNAL
NER\G)

PESHAWAR
Endst: No. and DatP Fimn-

copy to the PS to Deputy commissioner, Peshawar

additional DEft :MI^ EF\(G)
PESHAWAR

i



SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

SHAH FAHAD, Deputy Commissioner Peshawar, as competent authority, under the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011, do hereby Charge you, Mr. 

Umar Farooq Patwari (under suspension) (the then Patwari Halqa Pakha Ghulam) as follows:

1. (i) That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against you by the 
inquiry officer/Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khel Peshawar for which 
were given opportunity of hearing.

going through the findings and recommendations of the inquiry officer the 
material on record and other connected papers including your defence before 
the inquiry officer.

you

(ii) on

satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions specified 
in rule 3 of the said rules:
I am

(a) Inefficient
(b) Guilty of misconduct;
(c) Guilty of corruption.

2. As a result thereof, I, as Competent authority, have tentatively decided to impose 
^^jjpon you the penalty of compulsory retirement under rule 4(l)(b)(ii) of the said rules.

You are, thereof, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not 
be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be heard in

3.

person.
4. If no reply to this notice is received within seven days or not more than fifteen days 

of Its delivery, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that 
case an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

5. A copy of findings of the inquiry officer is enclosed.

/
(SHAH FAHAD) 

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
(Cdmpetent Authority)



(p
fi-%

V
I'o

The Worthy Deputy Commissioner, 

Peshawar. .

Subject: Reply to show cause Notice.

Respectfully Sheweth;

The show cause notice bearing date 21.06.2023, duly reefeiv 

10.07.2Q'J3, which legally require my reply. / /

Preliminary Objections: ac

1. Initially the inquiry was initiated by a biased officer i-e: Assist; 
Commissioner Shah Alam, Peshawar, who acted upon 

complaint against law.

A
on an anon

2. That legally no proceedings can be initiated on an anonymous complaint 
as being a public officer holder cannot be left a mercy of superior officers 

and public at large.

3. That your good office on the recommendation of a biased officer initiated 

inquiry under the Government Servant (Efficiency and Disciplinary) 

Rules 2011 and put me under suspension. Whereas the' rule 3 of the 

mentioned rules that

an

a government Servant shall be liable to proceed 

against in a case of inefficiency, guilty of misconduct, guilty of 

corruption, guilty of habitual absentia, engage/associated in subversive

enter into a plea bargain under any law, however the 

undersign was not informed of the above allegations as per rules, so that 

he could have replied to such allegations at the time of inquiry.

4. That the nominated committee was subordinate to your good office, 
whose ACR’S are directly subvert to your finding, therefore impartiality 

cannot be adhers at the time of conclusion.

5. That for the initiation and conclusion of an impartial finding from the 

inquiry committee duly required that such inquiry may be conducted



through an impartial committee which 

neighboring district.
may be nominated from the

6. That it is due requirement of law where more than one officer is involved
in any particular offence, a joint investigation team may be constituted 

for a fair and impartial results. This request was also forwarded by the 
wealthy senior member of board but your good office also ignored the
same.

7. That without providing the grounds for proceedings

should have been reflected in the instant show cause, so only then the 

undersign would have been in a position to repiy the same.

Reply to Show cause:

a particular incident

1. That the show cause duly provided is rather a charge sheet against the 
answering employee instead of providing a chance to the undersign to 

defend himself as it does not describe any allegations.

2. That it is pertinent to mention that AC Shah Alam via letter no.505/AC 

(SA) dated 31.05.2023 stated that he had a surprise visit to Moza Pakka 

Ghulam and Moza Duranpur but didn’t indicate the time and purpose of 

his visit, while going through the official record at the office of undersign. 
As for such kind of visit a private individual complaint 

from superior office
were missing in t±ie instant

or permission
was essential, however both these essential factors

case.

3. That on his recommendation you acted upon irriinediately to put 
under suspension on the same date without even bothering to take 

veL^^'cion, while inquiry officers

me
my

were nominated to conduct an inquiry with 

surprise visit of Assistant 
suspension order from your office

immediate effect. The dates of the
Commissioner Shah Alam and the

are
one and the same i.e. 31.05.2023.

4. That the inquiry officers in the matter duly nominated by your good office 

was Assistant Commissioner Saddar, to whom the 

provided a written undersign duly
statement duly stating that the undersign has always 

performed his duty diligently and there has not been 

against me by any individual that I has
a single complaint 

las. dealt-with during my posting,



further suggesting that I was 

manner as no malpractice
found guilty of misconduct in a limited 

was found against me and recommended a 
mmor pe„<J,y .ensure to be inposed, however your good office duly 

nt .ocep. the reoommendtttion. of your nominated inquity officers
and did not endorse the findings
jested . comprehensive inquity under the Government Servant 

fficiency and Disciplinary Rules 2011 for the

and recommendations instead

same.

5. That the charge sheet/show Cau 

officer/assistant Commission
se duly indicate the findings of inquiry 

er Hassankhel but does not disclosed the
, , . Commissioner Saddar and under

S—tance. the finding, „ a..is,a„. e„mmissioner Saddar was

findings of inquiry officer/Assistant

6. That mentioned 

officer the material 
As not a single complaint alleged

on going finding and recommendation of the inquiiy 
provided does not disclosed the cause of allegation.

me for any offence.

7. As your alleged charges 

from the E & D Rules 2011 

pertaining to inefficiency guilty 

The rules ibed duly explain the
& D Rules 2011. I had
Rule 3 of E 85 D Rules 2011.

mentioned in Show Cause is bear reproduced 

a single allegation beenbut not

of misconduct and guilty of corruption.

collum of Definition Rule 2 of E 

not committed any of the offence

provided

same in

mentioned in

8. I will be
me i e ineffi ' against- i.e. inefficiency, guilty of misconduct and guilty of corruption if any

or any individual be brought against me.

more

particular incident

9. Ti^al your good office has already t 

compulsory retirement
entatively decided to iimpo se a' penaltyof

Di«p,i„.^ R„,ss
charge of mefficiehcy b.e„ broughl

Efficiency and

on record which may confirm
^'"°:^“"g<'^ith;guilty of misconduct but as

(1) of Efficiency and Disciplinaiy Rules 2011 Not a

.ffiOeaoy perro“;:r;-”;' “ •«
while

inefficiency, similarly I 
provided in

myam

single incident

me as a
»y duties, CM„her 'bCai« alleged .a

Government Servantdischarging
guilty cf
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corruption through your show 

complaint has been brought forwarded 

corruption determined in Section 2 (g) of Efficiency 

Rules 2011 cannot be attributed against me.

cause notice but again no single 

to allege me with corruption. The

and Disciplinary

It is therefore, most humbly requested, that the 

agamst me under Efficiency and Disciplina:y Rules 2011 

complaint does not fulfill the criteria

proceedings initiated 

- on anonymous
as mentioned in Section 2 (g) (i) and 

inary Rules 2011 may please be struck down
“““ ■>“‘•""6 the andings oi

Assistant Commissioner Saddar be set aside and
order issued

(1) of Efficiency and Discipli 
said show

illegal Suspensionan
against me may also be recalled forthwith.

Thanking you

UmarFarooq 

Patwari Halqa Pakha G: ilam

m '
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THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, PESHAWAR
Tel; 091-9212301-02, Fax: 091-9212303, DCPeshawar

•i.

Dated:=|f-Julv-2023No. Lf^2^DC{P)/DK

Mr. Umar Farooq,

Patwari (under suspension), DC office Peshawar.

To:

.f

Subject: PERSONAL HEARING
. 6'

Reference your reply dated 17-07-2023 to the Show Cause Notice issued to you.

The worthy Deputy Commissioner has fixed date for personal hearing on

27/07/2023 at 10:00 am.

You are hereby directed to appear before the worthy B^puty Commissioner 

Peshawar for personal hearing on the date and time mentioned above^pt5sTti^(^

A
ADDITIONAL^ MIS^NER (G)

PESHAWAR
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-Sroi.n MointHM Revcrnir {SMBHl.
KhvV-ri PakhtunkiVwfi. }>cjd\nH'iir.

S/

AgmcAttojB you ,cHi^—
“ »j»aiojjKs, „_,fiQHsaaat*e 
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Sir.

Ttuu the appUcunt Ims itcivcc. i^s Hutwan in Knwar KIjjhu*
PakhH Qhi4)tun Pcahawur. On May. 202'^. A^ivsianf
Cofnm.sstiorscr PcHhavvar hort made a N^irprisc visit lo ili*' Paiwar 
Khana of UK ^PjaHcant \yilhou» irUimntion to ihv applicani. similarly 
no .nlprmaiion was rendered lo ihc cuni'ctncd Girdawar and 
i' inccrned TeW^dar. A one sided imiuir>' waii conduricd, wher*: \hr 
version • of the apj^icant wa* not brought on record. The mtrnuancd 
Assish-nt Comraisaioner reported the matter to the concerm-d 

. Addhicnal Depyty Gbrnmisvionef and request for initiating n 
cleptifimcmtal incuiry againal the applitaiu'^ Mere on t:ic anonynuars 
appi)C4^tidn. a departmutUoi inquity cunn»»t i>< uiuwoea, but ci 
that (he cohCCW- Addiliph^, Deputy : Commissioner rormuUned 
committee ip inycstigalc tile, mafter. and after the findings ( f >b<'
Inquiry <^mmiUce'duty auggeated a minor penalty for the appliear.;.
Your good olfi'ce also intimate^ lo the Additional De|>ut\ 
CommissiontT for stopping of ihc invcsii^iion forthwith as a joint 
investigation team duly requiredt where monr than one officer is 
it\yolvcd (or a siraiiar ofTcncc^BUT the respected.^diuonal i.cputy 
Cpmmia-sioncr had neglected the letter froni diigiVqflicc and 'lie 
rornmit(«'c was directed to Continue investigadonv l^lilllfee applicain.
IS dear in ius .^loughts by Jcecpmsdn view ui il
Additional Deputy Coinnjissioner wlip hati^pniin^t^^BJgii^^rdtnan-
for r()nrlucting=p^^Uuyi^t;a.^^ <t^alt}K^^^^y,Jg^ed

!iu- applicant.' "'rherclorc
rcaucsl a, your respected oflicc, thgt-an {n4dirX;QQ^^^^^)x|?e 
iubstitt.ted will) u competent
may not lx- in direct control pf Oie; ccnccrn^;^^^^||™ 
Commissioner So that att impartial mquiTi'm
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\
UMER FAROOQ S/CriJAZ Humair
R/q Nishtarabad, Sikandarpura,

: MpSaifs Isiumabad, Tdisil & Dmtrict Peshawar.
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BETTER COPY OF THR PAaw Mr,To

■ .i

Enment,
Member Board pf Revenue (SMBR) 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ■

, Subject: ^PLICATION FOR CHANGING THt^ INOUIRY OFlPTri?i? 
nominated BY THE DEPUTY COMMISSTOWFU

concerned against the APPLICATVT

Respected Sir,

Ghvlal!'p* applicant- has served as Patwari in Patwar Khana Pakha 
.Ghulam Peshawar On 31 May, 2023,. Assistant Commissioner Fesh^r ' 
had made a surprise visit to the Patwar, Khana of-the apSt Som 

mhmahon to the appHcant, similarly no information was rendered to the

ve™r.s‘'.?pr.;rw.'i
he mentioned Assistant Commissioner reported the matter to the 

concerned Additional Deputy Commissioner '^d request forSwatinf a 

' toquiiy agamst the applicant. Mere -on. the'anonymouspplnation, a departmental mquiry cannot be initiated, but despite^at'
Commissioner formulated e cStte^S

■ su?c f w" of the Inquiry Com^tee du y
suggested a r^or penalty for the appHcant. Your, good office S 

■ mhmated to the Additional Deputy Commissioner for Stopping oft e 

■ more forthwith as a,jomt investigatioh team is duly required, wht s ,
AriH-u ^ ^ offence, BUT the respected

. ■ Commissioner had neglected the letter from this office .
, ommttee was directed to continue investigatioii NOW theapphcant is clear m his, thoughts by keeping in view the conduct^ £■

. Additional Deputy' Ccmnussioner Who had nominated liis subordinate for 
conducting of mquiiy- that a major penalty will be suggested against the

■ resn^e^^H duly'suggest and request to your
■ substituted wL a 

. omp„tent officer from a neighbonng District who’ may not be iri direct
control of the concerned Additional Deputy' -eomm:.3sioner. So' that 
impartial inquiry m the matter can reached to a conclusion * an

■ . ■ Thanking you in anticipation.

- Applicant

UMER FAROOQ S/0 IJAZ HUSSAIN - ^
■R/o Nishtarabad, Sikandarpura,

: MphaUa Islamabad, Tehsil & District Peshawar. ■

• /]
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The Deputy. ConuttUswocr,
Pwhicwii

DULY
appugation por 
nominatbd by

SUBJECT:

Sc,
a copyaaiioa-/:!os«h«c«.ttb

Pawari PaUia <S»^ 
of Kbybei 

or

I am directed to refer to the subject noted above
loaue submioed by Untcr Farooq Hal^a

Section.2 (IXJXtt) of eovererenenl
revealed that •PravltUd that <vkrre 

, the conv"'"'
fudhority in

r*ji aj^licJdSoo ttlongv«rttb its 
Tehisl & Diahiet Pedawar ^ to state that 
P»y-luitUivsa (Efficiency & DijapHne) Rules. 2011

ere to 6e proceodtd aguittstjoin^.^ Gorammeat aaryaatt ata pna. ^ ^ eo«pcreref

cac

ralo4oa to tka acetn^ Goyammaal ur>aat tanior ma

-' -...•'. - - ..•:. •• •, • -requested to pntvido dreR charge sheet‘dunpvith stmemeut ot

please.

(NOOitKHAN) 
A:>5btant SccretJfcTj'

Board otRevtniK

-'.r /'.l: :

^■■:V .im* '.

No & i:>a5e Evoa,.

Cdrv fevwid toiii*
*” tT“........................................

t *

i^^^OORKlUN)
fesblant SsKf^'
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BETTER COPY OF THE k^GE NO.
GOVERl^ENT OF KHYB^ PAifflTUNKHWA.

BOARD OF REVENUE,
REVENUE & ESTATE DEPARTMENT.

Esst:Vii/Com/Peshawax/2023/7G86-87''Peshawar Dated the 21/07/2023 . '

m
■ /* •

■ No;

To

The Deputy Commissioner, : . ^
Peshawar . . ■ . '

Subject, application for changing the inquiry officer,
DULY NOMINATED BY THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER.
CONCERNED AGAINST THE APPLICANT. ^

.'Sir,
■ 1

I am. directed to refer to the subject noted above, arid to enclose 
herewidi a copy of . an apjDlication alcngwith its enclosure submitted by ' 
lUmer Faropq Halqa Patwari Patoa Ghulam Tehisl & District Peshawar and 
to stats that Section-2 (I)(f)(ii| of Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, revealed that "Promded tHdt where 
two or more Government servants are to be proceeded against JointU/, 
the competent authority in relation ■ to the accused Government 
serxHint senior most shall be the competent authority in respect of 
all the accused-'.

Iz is, therefore, requested to provide draft charge sheet alongwith ■ 
statement of allegations and other supporting documents against Mr., 
Jameel Naib Tehsildar, Miraj Naib Thilder and Um,m^ Farooq Patwari Pakha 
Ghulao to enable this Department tc mitiate departmental proceedings 
under the Goverriment Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, .2011 
please.

■ (NOORKHAN) 
Assistant Secretary (Eastj 

Board of Revenue

No & Dete.Even

Copy forwarded tc the submitted by Umer FarOoq s/o. Ij^ Hussain 
r/n Nishtuabad Sikandarpur Yohallah Islamabad, Tahsil & Distric: 
Peshawar for information. . • ' ;

■ * (NOORKHAN) ■ 
Assistant Secretaiy (East) - 

Board of Revenue
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THE DEPUTY COMMiSSibNER, PESHAWAR 
Tel: 09^9il230i.02, Fiw; 09i-92i2303,

-fn
Dated: -August-2023^0^5^ DC(P)/DK

ORDER;

WHEREAS: Mr. Uhfiar Farooq, Patwari'Halqa Pakha - Ghulam was placed tinder 
suspension wide order No;335/DC(P)/DK dated 3t05-2023 upon the inspection report of the 
Patwar Khana made by Assistant Commissioner Shah Alam Peshawar reporting maior 
discrepancies and irregularities and Assistant Commissioner Saddar was appointed as enquiry 
officer. ■

AND WHEREAS, the Assistant Commissioner Saddar Peshawar/enquiry officer submitted 
his preliminary enquiry report vide No.355/AC Saddar/lnquiry dated 05-06-2023 confirming the 
discrepancies b'jt recom-mgnding miner.per'.alty ohthe accjssd Patw-S" for hi? negligp/^r.o rh#. 
enquiry report was not endorsed as record was not properly analyzed.

AND WHEREAS, a formal/comprehensive: enquiry was ordered vide No.3S5/OC{P)/pK 
under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant ^Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 and 
Assistant Gommlssioner was appointed as enquiry officer and proper charges/statement of . 
ailegations were served upon the accused Patwari. .

AND WHEREAS, the Assistant Commissioner Hassan Khei Peshawar/enquir/ officer 
submitted his enquiry report vide No.717-18/aC {HKl/Umar Farooq/169 dated 16'06-2023 
pointing out many gfarihg irregularities and-found him guilty of inefficiency and recommended 
imposition sf mmer pen^ty-apon t-hs ac-c-ased official under Rule 4(i){a) of Khyber . 
Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011.

AND WHEREAS, a Show Cause Notice was served upon the accused official vide 
No.398/OCiP)/DK dated 21-06-2023 which was duly replied on 17^07-2023 and subsequently 
hearing was fixed on 27-07-2022, and the accused official was heard in person on the said date, 
wherein he could not put any defense against the statement of allegations both in his written 
reply as well as in the said personal hearing.

NOW THEREFORE, keeping In view the findings of the Inquiry officer, reply of the 
official, perusing the-record and action of the accused RatWari resulted in loss to Govt 
e^diequer- ss well as InfflRgemeat the rights of -pespfe, i, Shah De^wily
Commissioner Peshawar in the capacity as Cornpetenl Authority impose major penaity of 
"Compulsory Retirement upon Mr. Umar Farooq Patwari, under Rules 4(b)(ii) of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011, v^H immediate 
effect. /■

DEPUTY COMMlSSiONER I
PESHAWAR^,

Ertdst; No> and Date Even; )

|1) Assistant Corrimissioner Hassan Khel, Peshawar/enquiry officer w.r,t. his enquiry report.
(ii) Accounts Officer of DC office for necessary action.

• (lit) PS to Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar.
(iv) Mr. Umar Farooq, Ex-Patwari. 4

DEPUTyjcOMMfSSiONERj
ffesHAWAR

▼

•r. -


