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19/11/20241 The appeal of Mr. Mchboob A!i Khan prcscnicd 

today by Mr. Ruhul Amin Advocate. It is fixed for 

preliminary hearing before Single liench at Peshawar on 

25.11.2024. Parcha Peshi given to counsel lor ihe appellant.

By order of the (Chairman
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BEFOR'E THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA; PESHAWAR. .

t.

Service Appeal No. of 2024.
i

t

I

•Mehboob AH Khan son. of Nbroz Khan Resident of village Dagai 
Jadeed, Tehsil Pabhl, District Nowshera, Ex-Stenographer, Sessions 
Courts, Peshawar. •,

•)

, Appellant. .

-VERSUS

The District & Sessions Judge, Peshawar and another '...Respondents.r

4
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■Mehboob AH Khan Appellant '
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l^hulAmin, 

Advocate, Peshawar
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' y BEFORE THE S'ERVrceS TRIBUNAL, KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA',

t t

i

PESHAWAR.I; » •
i

k

r;
• I.

Service Appeal No. 2^^/^ of 2024. .
f

••
/ r

, Mehbopb Ali Khan son of Noroz' Khan resident of village Dagai Jade.ed, 
■ Tehsil Pabbi. District Noivshera’ 1 Ex-Stenographer,' Sessions Courts, 

• Peshawar

t

Appellant.-
VERSUS’

1. The District &'Sessions Judge, Peshawar.

2. The Registry, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.

t

r-

.Respondents.f

4

, APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACTa974/RULE 19 OF K.P GOVERNMENT '
SERVANTS fE&DT RULES 2011 AGAINST ORDER ' ■
NO.lbU06>4474-79. DATED 16.8.2024 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO.L WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS
COMPULSORILY RETIRED FROM SERVICE

t

1

Respectfully Shewith:.
The appellant submits as follows:

1. That the appellant was serving as Stenographer, in the.office of learned 

Respondent No.1 since 1988 when, he. was compulsorily retired frorri 
service vide order dated 11.07.2011. (Copy of the order is annexure- .1

AI »

»
2. That after dismissal of his departmental appeal, the appellant filed' 

seWice apical ■ No. 1091 of 2014 before this'Honourable Tribunal, 
which was .allowed vide judgment dated 14.9.2023, the impugned ! 
order was set ^ide.with directions to the department to'hold de-noyo,' 
inquiry within 90 days. ICopy of the judgment is a’nnexure-B).-

3. That accordingly a de-novo inquiry was conducted through Inquiry 

Officer wherein the appellant was exonerated of the charges levelled 

against him. ■
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4, That thereafter the appellant was served with Order No. 101(00)4474- 

79 dated 16.8.2024 whereby.he was.again compulsorily retired from. ' 
: service with immediate effect. (Copy of the order is annexure-CA
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. 5. That the appellant filed d^airtmehtal appeal before the worthy. 

, respondent ]S6.2..on 20.8.2024 which has not been decided, till date. 

(Copy of the departmental appeal is annexure-Dt

- *i

1

r*

6. That since ^e statutory period for deciding the departmental appeal , • . ,
, has expired,, thfe appellant begs to impugn the order of his compulsory 

retirement before this' Honourable Tribunal' op, inter alia, the 

following grounds:' • .

«

• t

■ G RQ U N PS ■ V1

A. That the impugned order does. not contain any ground on which it was ' 
based.' , • , •

>•

B. That the requirements of law. were not fulfilled while passing the 

impugned orders.

C. That the proceedings against the appellant'were against thq law/rules;
' pn, the subject.

: D. That the' proceedings against the appellant were without lawful ' 
authority. ,,, , ' .

. .. E, That no evidence, or proof w^ ever collected against the appellant or 

shown to the appellant.

'' • F. That no proper / fair opportunity of hearing and defence was provided \
. to the appellant...

G. That the appellant was condemned unheard.,

.' H. That neither any evidence was recorded / examined nor opportunity of.. ' 
cross examination etc was granted to.the appellant. '

I. That long st^ding services of.the appellant without any adverse entry 

•was ignored.

J. That the penalty imposed on the appellant is too harsh.
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(gK.That ihe; appellant rhay be alldwed ,to. urge any other ground at-'lhe 
time of hearing

It is, therefore, lpray^ that bn acceptance of this appeal, the
impugned order may be; set aside and the appeUant maybe 

instated in service with all back, benefits.

) 11I
5I

J J :-v ••i
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'ppoUant
Dated 19.11.2024,:1 V
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ippllant
ThroughTt

Ruhul Amin, 
Advocate, Peshaw^. 

. TF-2, Deans Trade Centre 

Saddar Road, Peshawar.
BC-20-3081 

Cell/Whats.0312-9224444. 
E-mail. ruhulaminWakeel @gniai I
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i before THE SERVIC^ TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
V; . PESHAWAR. , .

>
K

H

■Service ADpeal No. • of 2024 •
fr

Mehboob All Khah son of Noroz Khan Resident of village Dagai Jadeed,, 
Tehsil Pabbi, District Nowshefa, Ex-Stenographer, Sessions Courts,

- Peshawar. .• '
• A '

Appellant.t

• VERSUS

. The.Distnci&.Sessions Jgdge, Peshawar. •

2. The Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
r

Respondent^. . , '

AFFIDAVIT
I

f

t

'& .1, Mehboob,Ali Khan son of Noroz Khan resident oif village Dagai • 
Jadeed. Tehsil Pabbi,-.District Nowshera, Ex-Stenbgrapher, Sessions Courts, 
Peshawar appellant, do hereby declare and affirm on oath that tlie contents 

. of this ■ memorandum'of■ appeal are true and correct to the! best, of .rtiy.
• knowledge and belief. • . . .
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f\ iBEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA',

: Peshawar.

», I
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Service Appeal No, •cif 2024.. - *.
V

t \ •
«

T 1 . t

,• Mehboob Ali FClian son of Nofoz Khan Resident'of. village Dagai Jadecd, 
Teh'sil Pabbi, District Nowshera, ExrStenographer, Sessions Courts;

. .*
f

;

■ P6shawar.
, T

>
f Appellant..I • !

t

VERSUS

.1. The District & Sessions'Judge, Peshawar.

; 2. The Registrar, Peshawar High Couit, Peshaw^. .Respondents!

T*
•f.

(-

• .•

....

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES.
T

r
f

T
ff Appellant. 1

rf

Mehboob Ah' Khan son Of Nofoz • Khan resident of Village D^gai ’ 
, Jadeed,. Tbhsil Pabbi, District Nowshera, Ex-Stenographer, Sessions 
Coufts, Peshawar ' • !,

1 •
' f

f

T

)f »•

t1 ■ Respondents.

l;-The District & Sessions, judge, Peshawar.
2.' The' Registrar, Peshawar High. Court; Peshawar,

j • .•
T

Respondents. , ;
f

. •- .

•1

Appellant
, r

'tDated 8.11.2024. • ThroughI T

1•/

f - Ruhul Amin,

Advocate, High Court . 

.Peshawar.
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OWfc« of fhc District
.f

& Sessions Judge, PesHowar.

'< ^ Datefl I I - • 0 7 - X.- i i •

r,

\
. Office Dr^fr

1
; A

*t
• S <

1

reosonoblr r-' relidble anrf credible" ^nformofibn end’ " ''
5e/slh h 7 " cbout Mr. Mehboob .lli Stenogropher of this .■'.
badXe 'r Th' of being corrupt, which hod brought
bod oome to the.insfitution end his this conduct wo5 prcjudiciol to good order •
T9s7‘Jr Servants-.( Condaci) Rales' ^ ■■

s

♦ ,

.... w,
cffirr^tr 7 crcdentiols of the obovc named official

- H T7 ! °''"g?f'ons,and recornmendedoction ogbinst him vide its
acted oO.b.cOlI; ond -

ft

t . • !
•J

.report

■ •' • ■ 'V
j

, Whereas, 05 per the office record..the said official hos compicted 
twentv.ycorsof scrviceguali/ymgforpensionorotherretirement benefils.'ond ' •

Kf
I I

■ T”....
I.

. 1.
. >;

!

1 %
%

1 •• c ' said official hos submitted his reply t‘o the.show
notice,which was found unsotisfoctory, ' .

Icquse t

!•
t

t
4

. j. ,. . Now. therefore. I. Zio-ud-Din Khottak. District d" Sessions' '' : 
e/udge, Peshawar, as authority, being satisfied of the circumstances'that'

, continuation of the' sa.id-official in, service-is not,in the. interest of public 
. direct his^ret.rement, fpfn service in term's ,of douse (a) of sub-section (l) of 

section !3 of the NWffP. Civi! Servants Act. 1973 ( N.W.F.P Act No XVIII of 1973) • ^ •'
• , ‘Vith effect from 12'” July.-2011.(Forenoon) '

‘ S*

f
• • if

■tr-
4

.'•■i '•I.

Zrfd^c/Din Khottok)- 

bistric & Sessions-Judge, 
Peshowor. •

/• t »
-1I l!'I / -• • i.i:

(
■' s* ;/• . tt V.* r* *

t

! 1

No. Doied li'*’ .T„ly -'pnii ■;

J , Copy forworded for.informotic’n-to:

J rs I

• *,*•
l ■

f t

f
i r '

The.Registrar. Peshawar'High Court. Peshawar. ' -
,' The Additional registror Judicial’/Incharge /^nti Coirupifion .Cell '- 
'> Peshdwor-Migh Count. Pcshawqr.
■•The A'ccountont'Geherol.•Kliybef'-’Ro^

The.-Accountant of-'this Court.. /x..

. The official-concerned

J. I
.1 f-v,

► r • 2. i'

i

in(<hwo. PesHalvor.- '■ '
r

4. I

\' O. mmDistriit 4 Sessions Judge. 
, • '^Peshowor.'

/• • •
/ aI».

•!
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- OWfc« of the District
/

«S S»:ssions Jodrje,-PesHowor', •, 

'< ^ Dotecl 11 - • r>';'■ No'.^ •

*

. Office Drdfp
'

. *,

rc°5ioh o' f«<=hbol'^rstoogropheTof tte ■ 

Z7l7 ■° ■( co-a.ci)>„ie; ■■ . ■

onlh.'h.- ,.7^!r“T,i>™sion ■

“f ;™'"/=™bny of credential, of the oboae named !fficiol ' ,- 

■ ■. did 3oi ;or„:d .gains, him aide dsmepan,

s

!
i,.

i ,

t

/

.

.. •• Whereas, os per ihc office record,.the said official has compieted
twenty ycors of-scrv.ee nualifying for pensjoo or other retiremcnt bcnefils; nod ‘

■’ ' yooi h ' ' ' '12011. 0 notice wbs,issued to the sdd officoi ■callinq'
, upon h.m ,o ^sho. cause .os- to ^hy he should not be retired from servicc'in fenns o^

'■ F rMrp r^'°'^ 5ub-sccf.pn,-C]) of section 13 of tke NWFP Civil Servants'/let ■ml'
. (>^W.F.PAa Mo.,XWrrof-1973}.i,,heffect from 12^ July. .2011; ond ' '

, „ , . said officio) hos submitted bis replv to the show
notice,which wos'found unsotisfoctory, • .

i-
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cquse t
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! t¥
* 5 *.

- T :t' o' -L ■ ■ 2'a-ud-pin Khottak, District &-Szssiohs' ' :
Judge, Peshawar, os authority, being satisfied of the circumstances-that •' '

, cont.nuation of the'Said,official in.service-is not .in the. interest of public •.

■ sub-section ci}'of
Section 13 of the NWffP-Civil Servonts Act-

1.1.
*3r*.

if- s^^'.Hcffectfr^l2'^ju,,;3on.fPoren4'''''-'^''-'"^^^""'^^^^
I

■\i^

V.
\

t,-

( Zto'-ud^Din Khottok) 

Disfric A Sessions Judge. 
Peshewor, •

/ I
■ t.'l1 ; !';f ir% *v; / f u .

. ■■■ i;:
:• •, :V* ? .A • I t •.

i'" j
r

/ ?•:^4‘No. ---^L Doled li'^ July,'2011. \■J I
i 1.

i \
i ’

' -J;'f
’ ! , Copy forworded for.informotic'n lo:I ► .,v •• t.,

t '
I;Is1 T *

The.Registrar, Peshaivar'High Court. Peshawar. ■
' The Additional registrar Judidof/rncharge Anti Co.rupition .CgI!', 
i Peshdwor-hligh Court, Peshawqr.
The Atcountant'Sehcral, .Kliybcf'-Rdl^t^irikhwa. PesHoLr,' '■

Thc dAccountant pf this Court..
. The official-concerned

1 J^ 1 * 1-v ' 1
.t 2.

I
. I

3. ■
/ <5, I

\■0. /'
:■

1 .

\^/^7 ■■• D'Slrii^t A Sessions Judge'. 
■'•Pesh/wor,- ii• :

/- ■ r. \// ’’ 1*
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RF.FORE THE KHYBKR PAKHTTJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL TEyHAV/AU ’1

Sei^lce Appeal No. 1091/2014 •

MRS. RASHIDABA^^O . ... MEMBER(J)
• ,• MR, MUHAMMAD AKBARKHAN... MEMBER(E).

BEFORE f

»
T

Mehboob Ali, S/O .Noroz Khan Village Dagi Jadeed, Tehsil Pabbi, District ' 
Nowshera Ex. Stenographer Sessions Court, Peshawar.

VERSUS
1: The Hoh’ble Administrative Judge through the Hon’ble Registrar of-'the 

Peshawar .High Court, Peshawar. ‘ '

\ •,
*. f

X. •
... (Appellant^

I

t

i

• 2. ' The Hon’ble Dislrict and Sessions Judge, Peshawar.
(Respondents)

i I

f
1 » •

• • Mr. 'Rooh-lJI Ameen ’ , ' . 
Advocate.

I * * •

Mr. Muhammad Jan 
Pistrict Attorney

T
I

t

... . For Appellant
1 •

’ r

... ; For Respondentsf

s
■, fDate of Institution.......

Date of Hearing.....
Date of Decision..... .....

,..;:....18.08;2014 
..31.07.202T ' 

14.09.2023

r
1

.f

f
•]

-JUDGMENT
I

MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN. MEMBER JEI; The 

appeal has been instituted under.Section 4 of the Khyber Pakiifunkhwa . 

Service Tribunal Acr, 1974 with the prayer copied as below;

S

*, .
• 1

\
1 , t • J. •

“That oil acceptance of the instant service.app’enl, the ■ 
;s^^./ impugned orders may be set aside and (he.appellant may . 

^ please be exoneraled from the charges and be reinstated in

service .with full back benefits and wages of service.”

ji. f

t

•- >
►fT

' 2'. Brief facts-of .the case are that the. appellant while serving as

.V.wSt^'tographer at Sessions Cou>t,'Pe^war was served-with a show

. • . .<11. ’ notice by the learned Dislrict & Sessions Judge, Peshawar as to why he i2-l' ■ '

*.M •.V<aL
t •.causeI

s\t
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2:•
t *

should not,be retired form service in terms of clause (a) of Sub-Section 

(1) of Section 13 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973

. (KP Act No. XVIll of 1973), the appellant was called upon to submit his ’ 

explanation.within seven days. The appellant refuted the allegations and 
submitted his detailed -reply and also applied for the alleged' ^ 

incriminatory' material .lhai are used against him. .The authority vide 

order dated 11.07.2011 directed, the retirement from service of the 

appellant w.e.f 12.07.2011.'After receipt of impugned order dated 

11.07.2011 the appellant applied for the grant of the copies of the record, •. 

which -was not provided. Feeling aggrieved appellant filed departmental 

appeal on 20.07.2011 before the august Peshawar High Court, Peshawar, 

which was dismissed vide impugned order and judgment dated 

.04.07.2014,-hence the instant service appeal.

Respondents were put on notice, who submitted 

. replies/commerits on the appeal. We have heard the learned counsel for 

the appellant.^ well as the learned District Attorney for the respondents 

ahd perused the case Tile with connected documents in detail. 

j. Learned couhseffor the appellant submitted ihar impugned order'. i' 

passed by the respondents is against the law and in violation of Article 

199 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan ,1973. He argued ‘ 

that proceedings'.conducted against the appellant are against the express ,;

provision of lOiyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & ' ' '

;

1 •

I
. i

\ ■

t

I

4 • • r

;

. 3.: written
I

I

I

4
t

1

Discipline) Rules, 1973 and order of reiirement/penalty is nullity in the
• {i‘; 'V

' eyes of law. -He further argued that no evidence is available where it
l< ■ 't .

'V could show that'the appellant has, willfully misconduct himself or for
..fI'tV 1

f

1

t
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1
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'“Notwitfisianding anything contained in Sub^Sectidnir '&'-i’'’-^ 

•the cQmp^tent'authority,'may in. the public'-inieresOditect 
that' ciyil servants may.'retire.from ’servicei-rfrom sucH date, 
^.may‘te.detennmed by the competent authority .ift'er he • '
has wmplet^ twenty years of servrce.i For pension or other*

r
s ’*

{.
■ •••■i. ‘ 1 -V. .; **

r

»
•V'-'

t.'

I f »

-----

V'
t

V

'retjren7ent'b,CTeSts in the manner as may.be preWibed.
;-Provided -further that no - direction- mider ibis Sub-section .
, shall, be'made. until, the civil servant.has been informed in 

whting'of the grounds oh which it is proposed'to m^e the . 
direction; and has.’beeh-.'gjven reasonable'opportunity of 

showing'cau'se against the said direction."

‘ ‘s

--■m. • f • •
• it.

I i .*
' I • t /

US T • •

; , \ f
f f V * <I •

■ :n f.\
t.

. t
-: ;

As . per. ^proviso t mentioned above •, reasonable opportunity;.' of 

showing cause is rcqui^ to'be-provided to the'civil sarvani, liefore

issuance of cdmpulsoty retirement order by the authority. Appellant in
• • • ' * .* * * * * . *. *■ written ;reply specifically, requested for providing opportunity of seif'

• defense for rebutting allegation of corruption but no such ppportuhify;

provide to the appellant'for fulfilling, requirement of justice. In I

the show cause hoUce it is mentioned that -Anti Corruption Committee
•i '■ ’ Tfc- . . . ‘ •

.of-the respondent'depaitmwt confirfned allegation of having persistent 

•' reputation of being 'corrupt of ,the appellant in its meeting,held on 

1 . 30.06.20HV ' , . 'V •'

• , r
T ?.*

►

I

m.< >.*>\. ♦ ••
i -rr

. 4

l

t ^ \
/ ;

1•' 'was• \ \
4 . . i

.1

!
■ V* 'V. ' -?•

i* ■■*
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• f
I

f

tf \
T.*

:4- ■

I

'Pein^ of minutM.bf the-Ahti-comiptloh Committee reveals that'.

• appellant even not summoned, to rebut.the allegation ofhaving '^ ill
. persistent reputatiori-of being coirupt on the basis of which committee

, -V * l’ ' . **
. firmed an opinion about the character and honesty of the appellant. -The

r\U'C'V? ■ I-■‘-•'L ^ '• --T* accused i;WM''required to-have been .informed abput it and'chance to:
ii'  ̂^ --aZ A ■il rebut-the'.allegation-provjded to hun?It-is demand of law and'justiceW '

. • • I • -7.
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■‘NotA'ixiistehdsng r'-tytb>ftg’vi»r„*5 ,<*- 'r 
•' . -i' I'.' ---• r ■In?-. ■ . ‘

■TV.;
,tbe ^fTi^.;'^;W^5brity,,Tm-7 lp;'vbc'p'’;'b!lc imerqjt di\e<-'
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■ that when’ thfcre is an allegation against a person he shall, be given j VT

t

■ opportunity'to rebut it by conducting a fair inquiry. If the'appeilant was. "• •><
. -4'

■ having persistent repirtatioiT of being corrupt: even then in accordance ' •>
' . f 1 •

1 • ; * * . * . • . * * *

with law, he was'requjred to have been provided a chance to rebut it ■ - '

and prove his innocence. It is also pertinent to mention’that another.

• inquiry wa^ also initiated'.against the appellant on ihe aJIcgation.of. 

corruption record' of which was also produced by the respondents
. / , * ‘v . ' *• -

■■ which'reveal^ that due to ih'e compulsory rehrement the same was held ' ji •_ 

iri ab’eyance'vi^ order dated 25.,05.'201 r.

--V'
t

1

i t

• r .

:

*•••••* • 
L .. .J*..

i
;t

:
As sequel to'above discussion, the impugned orders are set aside 

and appellant is reinstated in service for the purpose of de-novo inquiry ■ 

with dircction .to the respondents to conduct.de-hovo inquiry within 

period of 90 days after receipt of copy' of this ji^dgment. Cost shall 

follow the event. Consign..

. 8.
t

f

f

a f/

.** -

t• • •
Pronounced in open court i/i Peshawar and given under our 

hands and seal of (he Tribunal on.this day of September, 2023.
■ P.''

t. •.
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(RASHIDA BANG) 
Member (J)

(MUHAMMA
Member (E) ' 1
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District Judiciary: KhyberPakhtunkhwa

^ Peshawar■ .S

Ph«091-9210099 Fa)(«09l-92.12‘119 
eMail: scPeshawar@y3hoo.com ■ 
web: SessionsCoiirtPeshawar.gov.pk

No. - 

Dated Peshawar

OFFICE ORDER .

9i

Mr. Mehbpob Ali Khan, Senior Scale Stenographer (8PS:i6) of this 

■ Sessions Division, is ordered to be compulsory .retired from go.vernmeht service, 

Linder Rule 4(i)(b)(ii) of the Khyber Pakhtuhk'hwa Government Servants (Efficiency '

.^oii, in the fnterest of public, with immediate effect.

T

1

1

' f

S
I & Discipline) Kuli:
i

t

(NAM ULLAH WAZIR 

District&,Se'ssions.Judge; 
Peshawar.

»

9 :\ •.
t

• Dated Peshawar, the_l_P^ /2024.1 ; No.io6 (00) "\^

. Copy forwarded .for inf ormation/necessary action to:

1. The Registrar, Peshawar High Court, Pesha.war.
2. The Member.tns.pection Team, Peshawar High Court, Peshawar.
3. The.Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. . * . 

' 4. The Assistant/Accountant, jessions'Couft, Peshavvar
■■■ 5. The Assistant/ACC, Sessions Court, Peshawar 

6. Offici-'^l concerned.

f

t»

.1

. District & Sessions Judge, ■ 
Peshawar

' if . t.

I
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. BEFORE THE HQN*BLE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE, ,
3
^ • • . PESHAWAR HIGH COURT PESHAWAR iB>:--t.

4j • - r ’
I •I

1
• T«S f

jt Ex-Seriiro ScalelOi'an ' S/o Noroz Khan,
Court Peshawar R/o Village Da^ '

Mehboob. Ali 
Stenographer,, Sessions 

Jadeed, Tehsil Pabbi, District. Nowshera.

;•
>
• * *.

f

AppellantI'
r

1
{* *v:

\ ■

VERSUS *
I

f

r
’ •The Hon’ble Registrar Peshawar High .Court Peshawar.• -1. •

2; The Hon’ble District & Sessions Judge. Peshawar.,
f

f
1

........ Re.spondents.• s

I

*

IN b EX 1
t. ^

Pages 'AnnexDescrintibn of DocumentsS;No __________ _______  .
' I ; i~~| Departmental Appeal - . ..

? •

't

9^ •Affidavit__
Application ■ ;to
counsel________________

■4,. Copy of the Impugned Order. .
, dated' 16.08.2024 

”5., Iwakalat Nama

i.'

produce his•3.
, r

1 , .•
A.' T

I'I.

f

H/y >
I •

Appellant -
Mehboob Ali Khan 

. Ex-Senior Scale Stenographer 

BPS-ie
Through

I

<.

\
i •

f W'"tTNAWAR KHAN
/

I f*. •

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar
r 1 .

f
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BEFORE THg HON^BLE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE,

PESHAWAR HIGH COURt PESHAWAR
•;

V

• 1

9
1 ■Mehboob' .Ah' Khan’ S/o - Nproz. Khan, • •Ex,-Senipr . Scale '

Sessions 'Court Peshawar R'/o Village Da^

■t

1

Stenographer,
.'Jadeed, Tehsil Pabbi, District Nowshera..

»
> '

\
Appellant

f

VERSUS.

1. The Hon’ble Registrar Peshawar High Court Peshawar
2. The Ho.h’ble District 8& Sessions, Judge Peshawar.

t

Respondents

, ,•
T

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE
ORDER BEARING ENDORSEMENT NO.

DATED 16.08.2024 .106^0014476-79
'X PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT NO 2, 

iraEREBY. THE ! APPELLANT WAS

be COMPULSORYORPEIRED TO 

RETIRED FROM 

SERVIcfe. UNDER RULE. 4(1UBWII) OF

government

I

PAKHTUNKHWATHE KHYBER
GOVERNMENT. SERVICE. EFFICIENCY
AND prSCIPLINARY RULES. 2011 IN THE

's
I

WITHINTEREST OF PUBLIC,
, 1

■ IMMEIDIATE EFFECT.
1 :
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.I^rayer:
.•

t

( .
I

.*
t < 1

On acceptance; of the /instant Departmental Appeal 

the. impugned Order dated, 16.08.3024 may kindly be set. 

aside and the Appellant may kindly be reinstated into his . 

service with all back benefits.

t.
V.

'I. ’

! j
*.

f

t . .* I

\
I1

f

Respectfully Sheweth; • ', '

' ■ " 1'.. That ttie appellant is peaceful and law abiding citizein 

of Pakistan and' is.
•4. .

fijndamentar rights guaranteed 

■ constitution of Pakistan.

»
I

i-
T

entitled • for ail the legal arid- .
under . the \

1

•. ; V

I

I
. 1

.That the. appellant wafe.. working as ' Senior .Scale , 

Stenographer BPS-^IS in the Court,-of Learned ■ 
■ ' Additipri^.District & Sessions Judge-XVII, Peshawar.

■ ..'2.
t

4 •« .

e

I

1
t

■ '3-. , That from 15.08.2024, the appellant was availing the-.

sumnier, ''vacations., ’ when ori 17.08.2024, .he ,was
' ■ ^ informed' through' telephonically by Ba.iliff of the

'Court concerned ,that .an '.order, was issued on
16.08.2024 of compulsory retirement of the. Appellant - 

• ’ , ' '. * , ’

' ’ ' • . * * ' •* .

and copy of the same was sent, to the appellant 

■ through. WhatsApp': (Copy of .the Impugned 6r4er ' 

dated 16’p8;2024 is attached as anhexure A)

t

1

• -i

f
J

V

.'4., ..That the appellant challenge^ the. impugned through • 

this departmental Appeal, inter' alia on- the. following
' • * ’ . * . ' ' • * . T •

• ' ' ' grounds: / •

f T
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If

I
I1

*'• ♦ T O..'
r . *

Grounds:

\ <« i •*
f

Vf . f

^ f
i>r » \*

A. ; That the.' impugned Order , does not contain ' any. 
gi’pund on which it was, pasSecl.

r
;

1

f

t •!•
•. I

B-.. That the 'requirement of law, was not fulfilled while

passing the impugned-order. •

C:.'That the’ .proceedings . against the appellant were.■ 

against the law / mles'pn the subject.' , ■

f

! • •>.
I ** \

. , , D..; That -the' .proceedings against the' appellant were ■: 
’ without lawful authority.T '•» •

1

t

That'ho evidence or proof was, ever collected against' 

the appellant .or shown to the appellant.

. E.' ■
T

I «T

•
F. That no.-proper /. fair- opportunity of hearing and '

. f , ,

defence was provided to the appellant. t.
\ •

T

That the. appellant'was condemned unheard.- ''at' * \

r

That neither any evidence is recorded / examined nor , ;
^ ‘ opportunity of cross exarnination etc' was granted 'to

s ; • ‘

tlie appellant.

•- H.'

\

f1f

I
■That l(ing standing-services of the appellant without 

any adverse ehtr}^ was ignored.

. ....

* ,

r;
That the,'penalty'impos.ed on the appellant is too . * 

harsh.
It .*\ \V r \t, • \s1 *1T 1
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•JPrayer

On acceptance of the instant Departmental Appeal, 

the impugned Order .dated 16.,0,8.2024 may kindly be. set

aside and. the Appellant , may kindly be reinstated into hi?
,'•1, '
service with all back benefits;

.j,

it

r.*'

r
\
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.1 •

pellarit^ i ■Ha- V
I

t. ehbopb JUi Khan 

Ex>Senior Scale Stenographer 
BPS-ie

;

Tlirbiigh
, .•

1

MUI^lWAR khan
/.

Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar
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RRFQRE TBtE HON’BtE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGl^ 

PRSH AWAR high court PESHAWAR.

<1

•/.
1

1f;
I

s

Ex-S.enior Scale •-!<:han;.' S/o Noroz ■' .Khan 

Sessions ' Court Peshawin- R/o Village Dagi
■ Mehboob Ali.

■ ■ Sienograp.her,
Jadeecl, Tehsil PaSbi, District Nowshera.

)

r Appellant :

VERSUS •w

■ h;'The Hc-n'ble Registrar Peshawar High Court Peshawar
■ 2\ The Htin’ble,District & Sessions Judge Peshawar. .

.... Respondents

, affidavit .
.r

T

•I 'Mehboob./AU' Khan S/o Noroz Khan, Ex-Senior Scale ‘
Court' Peshawar R/o Village pagi • .. Stenographer, S'Cssions i •

Jadeed Tehsil Pabbi', District •Nowshera,. do hereb^^ solemmy
■ ' affirm and declare, on''oath ..thafcontents pf the. instant Appeal ■

.. are true and correct to the best' of my. knowledge and belief a^d 

\ ■ nothing ha's been^kepf c.oncealed fronr.this Hon hie Court.
I

. I
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Vt

;«•• .
V

:

*.t
f

1

1

f
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* . j^EFORE THE HOW’BLE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE,
VKRHAVjAIt HIGH. COURT PESHAWAR

;
I
I

>Ex-Seniol' 'Scale •• MehbOcilj All Khah S/p.' Noi'.o:^ Khan 

Srcnographer; Sessions' Court, Peshawar 

■ Jadec'cl’,' tehsil Pabbi,; District-Nowshera.- ,

»t
3

R/o Village Dagi

...Appellant1

r
fVERSUS •
V

1.' The Mon’b'le.Registrar.Pe.shawar High Court Peshawar'. 

'2. the 'Hon’ble' Disl;rict.&. Sessions Judge Peshawar.

Respondents

.* :
I

. application FOR ALLOWING THE APPELLANT TO *\

Pl^ODUCE THE COUNSEL ON HIS BEHALF
.

ResjDectfully. She'wcth',

That thie-dbove titled Departmental Appeal is being.by,
w * '

apijei'l.ant.beldre.your .Good office..

. 1.' ■

.r

I,

That the'>.ppellant;'wants ,to produce the counsel ■/, ■- 

•advocate,on his behalf. • j .

I

•3. : That there' is no legal bar, on acceptance of thi^ .
i .. »

Application.
»

•i

/
\
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:
It is thijr^fore, prayed that bn acceptance of this 

the appeUant may kindly be allowed to 

pro.dtice the cb tinsel ./ advocate on his behalf.

t S.!
♦H

Application, i-4
1 >
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I;
!i '• I •

5;
• f

>Appellant
f

Menboob Ali Khaii
Ex-Senior Scale Stenographer
BPS-16

L-

•-•tj I , I-. •
I

1 t*.I / »I

1

I

Through r.«
ht

/ ♦

munawar khanI f

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar . ,
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PisTRic r JUDici^KiMi:l^@
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i •t

Dlviiluii, If •otdcfca;^W;.DC,Wmpuljory,.rctii:cd from'government 'A-rvlcc,.

I •V.

’.Jr )nsf
• i

t. .) rI .. H- ■

■ •i('KIO(fO (lie kliyber P.ikhtuoVHw.i Cbvcmmcnl Scrv.inii (Efficiency•-'i>lrt l'{||li

f
<1

' .'• Ill', ip'.iii) (^.|[..•■., ;»oii.:ln th'eintcrcst of piibUc>.idi immediate effect'.

.5.*' ■
; A • >

'■K&.t
■ (INAMULUHWAZIR) 

DIsirict A Sessions fudRC, 
Pcsh.iwar.

ri/. iiir. (OO)Minu—'\<\ . ■’ 'Dated r^sh.war, the ■/ oQ. /?o?.i 

.C-fii'.y 'lu\ iv<o(/c;(/ for InfcrmaUo^nec&ssary action :o:

i f t .I, *. .
1

^ St'

I. lit.; Itc/'litr.i/-, p.tishawar High Court, Pcsh.T.v.ir.,
'. llif.' Momher Inspicc.tionTca/n, Peshawar ITIgh Court, Pcshn^va^.

3. rito Accooriiant Ccncral, Khyber Pakhtunkinva, Peshawar.
- r,: flu;.Asslstant/Acebuniant, Sessions Coyrt^r-'eshav/ar 

.'Hie As5lscont/ACC, Sessions Court'Pc'shasv.-ir .

•> 6 .oVfIcMl concerned. -
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I . t

•• Districts Sessions Judge,/• -

Peshawar
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