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Application in Appeal No. 1370/2018j

.V«;
V

■?

Muhammad Ali, appellant/ Applicant in person.31.1.2019

iIn the instant application for withdrawal of service; I

appeal No. 1370/18, it is noted that inadvertently the f

service appeal was filed by appellant against an order

which was not final. It is prayed that the said appeal may I

be withdrawn with permission to file a fresh appeal in

case any final order is passed by the department/

respondents.

The application is allowed and the appeal in hand is

dismissed as withdrawn with permission to file fresh one,

if need be. File be consigned to the record room.

'Member ' Chai: an

ANNOUNCED
31.01.2019
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^fBEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

P<aJ«bf«ki.wa
S«4-vlee TpfttunaJ CM.NO. /2019

INOiary No, / ^
Service Appeal No.1370/2018

Muhammad Ali ,
.. .PETITIONER/ APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Government of KPK & others
...RESPONDENTS

^ CLOONH*^

V}Ct( ' SERVICE APPEAL NO.1370/2018

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING & WITHDRAWAL1
INDEX

S.No. Description of Document Annexure Page No.

Application alongwith affidavit1. 1-2

Copy of the letter dated 20th December 20182. . “A”

Dated:- 34/^>^72019 ...PETITP /APPELLANT 
IN PERSON
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

CM.NO. /2019
IN

Service Appeal No,1370/2Q18

Muhammad Ali
...PETITIONER/ APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Government of KPK & others
...RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL NO.1370/2018

APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING
SOLICITING WITHDRAWAL OF TITLE
SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the title Service Appeal is pending adjudication before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal whose next date of hearing is 19.02.2019. '

2. That inadvertently petitioner filed the title service appeal against an 

order, impugned herein, which was not final order.

3. That vide another office order No.SO(Estt)/FE&WD/l-43/2008/Vol- 

11/6108-14 dated 20^^ December 2018, the Department concerned 

again diverted the. petitioner towards so-called, illegal and void 

inquiry which is pending but the same is against the judgment of this 

Honourable Tribunal dated 19.03.2018 vide which this Honourable 

Tribunal passed gracious order as under:-

''resume the proceedings from the stage as mentioned above and 

decide the same within 60 days from the receipt of this judgment 

failing which the appellant shall be deemed to have been reinstated 

in service”.

-1-
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i- (Copy of the letter dated 20*^ December 2018 is annexed as 

Annexure “A”)

That the Department concerned violated the gracious directions 

contained in above mentioned judgment and bypassed the same by 

conducting denovo inquiry against the spirit of the aforementioned 

judgment. ,

4.

That appellant / petitioner was left in a closed street by the 

Department hence petitioner persuadably filed the title appeal.

5.

PRAYER;

On acceptance of this application it is, therefore, prayed that the title 

service appeal may graciously be ordered to be withdrawn with the 

leave to file fresh appeal if any final order is passed by the 

Department concerned.

Dated:- 34/^-4-/2019 ...PETITTONER /-APPELLANT
IN PERSON

AFFIDAVIT:
I, Muhammad Ali son of Anwar Ajaz Ali, C/o Raja Muhammad Iqbal, House 

No.KL-97, Near Aaj Newspaper, Kehal, Tehsil & District Abbottabadpetitioner/ 

appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of 

instant application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge anti belief and 

that nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Court.

Dated:- 3l/oi-/2019

-2-
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
FORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

NO.SO(Estt)/FE&WD/l-43/2008/Vol-II/^/^/ 
Dated Peshawar the, 20^^ December, 2018 ^

M. To
The Chief Conservator of Forests, 
Central & Southern Forest Region-I, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

Subject: SERVICE APPEAL NO. 30/2017 MUHAMMAD ALI rEX-FOREST
RANGER) VERSUS GOVT. OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH
SECRETARY FORESTRY EVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT.

I am directed to refer to your letter No. 1778-80/E dated 27.11.2018 on 
the subject noted above and to say that Rule-17(l) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 and Rule-3 of the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appeal) Rules, 1986 provides that ”an accused who has 
been awarded any penalty under these rules may, within 30-davs from the date of
communication of the order, prefer departmental appeal to the appellant authority''. 
Whereas the subject case is under process and no final orders have yet been issued by 
the appointing authority, therefore, the Ex Forest Ranger namely Muhammad Ali does 
not have the right to prefer departmental appeal against the office order No. 172, dated 
06-06-2018 in which the de-novo enquiry has been constituted under Ruie-14 (6) of 
E&D Rules, 2011 by the competent authority i.e.. Chief Conservator of Forest Region-I, 
in light of decision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal.

However, the Appellate Authority has considered the departmental appeal 
of Muhammad Ali, Ex Forest Ranger and rejected. Therefore, it is advised that the 
Inquiry Committee may be directed to complete the de-novo inquiry proceedings as 
according to the Provincial Government instructions, the court and departmental 
proceedings may start from an identical charge(s) and can run parallel to each other.

(Hafiz Abdul Jalil)
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

Endst: No. & Date even

Copy is forwarded for information to:

1. Chief Conservator of Forests, Northern Forest Region-II, Abbottabad.
2. Sheikh Amjad, Conservator of Forest/Director CD&GAD/Chairman of Inquiry 

Committee.
3. Syed Muqtada Shah, Divisional Forest Officer, Patrol Squad Lower Hazara Forest 

Circle, Abbottabad/Member of Inquiry Committee.
4. Section Officer (Lit), FE&W Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
5. Muhammad Ali, Ex Forest Ranger, Forest Department c/o Muhammad Hafeez (R), 

Divisional Engineer Telephones, Near Degree College for Girls, Kunj Ground, 
Abbottabad. He is directed to appear before the inquiiy committee as and when 
asked by the inquiry committee.

6. PS to Secretary, FE&W Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

SECTION OFFICERTESTT)
\Xcj(v
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Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1370/2018Ca5e No.

j Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3
.1

05/11/2018 The appeal of Mr. Muhammad AN received today by post may 

be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the Worthy 

Chairman for proper order please.

1-T
;1
,1

\>
I

REGISTRAR!
•]

This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at A.Abad for 

preliminary hearing to be put up there on

.1 2-:!

t

AIRMAN
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No?P^7^/20i8

Muhammad AH APPELANT

VERSUS

The Government of K P K and other RESPONDENTS

INDEX

S. No. Description of Document Annexure Page No.

Service Appeal along with affidavit1. 1-5
Notification Dated 29 August 2011 «A«2. 6
Judgment Dated 16.02.2016 "B"3- 7—9
Impugned order dated 22/08/2016 tiQff4. 10
Order dated 20.10.2016 "D"5- 11—12
Office Order dated 13.12.20166. u^}f 13
Judgment Dated 19.03.2018 {i^9f7- 14—18

8. Show cause notice UQff 19—20
Show cause notice reply ii^ff9- 21—25
Preliminary objections uyf10. 26—28
Copy of Master Roll11. Ujff 29
Written report dated 13.06.201112. 30
Oath statement13- 31—32
Impugned Letter dated 06.06.2018 «M"14 33
Pervious charge sheets once again15 "N" 34—38

16 Appeal for interim Relief 10.07.2018 UQft 39—40

APPELI SON

i

(MUHAMMAD ALIf Dated:-03/11/2018
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BEFORETHE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICF

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

K^;»yber Pakht
oei-vc fr. -I . «J<Inva *ribu»iijs

l£sgService Appeal No. /2018 Dinry

»ateu£<5.^_n|

Muhammad Ali S/o Anwar Ajaz Ali Ex- Range Forest Officer Kohistan 

Watershed Forest Division Besham, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

APPELLANTt • •

VERSUS

1. The Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary to Government Environment 
Department, KPK, Peshawar.

2. CCF-I, Central Southern Forest Region -I, Shami road Peshawar.

3. The CCF-II Northern Region-11, Abbottabad,

...RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION NO 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

|le<ato-«STRIBUNAL ACT 1974 READ WITH SECTION 19 OF GOVERNMENT OF 

' PAKHTUNKHWA SERVANTS (EFFICINY AND DISCIPLINE)

rules, 2011 ACANST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER NO. 172 DATED 

06/06/2018 WAS PASSED FOR DE-NOVO INQUIRY PROCEDING 

AGANST THE LAW AND FACTS BY CCF-I AND WITHOUT SOLVING THE 

OBJECTIONS RAISED IN THE PERSONAL HEARING THROUGH REPLY 

AND PRELIMINARILY OBJECTION AGAINST THE COMPLAINANTS OF

THE CHARGE SHEETS THAT WERE ACCUSED BEFORE ISSUEING THE 

CHARGE SHEETS.

1



Respectfully Sheweth;

. That the August Tribunal court in 1®* Service Appeal had directed to the 

appellant authority to decide the competent authority of the appellant either 
“that the CCF-II is the incompetent authority and the Chief Conservator of 
Forests Central South Forest Region-1 Khyber Pakhtunkhuwa Peshawar (CCF-I) 
is the competent authority of the appellant.

(Notification Dated 29 August 2011 is attached as annex- A, Judgment dated 

16.02.2016 is attached as annex- B)

2. That the Chief Conservator of Forests Central South Forest Region-1 Khyber 

Pakhtunkhuwa Peshawar (CCF-I), has to cover the technical and 

factual lacunas in execution petition which wos filled, by issuing a 

impugned order dated 22/08/2016 to uphold tinne barred old impugned 

order dated 25/08/2014.

new

(Impugned order dated 22/08/2016 is attached as Annex-C)

3. That the August Tribunal Court order in execution petition set aside that 
order of 22/08/2016 on 20/10/2016 and also the salaries of the appellant 
authority and CCF-II were attached.

(Order dated 20.10.2016 attached as annex-D)

4- That the appellate authority, to release their salaries, conducted personal 
hearing on 06/12/2016 and decided the departmental appeal of the appellant by 

upholding the decision of the CCF-I dated 22/08/2016, despite of the fact that
the same order was already set aside by the August Tribunal Court 
20/10/2016.

on

(Office Order dated 13.12.2016 attached as annex-E)

5. That the appellant filed 3''‘' Service Appeal No. 30/2017 against the order 

dated 13/12/2016 which was decided on 19/03/2018.

(Judgment Dated 19.03.2018 attached as annex-F)

6. That the CCF-II issued the show cause notice and thereafter called for personal 
hearing.

2



(Show cause notice attached as annex-G)

7- That the appellant submitted show cause notice reply.

(Show cause notice reply attached as annex-H)

8. That the appellant had appeared for hearing in person on 12/05/2018 in the 

office of the CCF-I Peshawar, and submitted written preliminarily objections 

about,Inquiry Procedinds, inquiry findings and the impugned order Issued by
the Incompetent authority without conducting the personal hearing.

(Preliminary objections attached as annex-1, copy of Master Roll attached as 

annex-J, written report dated 13.06.2011 attached as annex-K, and Oath 
statement attached as annex-L)

9. That the concerned CCF-I in order to deviate from the clear cut direction as 

contained In judgment dated 19/03/2018, passed an impugned letter de- 

novo inquiry dated 06I06I2018. This act of the CCF-1 is entirely based on
malafide and the department is proceeding against the aforementioned 
judgment.

(Impugned Letter dated 06.06.2018 attached as annex-M)

10.That the CCF-1 did not decide the above written preliminarily 

objections through counter charge sheets and issued exact pervious 

charge sheets once again.

(Issued exact pervious charge sheets once again attached as annex-N)

11. That the appellant had submitted Appeal for mtenm relief to the 

Appellate Authority against the office letter No. 172, dated 06/06/2018 

dated: 10/ 07/2018 and not decided.
on

(Appeal for Interim Relief 10.07.2018 attached as annex-O)

GROUNDS

A. That Sardar Muhammad Sultan, the then CCF-M was incompetent authority 

who did not conduct any persona/ hearing and issued impugned order 
directly.

3



B. The appellate Authority failed to obey the judgment dated 16.02.2016. 
Therefore, it is proved that the order of compulsory retirement issued by 

the CCF-ll was factitious*^

C That the respondents authorized Mr. Ameenul Islam SDFO Siran Forest 
Division Mansehra to attend the proceedings of the August Tribunal Court 
and he attended the court proceedings and gave arguments on behalf of 
the respondents on 19/03/2018. The same Judgment report was submitted 

to the respondents therefore the date of knowledge is the same as the 

date of the judgment

D. That the complainants of the charge sheets that were accused before 

issuing the charge sheet while concealing the facts thus making the inquiry 
proceedings against the law.

E. That the GCF-l did pot decide the above written preliminarily 

objections through counter charge sheets and issued exact 

pervious charge sheets once again.

F. That the CCF-l willfully violated and disobeyed the Judgment dated 

19I03I2018. The August Tribunal Court directed the CCF-l to decide the 

same within 60 days from the receipt of this judgment failing which the 

appellant shall be deemed to have reinstated in service. The issue of back 

benefits in case of reinstatement shall be subject to the rules on the, subject.

G. That the CCF-l passed an impugned letter de-novo inquiry dated 

06/06/2018. This act of the CCF-l is entirely based on malafide and the 

department is proceeding against the aforementioned judgment.

H. I hat the appellant submitted an appesl against the de-novo inquiry to the 

appellate Authority and did not decide the same appeal..

1. That the appellant is having no other remedy then to file this Execution 
Petition. ^

The appellant Prays for the compliance/ Enforcement of the aforesaid 

Judgment/order dated 19/03/2018 of August Tribunal in letter and spirit and 

impugned order dated 25/08/2014 issued by incompetent authority may very 

kindly be set-aside and appellant be reinstated with all back benefits.

4
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Ex- Forest Range Office, Date: ^ 5 / M/2018, Cel! No. 0315-3199931

Posting address: c/o Muhammad Hafeez (r) Divisional engineer Telephones 

Degree college for Girls kunj ground Abbottabad
near

AFFIDAVIT

Muhammad Ali s/o Anwar Ajaz Ali Ex-Range Forest Officer Kohistsan Water Shad 

Forest Division Besham, do hereby solemnly affirmed declare on Oath that all the 

contents of the accompanied Execution Petition are true and correct to the best of 
my knowledge and noting has been concealed or withheld from this Honorable

Vi
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PESHAWAR

Service Appeal Wo. ■
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/2015

Muhammad Ali s/o Anwer Aja^ 

Shad

Pakhtunkhwa.........

AH Ex-Range Forest Officer Kohistan 

Division
Water Forest Desham Khyber

.....APPELLANT
! ‘ VERSUS

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary : to 

Environment

>>I 1. Government 

Gpvernment, 

P<ikhtunkhwa Peshawar.
Department Khyber*ir.

.1

L ■ ^“^servator Forests,

p Sardar Muhammad 

^ Forests, Northern Region-II, 

4. Chief Conservat

Northern Region-II, Abbottabad. 

Sultan the then Chief Conservator

Abbottabad.

Forest ■
or of Forests, 

Peshawar
Central Southern

respondents

appeal UNDER' 
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OVERNMENT 
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OFFICE

SECTION NO 4

ACT 1974 READ
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SECTION 19 OF 

SERVANTS
DISCIPLINE) RULES, 2011 AGANST 

25/08/2014 WHEREBY 
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Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Maglstrat^e^^^^

parties where necessary- - .. fi/.:............................ .. ................ ... feU-----.-44!|
: ^ ^

ate of Order

roceedings. •
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■ KHY8ER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 100/2015

(Muhammad Ali-vs-Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 
Environment Department, Peshawar and others).

#

C JUDGMENT16.02.2016

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDl. CHAIRMAN:

. Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Pervaiz, Range Forest Officer 

alongwith Mr. -Muhammad Saddique, Senior Government Pleader for

respondents present.

2. Muhammad Ali, Ex-Range Forest Officer, hereinafter referred to as fhe
■ I

appellant, has preferred the instant appeal under Section-A of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the impugned order 25.8.2014 

vide which the appellant was compuisorily retired from service under the 

provisions of NWFP Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 on 

the allegations of involvement in illegal activities.

'at*-'

c
c.
•s..

\-fc
.£'.i

3. Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal are that the appellant was 

serving as Range Forest Officer, Kohistan Watershed Forest Division, Besham 

when subjected to inquiry on, the allegations of corruption, misconduct and 

inefficiency and videjmpugned order dated 25.8.2014 compulsorily retired from 

service where-agaihst he preferred departmental appeal on 16.9.2014 which 

was not responded and hence the instant service appeal on 10.2.2015.

:/

a CoVici vy^

• r. ;

■fn ■ :
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4. ■ ’We have heard ap>eliant in person as we!! as leTarned Senior Govt. 

Pleader on behalf of official respondents and perused the record.

5. The stance taken before us. was that the impugned order was passed by 

the Chief Conservator of Forests, Northern Forest Region-!!, Abbottabad who 

was not competent authority as the competent authority was the Chief 

Conservator of Forests, Central Southern Forest Region (Region-1) as reflecting in 

the Notification dated, 29th August 2012. This stance of the appellant 

Other grounds taken in departmental appeal were not decided by the appellate 

authority. The stance taken by the appellant is of far-reaching effect-and we,

appropriate to direct that th^gToufl^taken by the

as well as

C
therefore, deem it more

appellant in departmental appeal

first instance within a period of 30 days from the date -vvz-:

of receipt of g^this

judgment and if the appellant is still aggrieved of any such; ori^' 

departmental authority he

the :

may then re-agitate his grievances before 

Tribunal in service appeal afresh. The appeal is disposed of in the above tern^. 

No order as to costs. File be consigned to the

the

record room.

.................dki>u .
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^ J .
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ISSUED BY MR. MUHS;<Qv1AD sIDdS'^KH^ _____ ^
conservator of FORKT^FN^R AT^^trr^S^ KHATTAK CHIEF
ichyberpakhtunkhwSeshawar southern forest REGION-I

:

men.oned«.hecha.ge..hee.sand„ntof4SLrd^^^^ -

Forest Ran^, S^^reXoMSby^tm ol?reXiM T t°'I! *° *«

J^ger. which were not convincing an/the charees notices of the Forest
The Chief Conservator of Fores^Northem Forfst RfgSn n established,
order of the accused Forest Raneer vide nf=fir*a a ^xt -^^^ottabad issued compulsorily retirement challenged by the accused Fo^ L®r « XZ^

Service Tribunal Peshawar. The Khyber Pakhtunkbw q in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

and !

!
i

i

Forestry

I
^ ;

;
...■? ^f .

(MuhammadSiddiqueKhanKhattak) ' 
Chief Conservator of Forests 

Central Southern Fore'll Region-I 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

(■

)

c..I_ ,No. f
. t A *.

Copy forwarded for inforreatiou and neUsary action to tlre:-

1' sSonorr^ftT^^^^
Wildlife Department Peshawar of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Forestry Environment &

■ De7^em?«w“°“''“‘°™^'’“'’^dmkh
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Execution Petition

)u Service Appeal No. 100/2015
/2016

Muhammad Ali S/o Anwar Ajaz Ali Ex-F 

Kohistan . Water Shad 

Pakhtunkhwa.

orest Officer
Forest Division Beshan Khyber

■

i-
li

Appellantc
versds

The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
Government, Environment Department Khyber Pakhtnnkhwa 

Peshawar ^
2. The 

Abbottabad.
3. The Sardar Muhammad 

Forest Northern Region-II,
^ 4. The Chief Conservator 

AIT^TE&gion (Region-I) Peshawar.

1.

to

Chief Conservator Forest, Northern Region-II,

m Sultan the then Chief Conservator 

Abbottabad.
of Forests, Central Southern Forest

^RespondentsINER

'"te:USS';»Ecu-noN TOPeshawaf THE

judgment

ORDER 

BE SET
appellant be restated

H i
H It

■E

dated 16/02/2016,

DATED 25/08/2014

aside and

and th:e impugned
WHICH MAY KINDLY

■

i

THE
•fiN fA I

-J

11
{
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I20.10.201,6C’’ Petitioner in 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddi
person and Mr. Aminul i

Islam, SDFO
icjue, Sr.GP for the respondents 

22.08.2016 submittedpresent. Copy of order dated 

which the according to 

tJie departmental
eompelcni. aulhority has decided

appeal of the petitioner. i
.. D 53 'Pi 

i'' f:' o’o’ 0 s?: a 
[■' c-vj '-i-'j P

Ji] K-) hi

*' g °
I ^ '

■

f

It is observed with 

well as the competent authority I 

manners destructive 

.1,. , , , y:p2:20I6, The said order

ordcj-

The

. r-‘ concern that the

las decided the i

o IC'
appellate authprity as 

- issue in the mode 
to the order of this Tribunal dated

f

'•y

and

r
cannot be thereforeI

^ Eh ^;; ■✓
considered as an 

with the .judgment of this Tribunal.1 -Passed in accordance 

J*-idgment thus 

respondents No. I &

!:•
:

y.!> I remained un-implemented. Salaries f
of. )

;2 are therefore?•I f '•x;
attached. In 

Partmental appeal in the mode and

! I ')ir case thei : fcspondonts Ihil to decide deI
■ f' V:'- ' ■ ■, ..

1^ - mannpfsy required
1 ‘1i\ i T' I!! i i then further ;

coercive
‘1'^tontion in civil pnson will be considered\ measures including 

against the defaulting 

report on 22.12.2016

i
. tI\ i

\ fofficer. '{' 

before vS.13

I N o come tip for implementati 
at camp court, Abbottabad.

tv :I ioni
. I

ic I-
Ietf

‘<h

X2>v^,::>ar?

i

!

i

IZ ;;•
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government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
forestry, environments wildlife department

NO.SO(Estt)/Envt/I-5/06/MF ^
Dated Peshawar: 13*^ December, 20i6

Mr. Muhammad AN,
Ex-Forest Range Officer,
Near Aaj Newspaper,
Kehal Abbottabad.

APPEAL/RFQUEST for lliCTiTfSubject; - I

to setting aside the impugned order No- 17 Sed PfB’ 1 ^^P^^'^ber, 2014 relating

compulsorily retirement from Lvernment Penalty of (
findings/recommendations Of the InniiiRf rn keeping in view the

Servants (Appointment, Promotion and Tranctfi [ d Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil 
S^aSSktiiMflijllgs , Transfer) Rules, 1989 vide ;c /■

2)

your referred appeal dated September^'4 pleased to reject
grounds/footing/unsupportive/lacksofcpnsid'erablLvidlceffaSs”^ ^ '"9"'

©
Endst: ^jn; 5^ date pvah

Copy is forwarded for informati
r (Estt)

on to:-N
Khyber Pakhtunl<-h\Ar=. •

- PaSSkh" f^wS'S "A to his Judgmeas

r*"' “ *™s;'N?s'-BaTo;
letter No: AG-KP/PR-os/^STyJfs h P^^^awar w/r to his

3, SconseS"' '°''/238-42, dated 29‘^ November, 2016 for simiS

'^4. Southern Forest Region-I, Peshawar
5- Contt. 'Peshawar.

' •;

wa.

r-. t
-}• u•7

■7

y ! V

Section Officer (Estt)I
/• .

-13 ■ -‘.i,-
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BEI'ORE the KHYBER PAKHTI fNKH-WA <;pp''/T/-p xrjri jat . PRSMA wap

CAMP COURT ABBOTXARA n '

. Appeal No. 30/2017/
i*'

Date of Institution ... 

Date of Decision
16:01.2017 

19.03.2018

'rn-' E>^-Range Forest Officer Kohistan Forest
SJied Forest Division BeshamKhyberPakhtunkhwa. , ui i oresl Watci

(Appellant)

. i

VERSUS
Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary to Government forestry 

Environment and Wildlife Department Peshawar and 2 others.

. • • • (Respondents)

.!;
1.

■ '

APPHLLA.N3'
Pj'O. se:.t

;
iMR. USMAN GHANl, 

District Attorney .1' iFor respondents. !.f • f:

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN, CHAIRMAN

MEMBER(Executive)
■f

^<hyber ;
Service Iribuisai, 

Feshawar

. judgment
i

© .MIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN rFiAreit/iAH. 

counsel for the parties heard and record perused. 

FACTS

;
iZ. Arguments of the Iccimed:t: I-

t

■ !

r

2. I he appellant was compufsoriJy-retired
i .

departmental appeal oh 16.09.2014 which 

appellant .filed

25.08.2014 against which he filedon
f

was not responded to and tliereaftcr the

a previous service appeal on 14.01.2015 which was decided :on
16.Q2.20I 6. This Tribunal vide order dated 16.02.2016 by accepting appeal of the.

;
appellant directed the departmental appell

authority to decide the pending appeal 

a period of 30 days and in case any Iresh order

ctepartmental. appellate authority then the appellant was given the right to

ate !

within
was . passed by the

i
rc-agiiate

i

•!

14I

•»
d:5!■
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through another service appeal. After this, judgpient the departmental appellate

'natter to Chief Consbrvator-I for deciding the disciplinaryauthority referred the

proceeding against the 

^ireqiion to ^the C.C-I

appellant (being competent authority). The reason for this

the ground that this Tribunal in the said Judg.ncnl 

compulsory retirement was

was on

observed that the final order of
passed by C:C-2 who

was not competent authority. Before the order of the C.C-1 dated 22.08.2016 the
appellant had filed an execution petition in this Tribunal tor the

execution of the
judgmeiH dated 16.02.2016. During pendency of that execution

petition the C!C-]
passed the order dated 22:08.2016 by upheldmg the earlier order passed by C.C-

2© dated 2^08.2014. But when this order was passed by C.C-1 on 25.08.2016 this
iribunal in the said 

appeal referred to the departmental

execution petition directed the appellate authority
to decide, the 

aside the order of 

appellate authority passed

appellate authority and set
C.C-1 daw 22.08.20,d, o. a,,, da,.„«„,.,

12.2016 upholding the order

execution petition on 22.12.2016 i

an
order 011.13.

ofCG-1. Ihe appellant then’withdrew the 

order to challenge the said order through regularin

scryjce,^peal then he filed the p
resent service appeal on 16.01.2017.

j

©' .
AI^GUiVIF.lv-r<;

crvicc'Ti-ibunai,. : 
Peshawar’

c
The appellant pr^? 

dated 22.08.2016
argued that the present impugned order passed by C.C 

affording him
M

was again passed without
personal hearing and

without issuing him the show
cause notice. That he was provided personal hearing 

iiiental appellate

by Ae departmental appellate a 

iitithority inaintaining tl
uthonty and the order of the depart

te order of C.C-1 dated 22.Q8.2016
was illegal.

On the other hand learned District Att 

appeal of the appellant was time barred. He 

of this Tribunal dated

orney argued that the present service 

t- He vehemently argued that in the judgment
•>

16.02.2016 ddepartment was given 30 days period for decision

i- iS
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of the departmental appeal and when the departmental appeal 

within the specified period the appellant had only

was not decided

30 days to file the present 

service-appeal. But the appellant filed the present service appeal after ten months of

f: more

the judgment of this Tribunal. He further argued that the' appellant had been

was a wrong fomm which could

upon the Judgment of 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan reported as PLD 2016 Supreme Court 872. Me

pursuing his remedy in execution petition which 

not enlarge the period of limitation. In this regard he relied

next contended that the C.C-1 was the competent authority and he had rightly 

i.|posed the penalty trom the stage where it was left by his predecessor i.e C.C ^ 

(Chief Conservator) as at that time tlrere was only one Chief Conservator when theC
proceedings were initiated against the appellant.

CONCLUSION

fhis Tribunal i. 5. IS first to decide the question of limitation 

learned District Attorney. The judgment dated 16.2.2016 

departmental appellate authority for decision of 

foiled to do within the specified time. There i 

the Tribunal fi

deemed to be a

as raised by the

gave thirty days time to the 

the departmental appeal which he

- - is no law whereby a direction issued by 

for decision of departmental appeal within specifiedc time would be

terminus a quo for the purpose pf limitation. Section 4 of the Khyber 

PakJitLinkhwa Service Tribunal Act,

by, file civil
1974 covers only departmental remedy availed

servant himself and not the departmental remedy 

Service Tribunal. Be as it may, the point as
on the direction of the

raised by the learned District Attorney is 

upon by the appellant of thehypertechnical and Judgment relied 

Court of Pakistan
august Supreme

saves all those appeals due to bonafide mistake in choosing proper 

forum, ibis Iribunal is, therefore, of the vi

of his legal right on the basis of such
view that the appellant cannot be deprived 

hypertechnical ground. If this arg^^g



ip 4
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- i \ granted, then what would be the legal effect 

order passed by the departmental authority after 

:rhe appellant In order to get the judgment of 

execution .petition and it 

.'that the 

months.

of oiders ol C.C-i after six montlis andr-:

months instead of thirty days, 

this fribunal implemented filed

nine
li

was onJy after issuing coercive 

departmental authority passed tiie orders
measures by this 'rribunal 

aflei six months and then nine

6- the moot question is whether the departmental appellate authorilv

: • eC-2, perhaps ladks the

depai-tmental appellate

speciticaily decide this i
I

reaching the conclusion that it was the C.C-1

did

^^hich it
powers to issue the orders and

authority was directed to apply his^il mind and then

But the departmental appellate authority, perhaps after 

who could pass the order referred the

issue:
Vy'

M matter to C.C-1 wt» ,h=

Again this Tribunal i

22.0«0I6 .ppe,
m execution petition set aside that order of P_X'2.

meet (he -23spirit ol the judgment dated 16.02.2016
^gPartmental appellate authority while - p ^25"

deciding the appeal did
not answer the question of the i

of competency of C.C-Iissue
or C.C-2 and only rejected the departmental appeal of the a 

% decision of CC-l dated 22.08.2016.
C' ■ PpeJIant by upholding 

Paradoxical situation is that order Of. r-

2:2-.;0.8.20I6 was set aside by dns Tribunal
on 20.10.2016 then how 

oirder which 

to be a technical

could the 

was set aside by this 

ground in favour of the 

accepted that it 

proceedings up to ■' 

competent authority (Chief Conservator) . 

enquiry report to C.C-2 (incompetent

departmental appellate authority uphold the 

fribunal. Secondly, if thisris lalcen

■ department then the departmental 

notC..C-2 butC.C.l who 

the enquiry Were made 

. but from the

appellate authority himself 

the competent.authority. The whole
was

was

the orders of the 

stage of submission of the

on

: -£' if- Klsy^r
Seivjce 'IrTbcijal.
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authority) the whole proceedings vitiated thereafter. The C.C-1 was then required to 

have seized the matter from the stage of submission of enquiry report. The next step 

was to issue .show cause notice to the appellant tentatively deciding the imposing of 

penalty or otherwise by asking him to submit reply of the said show cause notice. 

And then should have alforded him personal hearing and thereafter should have 

decided the same. But the C.C~1 did not issue show cause notice etc.

Phis 'Iribunal reaches the conclusion that the proceedings before the C.Ol 

culminating into order dated 22.08.2016 cannot be sustained in the eyes of law nor 

the departmental appellate authority could maintain the said order. The C.C-I is 

therefore, diiected to rcsume the proceedings from the stage as mentioned above and 

same within 60 days trom_the receipTof this ji^gment failing which the t 

appellant shall be 'deemed to have been reinstated in service, 'fhe issue of back 

benofiu^ in case ol reinstatement shall be subject to the rules on the subject. Partips 

aie left ,to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record

i/ .A

7. •„

©

i

room.

/
i i

VS-
I (N /vkMUH\ A' D KHAN)A

C' t . CHAIRMAN 
CAMP COURT ABBO'n'ABD.\

/
\

(AHMAD FIASSAN) 
MEMBER

. ANNOUNCF.n 
19:03.2018 Date FreseutaiSiffiEis of ^ ^

NMSHbeE* of ’Words__________________ ______
Copytesg Fee.

Sr, a
■ S.

Naraie of
Bgato of Cosuplection cf

of 0©Hv®ry of Copy__^

V*."='Vi
i%

A'!

%



Chief Conservator of Forests 
Central Southern Forest Region-1 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Shami Road Peshawar 
Ph: 091-9212177 Fax#9211478 

E-mail:_ccfforesl:s.pes!i@gmai].r-nrn 
^ /04/2018

r

No. Dated Peshawar the
To

Muhammad Ali,
Ex-Range Forest Officer,
C/O Divisional Forest Officer 
Siran Forest Division Mansehra

Subject: -

Memo:-

End: As above.
O

ChieOS^Sia;^ 
\CentraI 

iChyber Palmtui

mwrests 
West Region-I 

(wa Pesmwaf

No. /E,

Copy in continuation of this 
forwarded to the:-

1. Chief Conservator of Forests Northern 
necessary action.

office letter No.3827-29/E, dated 30/03/2018 alongwith Show Cause Notice

Forest Region-II Abbottabad for information and

C

Enc: As ahnvp.

Chief Conservator of Forests 
Central Southern Forest Region-I 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

%

Establishment-17

Page 18



SHOW CAUSE NOTTCF

I, Muhammad Siddique Khan Khattak, Chief Conservator of Forests. Central Southern Forest Region-1, 
Paklitunkhwa Peshawar as

Khyber
competent Authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special 

Powers) Ordinance, 2000 do here by serve you, Muhammad Ali Range Forest Officer (BPS-16) as follows
1. i

I) That consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you by the Enquiry 
Committees, for which you were given opportunity of hearing and
On going through the findings and recommendations of the Enquiry Committee, the material on 
record and other connected papers including your defence before the said Enquiry Committees.

11)

1 am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions specified in Section-3 of the said Ordinance.
Inefficiency.(a)

(b) , Guilty of Misconduct.

2.

o , You are, therefore, required to show cause as to 
you and also intimke whether you desire to be heard i

why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon
in person.

4. If no reply to this notice is received within fifteen days of its delivery, in the normal course of 

tairrShr^ou ^hall be
5. A copy of the findings of the enquiry committees are enclosed.

I] YrForest;Chief ConsQ 
CeWal Sout
Khyber Palditun^wa Pesfitw

. ^
(jir ;ion-

C

Establlshment-l?
Page 17

20
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-■ To;'

• '
. V The Chief ConseiVator of Forest 

;;; ;;9entr?l'Sguth.Forest;Regi6nri:
■: ■ -^'^ybefP^.khtunkh

K

-Subject:. , ';

;; Letter No:: .3922/E dt:c 10/04/2018

.•t

, Memo.:.

■ ■ Respected-.Sir,..

;. .st4ge;^mentjoned|' ' ‘heproceedings ; from '^tlie.

■ ■: : Judgemfent;.:; prdrSgt^''“j9/|^":^-J°^?3:'201;8 V ^ .
Service Tribunal... ICourf AbKottnhiH ^ -KPK -

-^.-30/2017:.:. was.^v,,,epto^>.,^°«^^ -‘He:.::: service:: ..appeafr:'^

■ 25/08/2014, ". No : . Us A * j ‘mpugned ."...Orders: .. .Nb■■ ■-'' ■ W
...SO^stt). ;.Envf/.i>.5/06iW7 ;3965:^^°S^ f>'’"h ™pugned order No.'
: °?P^«EientalAiithprifies:wefe:sef aside,.S , ■ 13/12/20.16 ^.. issued . .by. b

;

; •

;

o .*
•.i

U
V

t.

/::Eu'e 14>.;the: Conipet :
ent.iccused’

. .
;...:■ .:4.'.That;.:tho ParaLNo- 6.. of-W ■■ fr ■■

r •9/3/2018, /the.: August-»k .^^dgemer^^ of;;the honourable^ TCbunal ■ dat.i^ ^msrnmsmm^
•*
t

• I■i;;;
-• j-

• V-. ; i*, •
‘©

.*v : •

/shhotb^TW::

hispi^ -’re.Wr Tnicks.' at-Bam ’ ^ ^rotig .-. Depot ■ ■

"i« ■ S« fe S s:

•V.
;

Va • /
. •• iV

I
i,

(
t-c

*, ' I• V
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j

i
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•appehant. . 
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I
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-^0 iOiB 4;35hM --IhC! : 031B211-479jt'i ':CCr FORE0TE PESH

Shami Rcj).<;l Pesliswar 
Fh: 09]-9212r7F<i>(ff 02n'47fi ■

ba'.cd Peshawii!' ihc 7ri--'20lS _

Cli!<?t' Co'iS'-t''''''a!!or of f o'o>;is 
CentCvii SoLitlicni Poreit Fcg;oTi-l 

' K.h^’be^ P.-ikhuunkhwa Pt-jdiaNvar'
;'h

T'o

Viuliammaci Ali,
Hx-Raiigc CiTvc-er,
C/0 Di'-'i^iondl Forest Officer 
Galjej; Foi'C.'t Division .-\!-bortr.hn.d

IRY pUOC i FnrNns aGAINST MUTTAMMAO Al l EX-RaNCTJFOKESX 
oiwiER-^lOf v CAUSE NO S ICE THEREX^

Reference year reply to the Show Cause Notice dated d6/4/2'JlS

EM OR

Merno:-

1100 hours for personal heariitg in the supiect enquiryll 'pfF.OlS atPlease auend l.h.is otoce on
y'-

,yc
Chief Conservator of Forests 
Centra'; Sourlreni Forest Region-.. 
K.bybcr Pakh'anihhwa Peshawar

/H,f/o. '

Copy rerrvarded !0 thc;- 

1, cider Conservator
"'-'^Dis'islonal Forest Ci,. .....v.**----- --- - -
3. Divisional Forest Oftcer Lower iPohistan Forest Division Pattan.

They arc requested To depute- depanmcntal representatives fronipheir Divhiot^lUonvcmnt
the above date and time most posttively, so that the subjtvt tnqim ^

could be fiiuilizcd- 1

4 !lOvisioivdi Foivsl t') Tjcer Gai.i.er I’o.rost Division ..
■ enciosexi herevvKh v-hica may he delivered to him at his home address under proper reee.tpt luid 

send :.0 this otTiec fen record by return •llirough FAX.

of Forests Northern Foj'esi; Region-H Abboitabad lor i.ot'oitnatiom 
ivisior. Manselira.i

O ADboimbad. A copy meant for t.lie'acldress'ce is

•1

\A
Chief ComeuvSq^r of Forest:-;

•orest Region-I\ Central Souther^
^ iChyber PakhtuilkWh Peshawar

ir.'j

i



i-
To

The Chief Conservator of Forest 
Central South Forest Region-I 
Khyber Pakhtunkhuwa Peshawar.

Subject: PRELUV/IIMarv 

11/05/201«
■OBJECTiOM BFFORF PERSOMAI. HEARIMR ON

Memo Letter No : 4361-64/E dt: 07/05/201;8

Respected Sir,

©

against under E&D Rules can 
to reinstate in service.

was incompetent

c
notlm^^o^d by anTatJhorty^^^^^^

19/3/2018,'tL^L^gusVKpi“S^7cririb^^^

the Judgement dated 16/02)201^ t^eet the spirit of

the Competent
2 accused'.. e

SI

C
That the both Inquiries 

and Facts. {Procedure

1st Inquiry Pattan Forest Sub Division

^vidence recording aS sTm^daTthTm^ember^^'^*'’® 27/11/2010 for 

Mai,k the then Principal Sarhad ForesTsch^o AhK Mr. Abdul
the chairman inquiry committee alone carried ancl
herefore, the inquiry Report/ Findines k proceedings,

provision of Law, and also the facts accordance with the

P-3 r

26
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r
2. That the proceeding on 27/11/2010 the 

Chowkidars o'"'g'nal respective complainants/
neither rerorld th ' ^^e complainant/evidences
neither recorded their personal losses by inquiry committee and
exarnined by the appeliant in accordance with the provision of Law in the
inquiry Report/ Findings. Thus the fadts were conceaL an^the Sj

not proved against the appeilant.

3. That an amount Rs. 36,800/- Forest Advance 

Forest Guard as

were 
nor Gross-

was paid to Saifur Rehman
ward chowkidarf r''’”'"* •”
Rehman Forest Guard oa^ald M Ms ThV‘Tt”"

respective chowkidar. But surprisiSy deso te ofTb

SHiS-S':
JmwmrrcLSersSS Z° °K ““'o"’ “"R
expenditures and maintained Dl.lslonal Monthly SlhAef 

Shown, no

^7- seen from Divisional Gash

2008 V-©

c
4.

of June 2008, 
Account).

#

5. That furthermore, 
vouchers

against th^f fSSt

Rs. 36,800A become zdm lherS°" 

establishing the account of embezzlernent of Govt '
13 maintains the Forest Advances) (Moc'
asannexure "D").

c account, the 
there is no question of 

money (Except Form N 
s FIR Page No 23 to 28

o
attached

6, Secondly, the inquiry committee did 
chowkidar / complainant and
(KPK Gover

not record the statement of

nn..n, Seruan. R„
respective

2nd Inquiry Upper Siran Forest Sub Division

27
i-i-•if
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1. That what was the legal action taken 

appellant being SDFO Upper 
was for 400 Cft Deod

the written report submitted by 
siran forest sub Division as the written report 

ar wood Govt loss to the Dr. Naseem javeed,the then 
Conservator of Forest Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad against the 

concerned DFO the then DFO Siren (Report Dated 13/06/2011 see on page 
No. 31 attached as annexure "G"). ^

on

’ romm^r r, ^ing was conducted only by the Chairman Inquiry
Comm ttee who recorded the statement of Prosecutor, cross examined th^ 
respective statement and at the end no evidence was provided by Ihe

thTc? appella%for the Govt loss. However, surprisingly
the chairman inquiry committed imposed major penalty only on the basis of 
plain allegations and witnesses. (Statement of Prosecutor can
inquiryFile). cuf-SV

Petrol Squad Member of inquiry committee after that he did not ioin the 

inquiry proceeding nor signed the inquiry report. Therefore the inouirv 
repott is null and void. (See Page No. 38 and 48 of th^^^ 

attached as annexure "j"). _ ip__ 4^ ppeai

4. That the prosecution 

Government loss.

1 seen on the
©

3. That,

C

was failed to prove their allegations as well as any

5. That the Departmental Authorities failed 

against the DFO Ejaz Qadir . 
reported but 'taking no action

to conduct preliminary inquiry 
The Govt loss of 400 Cft Deodar 

against the DFO Ejaz Qadir.
wood was

annexur. -r,. akan. (Attached as

With F ^gards,c
>

Muhammad ATMEx^ 

0315-3199931

-|Forest Range Officer Abbottabad 

Date 11/05/2018

28
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«
PESHAWAR THE ^

CENTRAL SOUTHERN FOREST RE

.«■:

.f’
•V-

k-hattai^ r..T,T,x, ----- ----------- /06/2018 ISSUED BYKHATTAK CHIEF CONSERVATOR OF FORFSTS
GION-I KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

I

Circle Abbottabad (as member) is constituted hvl Eo«
under rules-14 (6) of the^Khyber Paklitunkhwa^Go^v^T^^^^? de-novo enquiry
2011 against Muhammad AH Ex-Forest Ranger (BPS Disciplinary) Rules,
hnn in the respective charge sheets and statemen/of aUeSil leveled

shall submit its findings within 30 days positively.

est

against

The enquiry committee

Sd/-
(Muhammad Siddique Khan Khattak) 

Chief Conservator of Forests 
Central Southern Forest Region-I 
Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

7--X7
No. /E,
Copy alongwith copies of the charge 
necessary action to tlie:- sheeVstatement of allegations are forwarded for further

I. Sheikh Amjad Ali, CF/Director CDE & GAD Pe
shawar (as convener).

Abbottabad (as i^embe°!''‘^'°"'^ Patrol Squad Lower Hazara Forest Circle

3. WMsional Forest Officer Siran Forest Division Mansehra. 

Divisional Forest Officer Lower Kohistan F

11"^ ^°wer Kohistan

.4.
Orest Division Pattan.

requested to depute departmental 
e enquiry proceedings.
are© representatives to

1

Abbo^a^^(c'euS3r5'-3SlT)^^°
near Aaj news paper Kehal

'o. :StS iCento South 
KhybVPakht 'rest Region-I 

<a Peshawar
ChieflSeRs^rvator of Forests 

Central Southern Forest Region-I 
o Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1 t• eO'-

Pafie 102'f:.

/
1

i a/ 7'f33
mz . 
iii: J



■ ikr'- fsTw-

r CHARGE SHF.y.T
•wA.

I, Muhammad Siddique Khan Khattak Chief Conservator 
Region-1 Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesha 
All Ex-Forest Ranger (BPS-16) ,as follows:

of Forests, Central Southern Forest 
competent authority hereby charge you, Muhammadwar as

icer, Pattan Forest Sub

I.

■ 5Hliiiiis=“5as'c
HI.

«»

'■ StoZroB'SKta ..d Coptic,.
R.IP..20U .»dh..pZ£,tJSfSiP?",r“ ®r."‘ <™”“»
the rules ibid. ^ ^ ^ ® penalties specified in rule-4 of

3. You

period, failing which presumed Ofticer/Committee within the specified
ex-parte action shall be talcen against you. ^ ^ defence to put m and in tliat case

seven days of the

C 5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

6. A statement of allegation is enclosed.

iMuh aminad Sr lattak
' Rjt^^^F/DRESTS, 
i FOkE;

CHIElp CONSE. 
CENT) L sooth: 
khybeK^pa™tunkh

lEGION-I
ikwAR.

(Competent Authority)

F/ClinrgeSlieet/Muliai ad Ali FR [Pattan)11 m
1



PXSCIPLINARY An TOTV

Fo„.
Muhammad Ali, Ex-Forest Ranger (BPS-16) whiie'ho'ldinrth'^^u ’
Sub-Division has rendered hiinself IMe to h. Zr. as SDFO Pattan Forest
acts/omissions, within the meanins of rule nf committed the following
(Efficiency and Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 ^ PaWitunkhwa Government Servants

I.

1'

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATTOlvs:

I. ?oresTsutSS^^^^ record pertaining to Pattan

outs:;- “not handed

Labours
from 8/2008 to 10/2008 in-snitp nf tt. Market Dai-gai for the per
received the amount from Di^ional Office as FA. sanctioned and he

.’iod

c ;«ctSdr:ir.sx“
2) For the purpose of enquiry against the sai

(Z:'L of th. fohowmg i. oomSuMiSTo' S

Mr. Sheilch Amjad Ali, CF/Director CDE & GAD (BPS-19).
u. Syed Muqtada Shah, DFO Patrol Squad Lower Haza

ra(BPS-18).
3) The Inquiry Officer/Committee shall i 

provide reasonable

action against the accused.mmendations as to pumsliment or other appropFmFe-

C
«. *• 0.000.0,0,on

Muha mmad/SiMi 
CHIEF CONSERm 
CENTfUl SOUTIJl
khyber pak;

laA Kl ak
'RE; ;ts.

ESI 10
[^TUNKhwA PESHAWAR 
tent Autho^)0

F/Cliarge SlieeC/Muliammad All FR (Pattan]
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• - . *'■

o'"

CHARGE SHF.ff.T

i: Region-

Seivants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 20ir^dn°h^ I<-hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government

committed the foHowlngTirl^^l^fe^ Sub-Division of the Siran Forest Division

I.

the factual position, but you ^d rnTm^ nn T?r iT*"" report
your superiors, detail as under:- P n ai to obey the instructions issued to you by

ion

sfSS"Si5iS3HH?F™“
for

11.

of

C was

check the exploitation '■
record and report the factual position, tayou LiS ®°“ely with relevant

S; "ss^''s “""i S'n r rr,f ? «-»'' «'«"■- vrsjs.zsLr£“¥“'^^^^^^. cc p,R.,,„. .. p,„“s5;rpS"£:.r '■'’
various JFMCa haiveating coiipea of

Iheir monthly pragtefsisporisofharveating operinmill^' have not aubmirted

in.

IV.

V.

VI.

C

vehicle in the best of forest proteclon On 2^5 loTw ’
for a moment and escaped parking the s^d v^M Divisional office
You kept your mobile'phoLKd not ofDivisional office,
parked m the premises ofDivisional office with 1 vehicle remained
DFO Siran vide No.8019/GE dated 11 5 2011 and f ^’5'
to explain reasons for remainW absent wiftnnt '"O.8305/GE dated 19.5.2011. 
Whh no response. Therefore. *e vehicle was tfansV" ^^P^^'ors but
Priiao .mo, N..«, o.»h »„o,,, m .,o.„ ...p'™ «^

Vll.

F/ChargeSheet/Muhammad Ali, FR/Siran
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«*

of timber/forest produce and in the best

produce the relevant record as demanded hv\l ^ ^o-S469/GB dated 27.5.2011 to 
Abdul Khyee versus Govt, but you took no resn^ Judge-XV in case of
were issued by tire Court against the DFO Siran and'Xrsel?"*'^

Dome]Fores°LstHomeTidL°DFOSiraS ft-rnishing of
the directives to complete the tLk wXin fm '^w ^ 28.4.2011 with
ADP funds till 17.5.2011, when the funds wpT ^ utilize tlie
Division for purchase of the reouired tm! T ^ Siran Forest

MuhaZtdl^WFof^tSdd^eTsTM ““porLf

CortfefenceT;our own ’s“"ell^t Jator^ F^d ^“7o 

d^age m JachaandMandaguchhashowinevourir. h J0.6.20I] regarding illicit

Sirs :;fsr£r;ii T -f ‘i'ss
lodge FIR against offenders in Police Station^Shtnk—^ T2 immediately
moment and proceeded to Shinkiari At 1200 hours T*'
that staff concerned has not arrived and you are waiW contact
contacted, you replied that the staff i<5 n^t ^ g for them. At the evening when

sss *rs.r

Vlll.

ix.

and
X.

C

xii.

xiii.

xiv.

timber on spot and report but no respons^ 19.5.2011 case, 
to verify theC

deodar timber at Devli^Bridy^Th^timr’ apprehended 300 eft illicit
c..«. S.,. d,„

sri=£;; =rs"„s;
Nullah, the DFO Siran raided the site an^t ® l =‘”*ba
Accordingly the illegal timber was apprehended a?ri ‘™ber.

...r;: E7S?, ” V2,™ s
F/ChargeSheet/MuhammadAll.FR/Si:,n ‘

XV.

XVI.

xvii.

2
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Afsar Khan Chairman JFMC 
Mansehra. ’ which has been unloaded at Central Sale Depot

xviii;

some cases, the PemitfhaL^beerlTgnfd irregularities. Jin
c^es. the permits have been acknowTeCd bt^hfpermit hnid” 
no signed and allowed cutting of trees on Chite whe^ ^^'^^red and
only Signed and lying blank, which is serious
Detail of such permits bearing no 6 to 4R i<; ^ Guzara Forest Rules 2004.
statement of allegations. On six r061 annlif'af statement annexed withgetting sanction of the competent auLri y ust afte'TZ-' 
and no personal verification is shown Phr^A"^ ^ f^er getting report of Block Offi 
witli statement of allegatirs. applications

an
xix.

cer
are annexed

S?-“sr "Tr'■

position vide letter N0.9388/GE dated 30 6 2011 as'^m*'
a heavy illicit damage was going on in fte forLt Tj when such
But you turned deaf earn and dif not reply control.
your connivance With hmbersmugg,em/o';r^nferiti:rmTve^^^^

c““”g°°“irofSrterrniyti
prosecution, which were returned to vnn i Divisional Office for

XX.

C xxi.

for
remaining

cLuXn °m*der^rX’of “of 

Of the penalties specif in' S 0^1
-lency, Mls-conduct and 

wa Government Servants 
ered yourself liable to all or any

desire to be heard in p

seven days of 
case may be.

C 5. Intimate whether y

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

ou
erson.

6.

hammad 
CHIEF CONS =(^&aii Kliattak

^R^-'I^ORESTS,
REGi6n-I 

AKJfTUNtefWA PESHAWAR. 
(CompeterrtlAuthority)

CEN' .L iUTj dVFkhyb.

F/Cha.Be Shee^Muhammad All. FR/siran
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. .-spa

To,

the Secretary to Government,

Forestry, Environment, Wildlife Department, 

KPK Peshawar (Appellate Authority)

Appeal for Interim reSaef against the impugned letter No. 172 dated

06/06/201^ was passed for De-novo inquiry proceedings against the law 

and facts by CCF-I ar^d without solving the

personal hearing through reply and prelinuBnarilv objections 

complainants of the charge sheets that were accused before e

objections raised in the

against theW

issuing the

same charge sheets.

Respectfully,

FACTS!

1. That the GCF-II issued the show, ^: . cause notice and thereafter called for
personal hearing. Show cause notice attached as annex-A.

c
2. That the appellant submitted show 

cause notice attached 
annex-C,

cause notice reply. (Reply on Show 
as annex-B, report dated 13.06.2011 attached as 

Oath statement attached as annex-D and three (3) Trucks loaded 
with timber along with chalians which has wrong Depot Named)

3. That the appellant appeared for hearing in 
office of the CCF-li Peshawar, submitted person on 12/05/2018 in the 

written preliminarily objections 
against the impugned order issued by the Incompetent authority without 
conducting; the personal hearing. The complainants of the charge sheets 
that were accused before issuing the charge sheet while concealing the 

• proceedings against the law. (Preiiminary
objections attached as annex-E,)

4. That the impugned letter vides No. 172 dated 06/06/2018
was passed de-

novo Inquiry against the appellant by CCF-1 and issued same pervious 

charge sheets again. (Letter vides Wo. 172 dated 06/06/2018once

39
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p
• attached as annex-F, Previous 

Inquiry attached as annex-H)
Inquiry attached as annex-G, De-V ;

-novo

A, That the complainants
issuing the.charge sheets./P-31

of the charge sheets that were accused before

B. That the impugned letter vides No.
172 dated 06/06/2018 

novo inquiry against the appellant by CCF-1 and issued 

charge sheets once again and did not decide the 

counter charge sheets, j), 4^

was passed for 

same pervious 

objections through

de-

33

C. That the CCF-I hadcharge sheets and issued exact pln^oLlTrL^eeT^^^^^^^^^© counter

c

appellant IS still deprived of its fruit o ~----- ----- o'’

osses. P’_>1
■■CT

the

It is therefore
to diroch, CCT of the rf this ,pp„|11-1 *"• °o-"~o Inoolr, proceedings the obleetlon
agaimt the complamants of the charge sheets 

ated 12/05/2018 shall be made a part of the De 

■ i|e interest of J ustice.

© raised
in the personal hearing 

-novo inquiry proceedingsc
int

With :gari

Muhammat™i ^

Ex- Forest Range Office, Date: 

Posting address;
/07/2018, Cell No. 0315-3199931

hib

Copy forwarded to the: 
1. Divisional Forest Officer 

information please.
Patrol Squad Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad

for favors of

I '< [o?(3.o&!8 At>-f-

'XIV ..-iv-*


