
Appellant with counsel and Mr. Iltaf Qureshi, SDFO Upper 

Kohistan on behalf of respondents with AAG present. Written reply on 

behalf of respondents received, copy whereof is handed over to the 

learned counsel for the appellant for rejoinder alongwith connected - 

appeals on 2.5.2014,

12.2.2014

2.5.2014 Counsel for the appellant and Mr.Iltaf Qureshi, SDFO on 

behalf of respondents with AAG present. Rejoinder received on 

behalf of the appellant, copy whereof is handed over to the learned 

AAG for arguments alongwith connected appeals on 30.9!2014.

16.5.2014 Appellant moved application for withdrawal of appeal, and 

appeal was requisitioned on the request of learned counsel for .the 

appellant. Appellant with counsel and AAG for the respondents 

present. In view of application of the appellant on the ground that 

his grievance has been redressed by the respondent-department, the 

appeal is dismissed as withdrawn, with no order as to costs. i|B

Announced
16.5.2014

V ■ tV,

• S'''' • *-
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Mr.Afzal Khan on behalf of the appellant and Mr.Tauheed-ul- 

Haq, DFO Kohistan. on behalf of the respondents with Mr.Usman 

Ghani, Sr.G.P present. To come up for written reply/comments on 

02.08.2013. '

07.06.2013.

02.8.2013
Appellant in person and Mr. Iltaf Qureshi, SDFO with Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, G.P for the respondents present. Written reply has 

not been received, and request for further time made on behalf of 

respondents. Another chance is given for written reply/comments, 

positively, on 6.12.2013.

Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr, Altaf Qureshi, 

SDFO, Komila Forest Sub Division on behalf of respondents with Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, GP present. Written reply has not been received, but 

the representative of the respondents stated that written reply has been 

prepared, which requires vetting and signature of the concerned 

authorities. Therefore, a last chance is given for written 

reply/comments on 12.2,2014.

06.12,2013
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% Counsel for the appellant present a^ heard. Hco23.4.2013

I-.
contended that the appellant was appointed by^ the 

competent authority as Forest Guard vide order dated
i

l'lv.2011. He was sent fro training which he did
l\

successfully and was awarded the certific'fUe by the
!1concerned institutiofiV^fhlff'^s'e'fVlr^^'on the said post,
11one Mr. Ziaul Haq (a candidate) filed a writ petition 

against the appointment of the appellant and oth.ers,
Mthat one sided inquiry was conducted on the basis oi 

wJich services of the appellant were terminated

nwithout adopting proper procedure and law The 

appellant file departmental appeal on 24.1.2013, which 

vvas rejected on 12.2.2013 for no good grourids. Points 

raised need'consideration: subject to all obiection.s, the 

appeal is admitted to regular hearing. Process fee a..c 

security be deposited within 10 days. Thereafter, 

noJees be issued to the respondents for submission of 
vlritten reply/comments on 7.6.2013.

Memue^ •

This case be put up Before the Final Bencfi23.4.2013

for further proceedings.

•T.'U ■ ■
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Form- A
»

FORM OF ORDER SHEET\
■ «

t

t Court of

/2013Case No.

,S.No. Date of order 
. Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

t\ 1 2 3 t

•i.__T
i
I

12/03/2013 The appeal of Mr. Abdul Kafi resubmitted today by Mr. 

M.Asif Yousafzai Advocate may be entered in the Ins.titutioh' 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing.

1

« II
i
t

♦
I RMSTIIAR

2 This case is entrusted to primary Bench fop/preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on

f
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^ The appeal of Mr. Abdul Kafi Ex- Forest Guard received today i.e. on 05/03/2013 is incomplete
:V; ‘

■ , ' •;'on the’following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and
r

, - resubmission within 15 days.
••''iYiVi'-’'*'

(
■■

1^; In the memo of appeal places have been left blank which may be filled in.
. Gopy 'of Training Certificate mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with.the , 

V ■ appeal which may be placed on it;.' . ,ilij
.■ 3- Ahnexures of the appeal may be attested. ' > 't .'l .'
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
‘■■iir

53 /2013.APPEAL NO.

Abg^uJ kosC I Environment Deptt:VS

INDEX,

DOCUMENTS PAGES.NO ANNEXURE
Memo of appeal. 1-41-
Advertisement. 5■2- • • A
Appointment order 63- B
Training certificate.4- 7C
High court order. 8-11•5- D
Inquiry report.6- 12E
Termination order:7- 13F
Joint appeal. 14-178- G
Returning order9- 18H
Individual appeal.10- 19-20/

Rejection order.11- 21J
Affidavit.12- 22K

13- Wakalat nama 23.L

i

APPELLANT
THROUGH: 5

Ji 1

-1
M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI 

ADVOCATE.

I
•1I

3^



BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.•A

631 /2013.APPEAL NO.

, Ex- Forest Guard,
Upper Kohistan Forest Division, 
Dassu Kohistan........ .................. (Appellant.)

VERSUS

1- The Secretary Environment Deptt: , KPk Peshawar;
2- The Chief Conservator of Forests- II, KPK Peshawar.
3- The Conservator of Forests Upper Hazara Forests Circle Mansehra.
4- The Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan Forest Division Dassu 

Kohistan.

( Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK
SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT 1974 AGAINST THE i

ORDER DATED. 21.12.2012 WHERE BY THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN TERMINATED FROM
SERVICE AND AGAINST THE FINAL
REJECTION ORDER DATED. 12.2.2013 WHERE
BY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF
APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO

D GROUNDS.

j
That on acceptance of this appeal the order dated.
21.12.2012 and 12.2.2013 may be set-aside and the
appellant may he reinstated with all back benefits. Any other
remedy which this ausust Tribunal deems fit that may also
be awarded in favour of appellant.

PRAYER:
1
f:

4.«Hiu&miuod 10- 
flied.

i

i



'i R.SHEWETH.

That the respondent No.4 advertised some vacancies of forest guards in 

daily news paper Nawai Waqat dated. 22.4.2010. The appellant applied 

for the said post, appeared in test and interview and was finally 

successful. Copy of the advertisement is attached as Annexure - A.

1-

That after being successful in test & interview, the appellant was 

appointed by the competent authority as forest guard vide order dated.
. The appellant was also sent for training which he did 

successfully and was awarded the certificate by the concerned institution. 
Copies of the order and certificate are attached as Annexure - B & C.

2-

// ■ -7 ■

That the appellant had performed his duty up to the entire satisfaction of 

his superior and there were no complaints against the appellant.
3-

That one Mr. Zia-ul-Haq ( a candidate) had filed a writ petition against 
the appointment of petitioner and other selected candidates, which was 

heard on 7.3.2012. The august High Court while disposing of the writ 
petition directed the Govt; to (i)- resolve the factual controversy 

regarding appearance of petitioner before the selection committee, (ii)- 

to conclude the issue within thirty days, and (Hi)- if the matter is not 
concluded within thirty days the petitioner should be informed about the 

reasons in writing. Copy of the order is attached as Annexure - D.

4-

That then one sided inquiry was conducted which in violation of four 

corners of the august High Court’s order, did not resolve the matter but 
recommended to roll back the entire process of appointment of the 

appellant and other successful candidates. Copy of the report is attached 

as Annexure ~ E.

5-

That after the report of the inquiry committee, the appellant was 

terminated from service vide order dated. 21.12.2012 without adopting 

proper procedure and law. Copy of the order is attached as Annexure - F.

6-

That firstly the appellant and his other colleagues filed a joint 
departmental appeal on 7.1.2013 which was returned to the appellant on
22.1.2013 with the objection to fie every affected official his separate 

departmental appeal. The appellant, thereafter, filed separate appeal on
24.1.2013 which was finally rejected on 12.2.2013 for no good grounds. 
Copies of the joint appeal, returning order, individual appeal and 

rejection order are attached as Annexure - G, H, I, & J.

7-



' «

t
That now the appellant comes to this august Tribunal op the following 

grounds amongst the others.
8-

GROUNDS:

That the order dated. 21.12.2012 and 12.2.2013 are against the law rules 

and norms of justice, therefore not tenable and liable to be set-aside.
A-

That the appellant has not been treated according to law din& rules meant 
for the Civil Servants. Thus the impugned orders are liable to be set- 

aside.

B-

That the so called inquiry committee had not acted as directed by the 

august high Court, rather transgressed from the four corners of the 

mandate given by the august Court.

C-

That the so called inquiiy committee had not associated the appellant 
with the inquiry proceedings.

D-

That no charge sheet, statements of allegation served on the appellant for 

his alleged illegal appointment, nor the appellant was given any show 

cause notice or the chance of personal hearing. Thus the appellant has 

been totally condemned unheard.

E-

That the Mr. Ziaul Haq ( complainant) was also not inquired by the 

inquiry committee for which the august High Court directed the 

respondent Deptt: This aspect is clearly proved from the affidavit given 

by the complainant, the copy of which is attached as Annexure - K.

F-

That the appellant has been punished for the faults of others because if 

there was any discrepancy in the appointment procedure , the appellant 
could not be blamed for that.

G-

That the appellant has been punished for no faults on his part. More over 

he appellant had also completed his training successfully and at the time 

of termination, the appellant was a trained forest guard.

H-

That even the final rejection order is not well reasoned order which could 

attribute any fault on the part of appellant.
I-



,

That the appellant seeks perrnission to advance other grounds and proofs 

at the time of hearing.
A J-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the appellant maybe 

accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT.

uJ ?
THROUGH;

M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI 

ADVOCATE.
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\ 4
^ ^ OFFICE ORDER NO - DATED DASSU THE 0^ /07/2011 IRRIIFD RY

MUHAMMAD TARIQ DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER UPPER KOHISTAN FOREST
DIVISION DASSU

i* •

Consequent upon the recommendation of Departmental Selection Committee ' 
constituted vide officer No. 116 dated 12.4.2010 following candidates are hereby 
appointed as Forest Guard in BPS-7 (Rs. 3530-190-9230) against the existing 
vacancies in Upper Kohistan Forest Division Dassu with effect from the date of arrival:

Mr. Abdul Kafi S/0 Abdul Hadi Resident of Sazin Post Office Sazin Tehsil Dassu District 
Kohistan

Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehman S/o Rustam Resident of Goshali cum Jalkot Post Office Komila Tehsil 
Dassu District Kohistan

There appointment is subject to the following terms and conciliations:

1. There appointment is on adhoc basis against the exciting vacancies with effect 
from the date of arrival.

2. There services will be governed, by such rules and orders relating to Leave, 
Traveling Allowance, Medical Attendance Rules, p'ay & Transfer etc in respect 
of other service matters as may be issued by the Government for Civil Servants 
to which they belong.

3. In case thy wish to resign at any time, they will have to serve one month notice 
for the purpose or one month pay wilj be forfeited in lieu thereof. .

4. .Their appointment is further subject to the conditions that they must have 
bonafide domicile of District Kohistan and production of Health Certificate, Age 
Certificate, Character Certificate, Computerized National Identity Card, Domicile 
Certificate, School leaving certificate and an undertaking.to the effect that they 
can be removed from service at any time without assigning any reason and 
they .will not claim.the right for, continuation of their service in any court or any 
way. All these documents should be completed v/ithin one month from the date 
of appointment/arrival.

5. They will have to undergo the prescribed training of Forest Guards from Sarhad 
Forest .School (Thai) Abbottabad .'

1.

V2.

I Sd/- (Muhammad Tariq)
, Divisional Forest Officer 

Upper Kohistan Forest Division 
I. Dassu

Memo

Copy forwarded to:

The Conservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Circle Mansehra for favor of 
information.

1.

Mr. Abdul Kafi S/o Abdul Hadi resident of Sazin. Post Office Sazin Tehsii 
Dassu District Kohistan for information and necessary action.
Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehman S/o Rustam Khan resident of Goshali cum Jalkot Post 
Office Komila Tehsil Dassu District Kohistan for information and necessary
action.
The Divisional Accountant for information.

-ttlESTE.®
I



JUDGMENT-SHEET

m TSIE FI5SIIAWAII III€M CHIUIIT, 

AIBIBOTTABAS^ IBEr^XII.
X'-

,;;

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

''*j

W.PNo. 533 of 2011

JUDGMENT

Dale of hearing 07-03-2012

AppG!lain(s)/Pctitioner (s) fZia-ul-HaqTbv M/s Haii Sabir
Hussain Tanoli and Muhammad •
Arsh.ad Awan. Advocates.

Respondent (s)

. VAMYA AFRIDl Zia-ul-Haq seeks the

constitutional jurisdiction of this Court praying that;

“o/? acceptance ' of instant
impugnedpetition, 

appointment order may kindly 
he declared . illegal and
respondent No.S may
graciously he directed to issue 
appointment 
petitioner according to law an 
policy of the Government of 
Kltyher Pakhtunkhwa or any

this

order ' of

other relief which 
Honourable Court deems fit

theand proper 
circumstances of the case, may

in

also be granted. ’’

In essence, the grievance of the petitioners is2'

that in response to the public advertisement made by

5
/



icspondent No.3 inviting applications for 

'Forest Guards' i '

Patian Kohistan, he had

recruumenr as 

in L.ower Kohistan Forest Division,

applied for . the said

f
/

post
alongwith other candidates; 

before the 'Departmental Selection C 

and that the merit list

that the petitioner appeared
\

(9/;2/77///^e(?’(“DSC?); 

was prepared, wherein, petitioner 

was placed in higher position, having better qualification

than respondents No.5 

petitioner was also the

to 9; and in addition thereto, 

son ol a retired employee of the * 

yet he was not consider forForest Department and

appointment as a 'Forest GuardF

Respondents No.l 'and 30.
were asked to

submit their ■ In i espouse thereto, Respondent 

No.], Secretaiy Environment, Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkliwa, Respondent No.2,

Forests, Kyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Divisional Forest Officer,

comments

Chief Conservator of 

and Respondent No.3

Lower Kohistan Forest 

Division, Pattan Kohistan have submitted their
requisite

para-wise comments. It was, inter alia, alleged in the

j

to appear before the 

DSC for interview, as such, he was not considered. :' 

4.

comments that petitioner had failed

The petitioner filed rejoinder 

. comments and controverted the said factual

to hhe

assertions of

ATimM/\.
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r .
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r''\*

the respondents, in particular, his appearance before the 

DSC, The petitioner, in' support of his said claim,' 

annexed copy of the minutes of meeting of-.the DSC,

wherein-the petitioner/ ^vas named with other persons,"

who had appeared for the. interviewed before'the DSC for

the said appointment.

In peculiar circumstances of the 

case, when there, are two, documents 

officiai minutes of the . DSC, having 

inioimation, this Court cannot dilate

e.
present.

purporting to be

contradictory 

upon the said factual 

contioversy in constitutional jurisdiction under Article

199 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 

1973. ■ ,

6. Accordingly, without passing any findings 

on the said matter, which may prejudice the case of the

petitioner before the competent authority, we treat the 

present petition as representation and refer the 

the' worthy. Chief Secretary, Government of Khyber 

PakhtunRhawa with the directions that; . .

same to ;
\

to resolN'C1. the- factual anomaly 

regarding appearance of the petitioner 

before the "Departmental Selection 

Committee^ and consider his j . 

grievance in accordance with law and 

. , proceed in the matter in a

MtTESTEO
7^
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4 ./
A

>>• ''transparent manner^ io ensure the
i ■■

•cherished goal of ^good governance'

and ''ride of law

10 conclude the malLcr, within' a

period-of thirty days, if not earlier,
■■ :

from the date of^rreceipt of this 

judgment.

in case the relief sought by the.present
%

■ petitioner can not be positively 

considered • or resolved within ithe
■ . i-

stipulatcd period, the petitioner j be 

communicated reasons in writing for 

the same.

11.

li

/

111.

'!

Accordingly, for the reasons stated7. i

/
hereinabove, this petition is disposed-of in the above

terms..
V

O

(o be True Copy 

Peshawar^igh Court

• Authcriied Un-'Jor

Certifi-
Announced:
07.03.2012

Acts Ordrns
/SM.S.A*/

%

4
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Pifirnow ,\>o.
guard, «i’P0iA'TMENT'0A°R,^lUhV^''c0M!vr- SELECTION FOR THE POST OF FOREST

-OF.L'^LOLHIFTf^OTy OF THP r^cr

'lie Director Information, Government'. '
PO.fs or Forest Guards in Upper Kohistan For.-c 

■■-orc-st Division letter No. 2525/GE datedl2 0^ 
e-Waqt Rawalpindi on 22.04:2010 and in daily t-ishr;

As ,a rc.uil! of discussion dated 1.0.04.2010 the 
Dm Upper Kohistan vide his letter No. 
ot n;s. luivision m tlie sanae process. The
innaoitonts of District Kohistan

of KhvL'.-r Pakhtunkhwd
Di ’isinp vidP publication of vacant'

0. A-co, dingly advertisement appeared in daily Navva-
iq Peshawar on 23.04.2010.- , "

nqrvr- ■ '7- Kohistan also requested
2963/G,: Ciaied ai.Oa.EOlO to include the cases of appo ntnn nt

aPhhcations'Lm J": 

y.3u.2010 (Copy of list enclosed as Annex-i).

I'/J

i prr:
were received upm

The Depart.menta! Selection com.mittee 
candidates appeared {Copy of list enclosed 

_ . Committee v/as held on OS.06.2oil whereas 
• conducted on.,£/6/20ll, (copy of list

•s ■

conducted Written test on 12.05.2010 wherein. 102-Nos 
Anne.v-2;. Meeting of the Departmental 
rview

.IS
•Selection

etc from 23-Nos. short listed candidates wasenclosed as Annex-3).

Oui of total 23-NOS. candidates, S.No. 1, 2 a 3 i i-NosiJ vvere 
h0lli..an forest Oivi.sion Dassu, wliile 3 No a 
Lower Kohistan Forest Division Pattan. The reco.d 
appointed i,p-to lVn/20:i in-both .forest D

11 ic forappointment'in Upper
1- ,b-Nos.) were recommended for recruitment in ■ 
rcv£.\.led that (13 No] thirteen candidates have-been-

ivisiuns.

m5CU.SSlO,\'S

in compliance with Chief Conservator 
13/4/2012' the committee held its meeting in 

_ 15.04.2012. All relevant record of both the 
Head CIc.'k of Upper Kohistan Forest Divisi

of Foresis-l) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa office
^ the of DFQ Unhar Watershed Divl^i^ '

■ o.c. s oivisions has been produced by Mr. Sajjad Ahmad
- - ivision.

oxamined by tiie comir: 
■he corn,nii:,..o reached to the conclusion ihai;
The said rr.-cord has .been

in ac-tail .md fullvanalyzed the gravity of the case.

1. Working papers have not beun prepared
2. IIujil;'..................... ' ■

• J- The. procedure contained in GOVERNUiFUT OF KHYBER '

■ DEPARTh-.ENT (REGULATION
l(5&GAD)4*l/75 dated Pesha

IS nor.-.—;•
iippoininicr.l cif l-orcst

PAKHTUNKHWA, SEh.ViCES AND 

...... n.a :h..fcS

RHCGMMFNOATinN^

!nco::7;;m:::r!l^7 ^ the .mfim
■ for initiating the process.a fresh as perrulTs^."^^ ° Guards and to direct the corpperent authorities

■

(RuStarn Khan)
Divisional Forest Officer ‘ ^
Unliar VWiershed Division, Mansehra 
(Chairman) *

V
• (KhOrsbiS^AhmadJ^r^ 
Superintendent

■ Lower Hazara CircIe^Abbcftabad
(Member) . ' ' ' ■ i

/

mEiLTO



I OFFICE ORDER NO. 54 DATED DSSU THE 21 DECEMBER. .1012 
ISSUED BY MR. A2HAR All KHAN. DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFiCI R' 

UPPER KOHISTAN FOREST DIVISION, DASSU

..5J/2011, Ihe court [reaied'{he peiilion 
Pakhlunkhwa !o resolve ihe maifer 
17/03/2012,

vide WP.
as representation and referred tde case to Cliiuf Secretary Khyber 

^ The . Administrative Department: vide No. SO (Lit) [:D/2-165/2011 dated
nnrnw "^certain factual position, grant relief if any. The CCF-II constituted

ila - s ^n-^ndt , r ^ The enquiry corrrmiaee based on certain procedurai
p.-ocess. Before the recommendation of the committee could 

- r';:,/.?' "h ^ T '"t: sob uoiced in the court as the incumbent employees agitated before Ihe High
. n/i iio/1 Tu.D stI an^I t™ PP'iliPh teW Pfemature and disntissed. Meanwhile the

p iiiionor .1 \W 5bo/2011 lu.misneo an anicayit through vrhich he resiled from his previous stance Construing that the
TT"r """ fiiP “IP ppse. The Administrative Department by disagreeing
•m’/nn/bn-TRih ^ tepeih/Committee vide notification No. SO (Lit) CD/2-165/2011 dated
I6s/2n-1 ■ b?- af dT ‘f. fCoi.-.mitlee the Admisntrative Department vide No. SO (Lit) EO/2- 
Cooser/T-Dnn?- H‘ r V dT-T" £“2-155/2011/1284:85 dated 11/12/2012, communicated by

■ ™mr/,y coinmrTdd ° 2S53:o4.u= dated 19/12/2012 directed "implowcnl the c/eds/on of the eorlior
dFomst Guards report compUonce ' i.c to roll back the enliro recruitment process adeplod lor appointment

nn

process is 'otied b-k -rd t'hTS2 ‘'"'"’‘"'Str-'iHvc Dopnrtmoi,!. ihe ceicJ appointmo/U ■
'■'Ohlslpn 5 '^^sreis appoimo.d under ihe menfioned process n.-id working in Upper
■ voniSban , orest Division are hereby terminated irom their services v.'ith immediate effect;-

Name.of Forest Guards 
Mr. Abdul Kafi
iVir. Aziz-ur-Rehman 
Mr, Hiday.itull.ih 
Mr. Inayatullah,
Mr. Umer Draz
Mr. Abdui Oadir 
Mr. Umer-Yar

n. Fathers Name
■1. Abdul Hadi
2. Rehman Khan

Umor Draz 
Abdul Hakeem

>3, .

5, Gul Sadbar
6. - Malik Tajan 

Abdul Qahar

Sd/-(A2HAR ALl KHAN)
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 
UPPER KOHISTAN FOREST DIVISION 
DASSU

Memo
Copy forv/arded to tl-,e;-

P.S lo Secretar'/ environment Department Khyber Pakh[unkhv;a, Peshawar for information 
■ please.

* '^'^'“sls,.Morthem Forest Region-Il Abbottabad for favour of information.

Consea'ator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra, with reference to his endsl No 
29d3-d25/GE, dated.15/12/2012. please.

Section Ofiicer (Litigation) for information with reference to his Notification SO (Lit/ED/2-165* 
2011 received vide endsl No. 10336^92 dated 14/06/2012,

AI! concerned Forest Guards for information.

—.^Il the SDFOs Upper Kohistan Forest Division for necessary action.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

!i

<
NVil^t^RcST gSffcER 
pHISTAN-FOREST DIVISIONuVrer 

, DASSU' ^ d
it:'.i-si..\ni.i.si.iMi.;>i-i\orricuoKoirR\up’f'r'k Kom.s.r.Aii iiVLMiMArioNOi' l•'OusTGUAl{0;:,(ioc
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OFFICE OF THE CONSERVATOFi OF FORESTS, UPPER HAZARA FOREST
, CIRCLE MANSEHiRA.I

A To

1. Mr. Abdul Kafi.s/o Abdul Hadi of Sazin Kohistan 
Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehman s/o Rehman Khan of Jaikdt 
Mr. Hidayatullah s/o.Umer Draz of Jijai Tehsil .Rattan 
Mr. Inayatullah s/o Abdul Hakeem of Jijai Tehsil Rattan 
Mr. Umer Daraz s/o Gul Sadbar of Jijai Tehsil Rattan 
Mr. Mr. Abdul Qadar s/o Malik Tajan of Khandia Kohistan 
Mr. Umar Yar s/o Abdul Qahar of Jijai Tehsil Rattan 
Mr. Nawab Ali s/o Noor ul huda of Rattan Kohistan 
Mr. Afreen s/p Juma Khan of Jijai Tehsil Rattan

10. . Mr. Mohammad Zaib s/o Haji Yardad of Rattan
Mr. Sarangzeb s/o Aman Mir of Rattan 

' Mr. Sarzahab s/o Mir.Alam of Jijai Tehsil Rattan.'

dated

2.
3.
4.
5,
6.
7.

■8.

9.

11.
12.

Subject;

No; the ^i^/01/2013.

APPEAL AGAINST THE DFO LOWER KOHISTAN OFFICE ORDER 
DATED 21/12/2012 AND DFO UPPER KOHSITAN OFFICE ORDER 
DATED 21/12/2012: ^ ------------------------------------—

Mansehra

NO.20.
N0.54.

•. Memo;
Reference your appeal dated 07/01/2013.

You have preferred a joint appeal against DFO Upper Kohistan office order 

N0.54. dated 21/12/2012 and DFO Lower Kohistan office order No.20 

21/12/2012 before the undersigned. Under rule 3(2) of NWFR Civil Servants 

(appeal Rules 1986) every affected civil servant shall prefer the appeal 

separately, hence the appeal in hand can not be entertained.

dated

You are therefore directed to prefer vour appeals separately for further course of 

action/

fiOdonser 
Up^j^er Ha

|of Forests 
Fofest .Circle7

Mans

No: /GE

Copy forwarded to:

1. DFO Upper Kohistan Forest Division Dassu 
DFO Lower Kohistan Forest Division Rattan

For information.

2.

Conservator of Forests 
Upper Hazara Forest Circle 

Mansehra

4rTijyf
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OFFICE OF THE CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS, UPPER HAZARA FOREST CIRCLE
MANSEHRA.

■

'.y'
J

d'.'I'.
To,I

i-

Mr. Abdul Kafi s/o Abdul Hadi 
Residence Sazin PO Shatial 
Tehsil Dassu District Kohistan.

Vi .
I»-

the /S-/02/2013.No; /GE dated Mansehra

Subject: APPEAL OF MR. ABDUL KAFI S/O ABDUL HADI THE DFO UPPER T:,..KOHISTAN OFFICE ORDER N0.54. DATED 21/12/2012.
Memo:

Reference your appeal dated 24/01/2013.

- iUpon termination from service of one Mr. Abdul Kafi s/o Abdul Hadi preferred an appeal 

dated 24/01/2013 before the undersigned being appellate authority against the DFO 

Upper Kohistan office order No.54, dated 21/12/2012. The DFO Upper Kohistan offered 

comments upon the appeal vide No.1647/GE, dated 12/02/2013.

4

I-
I, in the capacity of appellate authority in the instant case have gone through the relevant 

documents available on record upon which the order appealed against is based and 

found that;

A committee was constituted by CCF-II vide office order No.34, dated 13/04/2012 with 

the mandate to enquire in the Writ Petition No.533/2011 which recommended rolling 

back of entire recruitment process based on certain procedural flaws. Subsequently 

another enquiry committee on higher level was constituted by Administrative Department 

vide Notification No.SO(Ut)ED/2-165/2011, dated 14/06/2012 for the same purpose 

which detected further irregularities in addition to the flaws pointed out by previous 

committee. Based on the recommendation of above committee, the Administrative 

Department directed vide No. SO(Lit)ED/2-165/2011/1281-82, dated 11/12/2012 for 

implementation of recommendation of earlier committee.

■j

‘ .

In light of the absolute recommendations by the two successive committees, direction of 

the Administrative Department, and comments of the DFO/competent authority, the facts 

on which the termination order is based found established. Hence, the action taken vide 

office order No.54, dated 21/12/2012 is appropriate as no other action can satisfy the 

recommendations so made which is, therefore, neither excessive nor inadequate:

Keeping in view the above facts on record the appeal is rejected and order appealed 

against is confirmed.

No: • /GE

Copy forwarded to DFO Upper Kohistan Forest Division Dassu for information with 

reference to his letter cited above.

Conservator of Forests 
iiiUpper Hazara Forest Circle 

Mansehra/c
7
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VAKALAT NAMA
720NO. i

7^.IN THE COURT OF

_(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)i

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

C yTi^4^

Do hereby appoint and coi^titute M.Asif Yousafzai, Advocate, Peshawar, 
to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us 
as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability 
for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/ 
Counsel on my/our costs. ■

I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/bur 
behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the 
above noted matter. The Advocate/Counse! is also at liberty to leave my/our 
case at. any stage of the proceedings, if his .any fee left unpaid or is 

- outstanding against me/us. *. i.

720Dated
■( CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI
Advocate

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI
Advocate High Court,^ 
Peshawar.

OFFICE:
Room No.l, Upper Floor, 
Islamia Club Building, 
Khyber Bazar Peshawar. 
Ph.091'2211391- 

0333-9103240



•i'r

C2 .A
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 531/2013

Abdul Kafi Govt: of KPK etcVS

'TREJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
5

Preliminary Objections:

(1-4) All objections raised by the respondents are 

incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 

estopped to raise any objection due to their own 

conduct.

FACTS:
I
li

Admitted, hence no comments.1

j
2 Admitted, hence no comments.

3 Admitted, hence no comments. «/V

Admitted, hence no comments.4

5 Incorrect, moreover the august High Court's order 

was not foliowed by respondents in its reai spirits.

6 Incorrect, while para 6 of the appeal is correct. 
The appellant cannot be held responsible for the 

faults and irregularity committed by others.

I

:M.
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= '4t!

Incorrect and replied according to para 7 of the 

appeal.
7

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. Both orders are not according to law 

and liable to be set aside.

B) Incorrect, the appellant have status of Govt: 
servant as he was appointed after fulfilling ail 
requirements. Therefore the impugned orders 

are liable to be set aside.

C) Incorrect. The inquiry committee did follow the 

order of High Court in its true sense, therefore 

the report of the inquiry committee is against the 

order of High Court.

D) Incorrect, as it was the right of the appellant to 

associate with inquiry proceeding before any 

decision taken against the appellant.
E)

Incorrect, while Para-E of appeal is correct

F) Incorrect. High Court directed the respondent 
deptt: to inquire the Ziaul Haq (complainant) by 

inquiry committee but the did bother to do so.

G) Incorrect, while Para-G of appeal is correct.

H) Incorrect and not replied according to para H of 
the appeal.

I) Incorrect, while ParaT of appeal is correct.

J) Legal.



a J
It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as 

prayed for.

APPELUVNT

Through:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

/

/DEPONENT



m
j BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 531/2013

Abdul Kafi VS Govt: of KPK etc

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-4) All Objections raised by the respondents- are ■ 
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are • 
estopped to raise any objection due to their own 
conduct.

FACTS:

Admitted, hence no comments.1

2 Admitted, hence no comments.

3 Admitted, hence no comments.

Admitted, hence no comments.4

5 Incorrect, moreover the august High Court's order 

was not followed by respondents in its real spirits.

Incorrect, while para 6 of the appeal Is correct. 
The appellant cannot be held responsible for the 

faults and irregularity committed by others.

6



7 Incorrect and replied according to para 7 of the 
appeal.

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. Both orders are not according to law 
and liable to be set aside.

B) Incorrect, the appellant have status of Govt: 
servant as he was appointed after fulfilling all 
requirements. Therefore the impugned orders 
are liable to be set aside.

C) Incorrect. The inquiry committee did follow the 
order of High Court in its true sense, therefore 
the report of the inquiry committee is against the 
order of High Court.

D) Incorrect, as it was the right of the appellant to 
associate with inquiry proceeding before any ■ 
decision taken against the appellant.

E)

Incorrect, while Para-E of appeal is correct

Incorrect. High Court directed the respondent 
deptt: to inquire the Ziaul Haq (complainant) by 

inquiry committee b Jt the did bother to do so.

Incorrect, while Para-G of appeal is correct.

Incorrect and not replied according to para H of 
the appeal.

F)

G)

H)

I) Incorrect, while Para-I of appeal is correct.

J) Legal.



/

t
J It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as 
prayed for.

APPELLANT

Through:

( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI ) 

ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.
are

U
/DEPONENT



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.■V

Sen/ice Appeal No. 531/2013

Govt: of KPK etcAbdul Kafi VS

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: '!»

Preliminary Objections:
■ . ' ,1 ■ V . ..

All objections raised by the . respondents, are 
incorrect and baseless. Rather'theTespondents are • 
estopped to raise -any objection duetto their own 
conduct. • :

(1-4)

FACTS: . ^

Admitted, hence no comments.
-.V ^

1
•r

4*w
i '

Admitted, hence ho cofnnients.2
•■r

Admitted, hence no comments. .
« J 4 m

. 3

Admitted, hence no comments.4
» '. »

5 Incorrect, moreover the august High Court's order 
was not followed by respondents in its real spirits.

6 Incorrect, whiie para 6 of the appeai is correct. 
The appellant cannot be held responsible for the 

faults and irregularity committed by others.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
]

APPEAL NO, 531/2013

Abdul Kafi Ex-Forest Guard 
Upper Kohistan Forest Division APPELLANT

VERSUS \

1. Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Environment Department, 
Peshawar.

2. Chief Conservator of Forests, Northern Forest Region-ll, Abbottabad 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

3. Conservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra.

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan Forest Division, Dassu

RESPONDENTS

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENT NO, 01 TO 04

Respectfully Sheweth;

PREUMiNARY OBJECTION

1. The appeal is not maintainable in the present form

2. The appellant has no locus standi to bring the present appeal.

3. The appellant is legally estopped by his own conduct to bring the present 
appeal

4. The appeal is time barred

FACTS

Parawise comments are as under:

1. Pertains to record hence no comments.

2. Pertains to record hence no comments. r

3. Needs no comments

4. It is correct.
i .



#

5. In-correct. An independent enquiry committee was constituted on the/

direction of the competent authority by Chief Conservator of Forests-ll, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide office order IMo.34 dated 13.4.2012 

and committee concluded vide its report dated 19.4.2012 as under:

"In light of foregoing facts and material on record, the 
committee recommended to roll back the entire 
incomplete process adopted for appointment of forests 
guards and direct the competent authorities for initiating 
the process afresh as per rules"(Annex~l & 2)

6. Committee constituted by Chief Conservator of Forests, -I! Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide office order No. 34, dated 13/4/2012 with 

the mandate to enquire in the Writ Petition No. 533/2011 which 

recommended rolling back of entire recruitment process on certain 

procedural flaws. Subsequently another committee on higher level was 

constituted by Administrative Department vide Notification No. 

SO(Lit)ED/2-165/2011, dated 14/6/2012 for the same purpose which 

detected further irregularities in addition to the flaws pointed out by 

previous committee. Based on the recommendation of above 

committee, the Administrative Department directed vide 

No. SO(Lit)ED/2-165/2011/1281-82 dated 11/12/2012 ordered for 

implementation of recommendation of earlier committee. (Annex-3 & 4)

7. On recommendation of two successive committees directives of

Administrative Department and the facts on which the termination order 

is based found established, the appeal was rejected by the Appellant 

Authority vide No,4468/GE, dated 12/2/2013 (Annex- 5)
i

GROUNDS
A. In-correct. Both of the said orders are justified.

B. In-correct. Since the recruitment process abinitio found faulty, therefore, 

the appellant did not have status of Government servants.

C. In-Correct. The committee examined the whole record of test and

Interview and after fully analyzing the gravity of the case, the committee 

points out certain flaws in the recruitment process and recommended to 

roll back the entire process adopted for appointment of forest guards.



. I

¥

D. As explained above, the committee examined the record of appointment 

process and found certain shortfalls; hence the appellant had not been 

associated with the inquiry proceedings.

E. In-Correct. The committee pointed out procedural flaws in recruitment 

process which implies that the appellant did not gain status of Govt, 

servant abinitio. In such a situation there was no need of adopting the 

process meant for Government Servant.

F. Since the entire process was found faulty, therefore the (complainant) 

was not inquired into.

G. In-Correct. When the Enquiry Committee found inconsistencies in 

recruitment process, the issue of anomaly got secondary position. 

Therefore the committee did not consider the issue and recommended 

rolling back the entire recruitment process.

H. As in Para-G.

I. In-Correct. The rejection order is well reasoned.

J. That the respondents also seek permission to advance other ground and 

proof at the time of arguments.

PRAYERS

In view of the above facts available on record it is humbly prayed that the 

appeal is being unjustified and against the law may please be dismissed with 

cost in the best interest of the state.

Chief Conservator 
Northern Forest Region-11 

Abbottabad Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
(Respondent No. 2)

Secretary
Govt, of Khyber,Pakhtunkhwa 

Environment Department Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)

;^est Officer 
i^fe^st Division

iviConservj
Upper Kohl:U a

Marsehra 
(Respondent No. 3)

\ Dassu \ 
(^spondent No. 4)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
/ -

APPEAL NO. 531/2013

Abdul KafI Ex-Forest Guard 

Upper Kohistan Forest Division APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Environment Department, 
Peshawar. i

t
2. Chief Conservator of Forests, Northern Forest Region-ll, Abbottabad 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

3. Conservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra.

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan Forest Division, Dassu

I

'>■1■{

1

RESPONDENTS

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT I

si

The undersigned do hereby solemnly affirms and declare on oath that the contents of our 
written reply in the appeal is correct to the best of my knowledge and record and nothing 

has been concealed from the Honorable Tribunal.

rest Officer 
t Division

t
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
APPEAL NO. 531/2013

Abdul Kafi Ex-Forest Guard 
Upper Kohistan Forest Division APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Environment Department, 
Peshawar.

2. Chief Conservator of Forests, Northern Forest Region-ll, Abbottabad 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

3. Conservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra.

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan Forest Division, Dassu

RESPONDENTS

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENT NO. 01 TO 04

Respectfully Sheweth;

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

1. The appeal is not maintainable in the present form

2. The appeliant has no locus standi to bring the present appeal.

3. The appellant is legally stopped by his own conduct towering the present 
appeal ;

4. The appeal is time barred

FACTS

Parawise comments are as under:

1. It j5 fprrort Mnutnunf pnrtr ;»fh7prTi<;prf ny Kespondent No. 4
64^

through Director Infumidliuii H(^siiawaF (Annex-1&2).

correct. Needs no commerits;2.

3. Needs no comments

4. It is correct.
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committee was constituted on the5. Xh«r /4n independent enquiry
direction of the competent authority by Chief Conservator of Forests-II,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide office order No.34 dated 13.4.2012 

and committee concluded vide its report^dated 19.4.2012 as under:

“In light of foregoing facts and material on record, the 
recommended to roll back the entirecommittee

incomplete process adopted for appointment of forests 
guards and direct the competent authorities for initiating 
the process afresh as per rules"(Annex-3 & 4)

constituted by Chief Conservator of Forests, -II Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide office order No. 34, dated 13/4/2012 with 

the mandate to enquire in the Writ Petition No. 533/2011 which 

recommended rolling back of entire recruitment process on certain

6. Committee

procedural flaws. Subsequently another committee on higher level was 

constituted by Administrative Department vide Notification No. 

SO(Ut)ED/2-165/2011, dated 14/6/2012 for the same purpose which 

detected further irregularities in addition to the flaws pointed out by

Based on the recommendation of aboveprevious ; committee, 

committee, the Administrative Department directed vide No.

11/12/2012 ordered forSO{Lit)ED/2-165/2011/1281-82 dated 

implementation of recommendation of earlier committee. (Annex-5 & 6)

recommendation of two successive committees directives of 

Administrative Department and the facts on which the termination order 

is based found established, the appeal was rejected by the Appellant 

Authority vide N0.4468/GE, dated 12/2/2013 (Annex- 7)

7. On

GROUNDS
A. ]»iB in-correct. Both of the said orders are justified.

B. Since the recruitment process abinitio found faulty, therefore, the 

appellant did not have status of Government servants.
C. ̂ The committee examined the whole record of test and interview and

after fully analyzing the gravity of the case, the committee points out 

certain flaws in the recruitment process and recommended to roll back 

the entire process adopted for appointment of forest guards.
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D. As explained above, the committee examined the record of appointment 

process and found certain shortfalls; hence the appellant had not been 

associated with the inquiry proceedings. I

The committee pointed out procedural flaws in recruitment process 

which implies that the appellant did not gain status of Govt, servant 

abinitio. In such a situation there was no need of adopting the process 

meant for Government Servant.

F. Since the entire process was found faulty, therefore the (complainant) 

was not inquired into.

G. When the Enquiry Committee found inconsistencies in recruitment 

process, the issue of anomaly got secondary position. Therefore the 

committee did not consider the issue and recommended rolling back the 

entire recruitment process.

H. Moods no comments.

I. no comments. /fU.

PRAYERS ^ ^ ■

In view of the above facts available on record it is humbly prayed that the 

appeal is being unjustified and against the law may please be dismissed with 

cost in the best Interest of the state.

A

Chief Conservator of Forests 
Northern Forest Region-ll 

Abbottabad Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
(Respondent No. 2)

Secretary 
(aovt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Environment Department Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)

I

Conservator of Forests 
Upper Hazara Forest Circle 

Mansehra 
(Respondent No. 3)

orest Officer 
^^rest Division

Da
(Respondent No.
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!ME..........“=saomiEm of khfbm famtoota

'PSSSS) A
Dated Peshawar; 14/06/2012,

pm-4^«
/r

mottFICATION

Si
, Khyber Paktunkhwa in the case tilted 

W.P NO. 553 Zia-ul-Haq S,^a,ly probe into following

finding inquiry in the case 

Secretary Environment and Chief Secretary
Pakhtunkhwa and fix

responsibility for the 

aspects of the case;

same,

of the response in the case, despite repeated 

of the Chief Secretary, as
a. Delay in submission 

reminders.
b. Failure to

directed by the Court. netitioner Mr. Zia-ul-Haq before

e. „p 0. »e

Hazara in the case ■
h Anv other related point.

' Shan sabmll iB,apart wiWa 07 days to Enyltaament Dapartatept

submit the case for decision ’(t
I .

//
f. Failure to

I(
I

The committee 
for further necessary action li

HSecretary to Govt: of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Environment Department 1
/p' m

HiPnHcit! of e\^pn No. & Datei

liCopy forwarded to: -

Mr. Allamgir Khan
Sioi^servator of Forests, Peshawar-II, Peshawar. 
Section Officer(Utigation) Environment Department. 
CF-Upper Hazara Circle, Mansehra.
Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan Dassu. 
Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Kohistan Pattan.
PS to Secretay Environment Department.

Gandapur C/0 Chief Conservator of Forests-II, Pi1$1) m■2)
3)
4)

mm6)
7)

m
mishment) mSe
i|mlaii

ItJ
0/}J

..



government of KHYBER PAKimiNKHWA 
ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT 

LITIGATION SECTION)
SO(Ut:)/E.D/2-165/2011 
Dated Peshawar: 11/12/2012.

To
The Chief Conservator of Forests,
Northern Regioh-II, Abbottabad.

MFR-iT PKTTTION >J0- 553/201 1_
KHYRFR PAKH TUNKHWA
FRilure to t.^i-minate th^ aripointment of the Forest Gua^ 
thmuoh lrrer|"i:^»- nmcess as persu^^ss.on comm tme^ 

rRiPVRnt nffirprs in PeshawarJiigh Tnurt through their
comments.

7TA-TTT.-HA0 VERSUS GOVT: OF •
Subject

f.

refer to this department Notification No. SO(Ut)/ED/

. 2-165/2011 Dated; 14/06/2012 and to state that the above point was looked into 

by the Inquiry Committee. - _
It was observed that in compliance of the orders of the Admin:

constituted for conducting impartial

I am directed to

Department an Inquiry Committee was
conducted the enquiry and recommended to rojl back the

enquiry. The committee 
entire incomplete process adopted for appointment of Forest Guards and to direct

competent authorities for initiating the process afresh as per rules.
The CF Upper Hazara informed the petitioner accordingly and 

requested to him to re-appear in the test and interview for the post of Forest 
the date and time to be •advertised shortly through print media by the 

has also directed the DFO Lower Kohistan Forest Division, 
Kohistan Forest Division, Dassu to follow the

the

Guard on 

competent authority. He

Rattan and DFO Upper
initiate the process for theof the Committee andrecommendations

appointment/recruitment of Forest Guard against the vacant post 

recommendations have not been implenient as yet.

Therefore, both- DFOs of lower Kohistan Forest Division and Upper
should implement the decision of the earlier Inquiry

on 19/4/2012.

The same

Kohistan Forest Division 

Committee and report compliance.

MUIZALIKHAN
Section Officer (Litigation)•

/mj-& 2Fndst: of even No. & Date

Copy forwarded to the:
CF-Upper Hazara Circle,. Mansehra.

PS to Secretary Environment Department.

iefu-itigation)Section^
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OFFICE OF ThI CO'NSERVA'^OR OF FORESTS,-UPPER HAZARA FORESf e^ld 

' MANSEHRA.* • s
To. ! ■

1
Mr. Abdul, Kc?fi s/o Abdul Hadi 
Residenc-^'-.Sazin PO Shatial 
Tehsi.i Dassu'District Kohlstan.

: ^ m
rSl ■

■!iim ■ .. -li np
the />/02/20i3.V:; |::||

•• • / •1; .! ’
Subject; . APPEAL^OF MR, ABDUL KAFi S/O ABDUL HADI THE DFO UPP'er « 

KOHiSTAN OFFICE ORDER N0.54. DATED 21/12/2012. ^ i ': p

ir No. . /GE •dated Mansehra
;■

.-■!i i• Memo; .
Reference your aopeal dated 24/01/2013.

IUpon termination from service or .one Mr. Abdul Kafi s/o Abdul Hadi preferred an appdal; T'[ 
dated 24/01/2013 before the undersigned being appellate authority against the'Df|0|;i:|^ 
Upper Kohisian office order No.54. dated 21/12/2012. The DFO Upper Kohistan offered' ii-i^

"i
comments upon Ihe appeal vide No.1647,''GE. dated 12/02/2013. ii; Si

■

havegpne through the.rejevcih! 
documents available on record upon which the order appealed'against is .based;-and 

.■ found that; ■ ’ .

I. in (he capacity of appellate authority, in (he instant case

Wf
A comm.itlee was constituted by-CCF-lhvide office order No.34; dated ■13/04/2012Aviti li!' 

the mandate to enquire in the Writ Petition No.533/2011 which 

back' of entire recruitment process based 

another enquiry committee on higher level

illii .1 rec:on.n.endad||lli,,g l|
.on certain procedural flaws. Subsequently ' h iil

::•«(! lili
constituted by Administrative Dep^men't, il;:/

- vide Noliiication N9.SO(Lit)ED/2-165/20l1, dated 14/D6/2012 for the'same puipo^e .i|:y 

which detected further irregularities in addition to the flaws pointed out by previous '• 

committee. Based on the recom.mendation of above committee,Mhe Administrative' " 
Department directed vide No. SO(Ut)ED/2-165/2011/12S1-S2. dated-11/12/2012 for. 
implementation of recommendation of earlier commiUee.

was m

m
1

m

in light of the absolute recommendations by the two successive committees,,directibrt of; 

the Administrative Department, and. comments of the DFO/compelent authority, th'e facts!
. oh which the- termination order is b3sed found estabiish'ed. Hence, the action taken vide! 

office order, No.54. dated 21/12/2012 is appropriate as no other action, can satisfy the | 

iccommendations so ma'de which i;;, therefore, neither excessive nor inadequate;

Vi

11

Air :
ill

W4\ ■

i i-i -. i! - .1 IKeeping in view the above facts 

against is confirmed.
on record the appeal is ^ejected and ord,er appealed

i

8Li >'

■ CdlnserW^^iji^^t;ests mf-/ 2/ •• mmM-■/GE

Copy fop.varded to DFO Upper Kc.-histan Forest Division Dassu for information'with-j" I 

reference to hiS'-!,etter.cited above.

No: m.:

mm
I m

-• !

imMlCc.nse.'vato.' of .-crests • 
Upper .Sazars Fores: Circle

19$
I

snser.-a ^5'

i
•i-j

K.S
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(I)
6S 43 705/2014 ISSUED BY RAJA IMTIAZ AHMEDDATED DASSUTHEJFFICE ORDER NO._____

DMSIONAL FOREST OFFICER, UPPER KOHISTAN FOREST DIVISION, DASSU.

Mr Abdul Kafi son of Abdul Hadi (deceased) Resident of Sazin Tehsil Dassu District Kohistan is here y 
appointed as Forester in BPS-9 ( 6200-380.17600) against son quota ur^r_the_2rovisions

• Government ofKhYberPal<htunkhwaEstabiishrnent&Administration Depa.rtment (Regutetion Wing) NO
SO Regulation-6(E&AD).l-3-2003 dated 22.10.2005 and Notification No.SOR-Vl(E&AD)l-3/2011/Vol.Vill,

dated 31/8/2012: . ■ '

His appointment is subject to the following terms and conditions.

ppointment is on Adhoc basis against the existing, vacancy with effect from the date of his
■if

1. His a 
arrival.

2 His service will be government by such rules and orders relating to leave, travelling allowance, _ 
medical attendant rules, pay and transfer etc or in respect of other service matters as may be 
issued by the Govemrnent for civil servants to which he belongs.

3. In case he wishes to resign at any time he will have to serve one month notice for the purpose 
or his one month pay.will.be forfeited in lieu thereof.

4 His appointment is further subject to the condition.that hemustwithdi^^
from Hon-able KhyberPakhtunkhwa Service TribunaJ Peshawar filed by him against the office
order No.54, dated 21/12/2012 and have bonafide domicile of District Kohistan, production o .
Health certificate/age certificate, identity card; Domicile Certificate, School leaving certificate

be removed from service at

date of appointment/arrival.

can

5. He will have to undergo the prescribed training of Forester from Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Forest 

School Abbottabad (Thai)

Sd/- {Raja Imtiaz Ahmed) 
Divisional. Forest Officer • 
Upper Kohistan Forest Division 
Dassu

Memorandum:

Copy forwarded to the:

1) The Coriservator of Forests, Upper Hazara Forest Circle, Mansehra for favor of information.
2) Head Clerk/Divisional Accountant for information. ' • .

Abdul Kafi son of Abdul Hadi (deceased) r/o Sazin Tehsil Dassu District Kohistan for
Information and necessary action.

« r '

. 3) Mr.

6% ■

UppeQKohi?ta 
DassU^^ ■

rest Division

H •rl'v-K ....... i«r •» •' . - -f


