15" Nov 2022

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents

- present.

Clerk to counsel for the appellant seeks
adjournment as learned counsel for the appellant is not
available for today. Last chance is given to the appellant
'to ensure presence of his counsel and to argue the case on
the next date failing which the case will be decided on -
the available record without the arguments. To come up
for arguments on 14.12.2022 before D.B at camp court
Abbottabad.

/

)7 .

RSt nsom
- (Salah Ud Din) , (Kalim Arshad Khan)

Member (Judicial) . Chairman
‘ Camp Court Abbottabad



19" Oct,,

2022

Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. AG for

the respondents present.

This case pertains to Abbottabad and because of cancellation
of tour the matter was fixed for arguments on 19.10.2022 at the
Principal Seat. Because of can‘cellafi\on of tour, the parties and their
learned counsel might not have appeared. Notice be issued to

appellant and his counsel for the next date. To come up for

arguments on [5.11.2022 . w&m&m
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(Fareeha Paul) (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Member (E) Chairman
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Service Appeal No. 1233/2018

i’:,\:. @
s - 21.04.2022 Appellan.t alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah
| Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents
present. o |
Learned counsel for the appellant sought adjournment on
the ground that he has not made preparation for arguménts.
- Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 16.06.2022 before the
- A D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.
~(Rozina Rehman) (Salah-ud-Din)
Member (J) Member (J)
Camp Court Abbottabad : Camp Court Abbottabad
B e S sy g -
16.06.2022" _ Appellant with counsel present.
, ) Noor Zaman Khan Khattak, learned District Attorney alongwith

~~  Ghulam Murtaza SDFO for respondents present.

. Former submitted rejoinder with a request for adjournment.
Adjourned. To  come up for argum2nts on
17.08.2022 before D.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

(Fareeha Paul) (Rozina Refiman)

Member (E) Member (J)
Camp Court, A/Abad - Camp Coust, A/Abad



16.06.2021 Due to cancellation of tour, Bench is not available. Therefore,

case is adjourned to 30.09.2021 for the same as before.

Réader

Muhammad Rasheed, learned Deputy District Attorney

30.09.2021. -, Nemo for appellant.
) )
L

alongwith Syed Javid Ali S.D.F.O for respondents present.

Preceding date was adjourned on a Reader’s note,
therefore appellant/counsel be put on notice for 19.01.2022
for arguments before D.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

(Rozina Rehman) Chairman
- Member(J) Camp Court, A/Abad
Camp Court, A/Abad o

19.01.2022 Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional
Advocate General for the respondents present o

Previous date too, none was present on behalf of the

appellant, therefore, it was ordered that notice for prosecution of

the appeal be issued to the appellant as well as his counsel,_'

hewever the notice has not been returned back either served or

un-served, there_fore, fresh notice be issued to the appellant as

well as his counsel through registered post and to come up for

arguments on 21.04.2022 before the D.B ‘at Camp Court

Abbottabad.
v
(Rozina Rehman) (Salah-ud-Din)
Member (J) Member (1)

Camp Court A/Abad Camp Court A/Abad
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17.03.2021

21.10.2020

Appellant'presen'-t through representative.
Assistant A_dvbtate General present.

Lawyers are on generai strlke therefore, case is
adjourned to 16.12. 2020 for arguments ‘before D.B.

(Q

' (Atiq-Ur-Rehmari.Wazir) : o (Rozina Rehman)
. Member (E) - -. . Member (J) .
Camp Court, A/Abad - Camp Court, A/Abad

J)M fv Coztf 74 w&e o

MMW 4 Pezer
o

Junior to counsel for the appellant present.

Riaz Khan Paindakheil Iear_ned Assistant Advocate General for
respondents present. '

Former made a request for adjournment as senior counsel for the
appellant is not in attendance; granted. To come up for arguments on
Z [ & é/2021 before D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

— o

(Atig Ur Rehman Wazir) : Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) ’ Member (J)

Camp Court, A/Abad o - Camp Court, A/Abad



/‘\ppellant in person present. Mr. Usman Ghani, District

Attorney alongwith Mr. Masood ur Rehman, SDFO for respondents
present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is not available
today. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 2§.01.2020 before
DB at camp court Abbottabad. ' @ /
Metber ‘ | Member

Camp Court Abbottabad

o 21012020 Appellant in person present. Mr. .Muhammad Jan, DDA

L e alongwith Mr. Magsood Ur Rehman, SDIFO for respondents
present. Due to general strike of the bar on the call of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, the case is adjourned. To come up
“for further proceedings/arguments on 20.02.2020 before D.B at A
camp court Abbottabad.

Member Member
Due to covid ,19 case to come up for @&ﬁﬁ'ﬁ%&ﬂ A/Abad/
at camp court abbottabad.

Reader

Due to summer vacation case to come up for the sameon / 2/

lo | 2 at camp court abbottabad.
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Post Script.

120.05.2019 | . Later on representative of the department hémely Mr..
o - Farhan Riaz, Junior Clerk appeared and submitted written reply
on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 4. Adjourned to 19.08.2019 for
rejoinder and arguments before D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. |

'
(Muhammaﬁ?niéihan Kundi)
Member
Camp Court Abbottabad

19.08.2019 - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad
Bilal, DDA alongwith Mr. Shuja Ali, ADO for
~ respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant

seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments
on 21.10.2019 pefore D.B

e S
" Member ) ‘ Member

Camp Court A/Abad

: -'21.1_0.20-19 o Appellant in person present. Mr. Usman Ghani, District
| Attorney alongwith Mr. Masood ur Rehman, SDICG  for
»resvp'ondents present. Appellant seeks adjournment due to gencrai

strike of the bar. Adjourn. To come up for arguméms on

21.11.2019 before D.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

- : “I . | V | | l
s, 5 /.
Member Member- .
| Camp Court Abbottabad




22.02.2019 .

20.05.2019

Counsel for the appellant Muhammad Haroon Khanwhk
present. Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by
learned counsel for the appellant that the appellant was serving as
Forest Guard in Forest Department. It was further contended that
the appellant was imposed major penalty of reductnon of pay of
one stage below in the time scale for a period of one year vide
order dated 11.07.2017 on the allegation on inefficiency. It was
further contended that the appellant filed departmental appeal on
06.08.2017 which was rejected on 06.05.2018 hence, the present

service appeal on 25.08.2018. Learned counsel for the appellant

further contended that neither proper inquiry was conducted nor
_ thé appellant was provided opportunity of personal hearing and
defence therefore, the impugned order is 111egal and liable to be

set-aside.

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the

a.ppellant'needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular

hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to

’ deposit security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter, notice

be issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for

20.05.2019 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad.

oy
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
Member
Camp Court Abbottabad

Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad
Bilal, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.
Neither written reply on behalf of respondent submitted nor
representative of the department is present therefore, notice be
issued to the respondents with the direction to direct the

repﬁésentative to attend the court and submit written reply on the

next date positively. Adjourned to 08.07.2019 for written

reply/comments before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
e Member
"~ Camp Court Abbottabad
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Form- A

Camp court, A/Abad

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 1233/2018
| S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1. 08/10/2018,,.... The appeal .of Mr. Muhammad Harogn, received today by
post through Mr. Sultan Ahmad Jamshed 'A\?voc'ate‘may be entered |
R
in the Institution Register and put up‘iogiiiegVorthy Chairman for |
proper order please. \ _ -
o ' : 2/o[1] .
" This case is entrusted,to touring S. Bench at A.Abad for
e Q
prelimﬂj%ry hearing to be put up there on D, | — l 2 —20 18 '
| Q) |
C MAN
201.12.2018 Malak Muhammad Dildar Advocate for appellant preéent.
Stlates that learned senior counsel for the appellant is busy before
the Hon’ble High Court, therefore, requests.for adjournment.
Adjourned to 22.2.2019 for preliminary hearing before
S.B at camp court, Abbottabad. . \
Chairman




The appeal of Mr Muhammad Haroon Khan Forest Guard presently at the office‘of the
OFO snran Dlstnrt Mansehra received today i.e. on 25.08.2018 is mcomplete on the
foIIowmg score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for- completion and

resubmission wnthln 15 days.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested. -

2- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.

3- Annexure-A of the appeal is missing and annexure-B is incomplete.

4- Copy of |mpugned order dated 11.07.2017 is not attached with the appeal which may be
piaced on it. Order dated 09.5.2017 is show cause notice but not a final order.

5- Three more coples/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect
may also be submitted with the appeal.

No. 42D s,

L N

\

Dt._A) { /2018. | | W
‘?" EGISTRAR’

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

\5 W

- M. Sultan Ahmad Jamshed Adv.

- o
High Court Abbottabad.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KPK SERYICE TRISUNA!

18

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal NAZ%BQMS

Muhammad Haroon Khan, Forest Guard, presently at-the office of DFO

Siran, District Mansehra.

VERSUS

L APPELLANT

Provincial Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Forest

Department, Peshawar. and Others.

SERVICE APPEAL

...RESPCONDENTS

INDEX
S# Description of Document . Arnnexurs Page No.
1. | Service Appeal alongwith Affidavil and certificate - i-5
2. | Condonation of delay application - G
_ | Copies of the daily diary bearing No.Z5 dated ;
3. 120/08/2014 and copy of FIR No. 01 dated AT & BT §2- 13
09/02/2015 of PSAC Mansehra - .
Copies of the -alleged charge sheet, show cause | -, . 1418
. ! . .. . N C, C"E, 4,\./'2, D 4
4. | notice, statement of allegations, inguiry report, % Dot ler—~ 16
impugned order dated §¢/032017 <2 17,70
€3 —1 &
‘ . ‘ D- 20.-3%
~ | Copies of the departmentai appeai/ representation £y o D - 27-34
> | and order of respondent No.2 dated 02/05/2018 o a
‘3.2.--— 33
Vakalat Nama - 31

LLPETTIONER



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR, CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
1225

Service Appeal No.! = /2018

Muhammad Haroon Khan, Forest Guard, presently at the
office of DFO Siran, District Mansehra.

.ARPELLANT °

er Pakhtelkhws
Service Tribunant @

VERSUS  pn, 223

. | wted A,leg
1. Provincial Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkth ~ throug
Secretary Forest Department, Peshawar.

2. Conservator of Forests, lower Hazara Forest Circie,
Abbottabad. '

3. Divisional Forest Officer, Siran Forest Division,
Mansehra. ‘

4. Range rorest Officer Hill Kot Forest Range Batal

District Mansehra.

PONDENT s" .

DU
ITI
”L“

o o o o o T Tyt T o e T Y e e A et T L e S e e S At Rt Yt v o S SV B et e S i B A ¥ A o o e P T o Lo A e s v
. 828 ke e e e e e e e e S e e L N N L I I S O RN NI N S N T NN S T e n T e

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE K.P.K SERVICE

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, VIDE WHICH THE APBEAL OF

APPELLANT PREF*"P’"‘E” o R"JH’J"J{:?«.T NO.2,

AGAINST THE: ORDER OF F%!:SPON{} =NT HOGL3, WHO
Fe-submitted to -chuy '

amd “r‘ HAD IMPOSED THE PENALTY OF ONE 3TAGE BELOW
N TIVE SCALE FOR A PERIOD OF ONE YEAR, i3

g_fsfsra' ’ ' .
o ’9’ REJECTED WIDE ORDER NO. 23 DATEDL ARBOTTABAD,

THE 02/05/2018.




A4

f
N
(o}

?ﬁ ' 'PRAYER:

| lOn aéceptance of the instant Appeal, the ‘ir-npugned
order and decision of respondent NQ.Z &3, may graciously
be set aside and strucked down and the alieged penaity»
imposed upon the ‘appellant, may also be set aside by
holding and considering the same as void ab-initio,

| unlawful, beyond to the merits, mis and non reading of the

record concerned.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
rACTS:

1. That, on daily diary report No.25 dated 20)08/2014,
police station Battal was incorporated revealing therein -
-th‘at a private Datsun vehicle with certain timber scants
affixed with number marks were apprehanded -which
resulted into . the filing of c‘rémi'nallanticorruption case
through FIR No.01 dated 09/01‘/2015 with  criminal
sections 429/4‘20,/468/47_1 read with sectioﬁ 5(2) of P.C
Act PS A.C Mansehra. (Copies of the daily diargf
bearing No.25 dated 20/08/2014 andAcop‘; of FIR No.

01 dated 09/0/2015 of PSAC Mansehra zre annexed

as annexure “A” * “B”)




Yy, 3

2. That, uhfortu-nateiy, the applicant belongs to the lower
Grade service éyadre therefore, the respondents as .the'ir
‘bureaucratic prac;tice, tried their best to make the
escape goat to the appellant and save their own skins
from old type of risks ah‘:ﬁough the nature of a[ieged
offence itself reveais | that neither the appellant nor
Rustam Kha'n, the appellant of other appeal, could be
considered as involved however, the respondents with
_connivance of each other as well as with !écal police
and Anti-corruption police, preceded to initiate criminal
~as well as alleged disciplinary proceedings by initiating
by issuing charge sheet etc. (Copies of the alleged
charge sheet, show cause netige, Sia%femen-t.o%

~ allegations, inquiry feport, impugned order dated
09/0§/2017, are annexed as annexure “C, C-1, C-23D

& D-17)

3. That, the appellant, 'pfeferred appeal /represerztaﬁon to
respondent No.2 but after sufficient lapse of time, the
same was rejected. (Copies of thé departmental
appeal/ representation and order of respondent
No.2 dated 02/05/2018, are_anﬁexea‘ as annexure “E

&”FH}

4. That, the impugned orders are being assalied on the

following arnongst othar grounds: -.
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Y GROUNDS:

| .. That, the impugned order dated 02/05/2018 passed
by respondent No.2 and order dated §#9/0%/2017
passed by respondent No.3, are against the law and
merits of the case and record connected, void, ab-
initio, without éuthority, beyond to the rightful

exercise of authority.

ii. That, the appellant is Forest Guard and by nature of
the performance of the duty, the appellant has
nothing to do neither with the issuance of permit,

local and non-local, transportation nor with the

proceeding and criminal case against the appellant
are highly un-justified, without any rhyme and reason

and uriiawfui.

' ‘possession of hammer mark therefore, the alleged
ii. ~ That, the respondents has only authority to deal with
the probeeding of considering and issuance of permit
either local or non-local but being Con‘sidering them
as judges of their own cause, they succeaded to
exonerate themselves by making the appéllant as
escape goat, while keeping in possession as well as
the use and affixing the hammer mark is also not the

job either legally or through practice in vogue.

iv.  That, it is also worth to mention that alleged timber
scants allegedly apprehended also neither belongs to
the forest area of appeliant nor the respondents
proved and established against the appeliant that

, same timber was cut out from area falling in the

supervision of appeliant. There is no supporting proof
N L e R "ﬁ:q X




9 5
and respondents deliberately kept aside this material
fact throughout.

v. That, it is astonishing to note for worth consideration
that the respondents version throughout alongwith of
police officials that the alleged hammer mark
allegedly found affixed on and allegedly found timber
is fake and faise , so when the same is fake and
false then the driver of Datsun vehicle and the
person who was beneficiary of the said timber, could
have been dealt and proceeded as the falsity and
fakeness of hammer mark was bound to be attributed
to driver and beneficiary as this was not the case of

misuse of the genuine hammer mark.

vi. ~That, respondents are the guilty of mis and mal
maragement and administration inspite of this they,

| with connivance of each other, saved themselves.

vii.  That, not only the above mentioned facts and merits
are revealing the'appellants, are being made escape
goat but also the appeliant has been made victim of
technical atrocities by respondents as nct only the
appellant has been dealt handedly neither proper
opportunity of hearing, during the whole inquiry
process, has been extended nbr the version broug'ht
to the notice of the respondent was appropriately
considered. It seems that respondents were bent

upon to impose the alieged penalty.

vii. ~ That, neither inquiry was conducted as per law nor
fihding of the inquiry or in consonance of the merits

ty.respondent No.2 failed to

lar
R

of law and_fact.. Similg

cwr 3




N 0

distinguish the alleged inquiry report and me-rits, of
law and fact connected thus, the impugned order
passed by respondent No.2, has been blindly
perpetuated.  Furthermore, | the rejection of
departmental appeé_l is highly unreasonable and

beyond to his authority.

ix. That, respondents, who are expected to deal with
- and pass their respective orders in a transparent and
equitable manner but for the consideration of the
limitation period the respondents also faiiedAto
perform their duties as their offices were bound to
perform as this alleged case pertains to the year i.e.
20/08/2014, as daily diary (Annexure ‘A’) reveals and
show cause notice was allegedly issued on
06/04/2015 while the respondent No.3 allegedly
imposed the alleged penalty on 11/07/2017 through
his order No.4 while respondent No.3 rejected the
appeal on 02/05/2018 in this way the respondents
engaged the appellant technically with their verbal .
assurances that grievance of appellant be redressed.
Therefore, this Hon'ble tribunal by considering the
case of the appellants on merits is likely to be
succeeded, the same was not properly
communicated and prejudice caused to the right of
incremént and refusal to grant increment is a
continuous wrong as well as case connected with
pays, promoction and emolumen’is attracts  no

o : , : Wil
limitation period. (Copies of case law connected e b

BB for reference). And hence if delay found a

hurdle in the administration of justice. may be

N - L e e

condoned:




i x.  That, appeal is well within time.

It is therefore prayed that on aécepiance of ithe
present appeai, the impugned order and decision of
respOndent No.2 &3, may graciously be set aside-and
strucked down and the alleged penalty imposed upon the
appellant, may also be set aside by holding an'd-

| considering the same as voidﬁ ab-initio, un!éwfui, beyond to

the merits, mis and non reading of the record. concerned. _

- o
Through: ' %ﬁ’ .

Dated: / /2018 {SULTAN AHMED JAMSHED)
' : Advocate Supreme Court
Of Fakistan

VARIFICATION

Verified that the contents of instant appeal are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge and belief and no material facts has

been concealed from this Honourable Court.

DiPONENT

Dated: / /2018 APPELLANT

IDENTIFIED BY:-

(SULTAN AHMED JAMSHED)

Advocate Supreme Court
of Pakistan.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
‘ PESHAWAR. |

Service Appeal No. /2018

Muhammad Haroon Khan, Forest Guard, presently at the office
of DFO Siran District Mansehra. |

. APPELLANT
VERSUS

Provincial Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary

Forest Department, Peshawar. and Others.

...RESPONDENTS

AEEIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Haroon Khan, Forest Guard, ‘pre’éent!y at the office

of DFO Siran District Mensehra, Appeilant, do hereby solemnly

affirm and declare on oath that the confents of instant Service
Appeal are true and correct to the ‘best of my knowledge a'n'd
belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble
Court. |

W
DEPOQ;NT
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
‘ PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 12018

Muhammad Haroon Khan, Forest Guard, presently at the office
of DFO Siran District Mansehra.

- APPELLANT
VERSUS

Provincial Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary
Forest Department, Peshawar. and Others.

...RESPONDENTS
&

CERTIFICATE

Certified that no such Service Appeal has earlier béeh
filed before this Hon’ble Tribunal.

...PETITIONER
Through:
Dated:- /(_52 8 /2018 (sum.ﬁeo JAMSHED)
Advocate Supreme Court
-Of Pakistan . '
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2018
Muhammad Haroon Khan Forest Guard, presently at the office of
DFO Siran District Mansehra.

...APPELLANT
VERSUS

Provincial Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Forest
Department, Peshawar. and Others.

..RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

APPLICATION SEEKING PASSING OF ORDER FOR
CONDONATION OF DELAY FQR THE SAKE OF PROPER
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE LIGH!’ OF LAW,
JUSTICE AND PECULIAR FACTS oF THE' CASE

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the above titled Service Appeal is being filed before this
Honourable Tribunal, contents of the same may be treated |

as an integral part of this application.

2.  That appellants had brbught a good Prima-Facie case and
balance of convenience aiso lies in his favour and there is

every likelihood for their success.

3. That the applicant seeks the condonation of delay on the

grounds mentioned below:-

I That, this August Tribunal is competent to grant

condonation for decrsron on merit and inhersnt

¥ xxgw

Jurisdictich: "




- e

‘Dated:—/

ifl.

Dated:-/él 8 /2018

AFFIDAVIT:-

I, Muhammad Haroon Khan, Forest Guard, presently at the office of DFQO
Siran District Mansehra, Appelfant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on
Oath that the contents of foregoing application are true and correct to ine best -
of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this
Hon’ble Court. ‘ '

12018

11

That, the impugned orders has never been properly
communicated to appellant / petitioner.

That, fisoal"matter, the right -of pay, imbursement of
pension, increment, is involved, which is a continucus

wrong.

That, the appellant is innocent and alleged description
of job, does not relate to the office and cadre of the
appellant. i.e. question of performance and non

performance, cannot be attributed to the petitioner. ‘

Inquiry report itself makes reference that the aileged -

penalties referred in impugned order dated 02/05/2018,
stiall not be imposed till the decision of learned Anti-
corruption court.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that, on

-acceptance of foregoing application, the order as
prayed for extending condonation .of delay, may
graciously be passed and rigours of the petiticner’s

may please be redressed.

...APPELLANTS
Through:
-< .
(SULTAN AHMED JAVISHED)

Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan..

DEPONENT

g/
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CHARGE SHEET

o oo e Bteo ’g‘“ '.i
I, Muhammad Riaz, Divisional Forest Officer Siran Forest waqr;wMéhﬁe%ra as competent authority,

hereby charge you Muhammad Haroon the then Incharge of Neelban Guzara Beat of Hilkot Forest Sub-
as follows: , .

That you, while posted as Incharge Neelban Guzara of Hilkot Forest Sub-Division committed the
following irregularities.” - ‘

a. Whereas on the direction of Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Forest Circle Abbottabad . the

Divisional Forest Officer Patrol Squad Division held a meeting with SHO Battal on 2-9-2014 and
discussed the issue regarding apprehension of fake hammer mark by Police. The SHO told that on' 20-
8-2014 when he was on patrol duty on KKH near Battal, a Datsun No. QAF-1243 ioaded with 18 scants
pertaining to non resident permit No. 16 dated 9-8-2014 of Mst: Nusrat Bibi wife of Shabir Ahmed of
Mansehra was apprehended and the umber was hammer marked with fake hammer. Being skeptical

about the hammer mark when the driver was |nterrogated and a fake hammer was recovered which was
confiscated. The staff of Battal Sub-Division was called with their official hammer mark for comparison

and the hammer mark was found fake. The statement of Rustam Block Officer was also taken alongwith

copy of non resident permit. The Divisional Forest Officer Patrol Squad Division Abbottabad submitted

his report to Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Forest Circle Abbottabad vide his letter No. 223/PS
dated 10-9-2014 with following recommendations which was received in this office vide Conservator of
Forests Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad endstt: No. 2431/GB dated 2- 10-2014 (Copy annexed)

b. That the DFO Siran Forest Division may be asked to immediately cancel all the hammer marks of Battal

Sub-Division and to issue new hammer marks and send new photo print to this office for record and
monitoring.

c. _Tha‘ the DFO Siran Forest Division to further enquire into the maller and laken acuon agamst the

delinquent staff as thts fake hammer mark was used for the more than one year and’ the staff never
bothered to check it, rather they seem to be connived with.

d. That all the timber under local permit No. 19, need to be confiscated and to be transported to Central
Timber .Depot Mansehra, beside taking stern action against the Incharge Forest Guard, Forester &
SDFO who again misused the concession and replicated it for their ulterior motives. The Batlal police
was confiscating/transporting the local permit timber when Conservator of ‘Forest Lower Hazara Circle
Abbottabad, DFO Patro! Squad Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad & DFO Siran were in the forests and
this was very much embarrassing for all of us, and was only due to connivance, negligence and in-
efficiency of local staff and they all need to be dealt with iron hands and they no doubt have committed
height of crime/offence. In this regard Checking report of DFO Patrol Squad vide his letter No. 411/PS

dated 22-10-2014 received through Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad letter No.
5725/GL dated 1-12-2014.
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e. Whereas you were:required to check the area of permit holder during the course of conversion of

timber being Incharge of beat but you faited to do so and left the forests at the march of timber
smugglers.

f. Whereas you were requured to affix the hammer mark in your presence to affix the hammer mark before
the transportatlon of timber the permit.

g. Whereas you being lnch'arge of beat was required to inspect the coupe where the permit was granted
' during work in progress. But you failed to perform your primary duty honestly and facilitated the timber
smugglers for gaining your ulterior motives.

h.  Whereas you left the Forest at ‘the- mercy-of a _permit holder/ timber smugglers who himself amxed the
fake hammer mark with your active connivance.




smugglers and facilitated them in illegal trade of tim

Creating bade name to the Department.

. X ' i p ’ A

i.  Whereas you instead of protééling the For?st resourc" ; _mgnds%?‘h mehpggg}(holderltimber
- . cd b ot .
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Keeping in view the above exposition you were suppése to defend{folldw following three points:-

1. To defend the permit atA any level as the same has been issue under your SDFO signature if it

was the genuine one.

2 You were responsible to affix the hammer r’jark on the completion of harvesting of permit trees.

You were suppose to oppose the hammer )

Un-fortunately you found failed to'perform your duties €

charges of In-efficiency, Misconduct & Corruption.

ark as affix bogus on the said timber.

arnestly and honestly which lead you to the

2. By reasbn of the abové. you appear to be' guilty of Inefficiency, Misconduct& Qo_rruption under

rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficiency anq Dtsc;phpg Rples. 2011

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

3. You are, therefore, directed to submit your written defence within seven days of the receipt of this

charge sheet direct to the Inquiry Officer/ ommittee . Failing it sha

Il be presumed that you have

nothing.to defend you and an ex-parte action shall be taken again;t you

4. Intimate whether you desire to be heardjn perso
5, ' A statement of allegations is enclosed.
Sd/-( Muhammad Riaz)

Divisional Forest Officer
Siran Forest Division Mansehra

n.

.Né. 9/5"1 'S' 7 /GE Dated ansehra

Copy of the above is forwarded to.-

the / S 10412015

1. The Conservator of Forests, Lower Hazara Fprests Circle, Abbottabad for information and necessary
action with reference to his No. 2431/GL da d 2-10-2014 & 3253/GL dated 10-1 1-2014 please.

2. Mr. Farruk Sair Divisional Forest Officer Tofgar Forest Division Inquiry Officer/ Committee. He is
requested to initiate proceedings against the accused strictly under the provisions of Khyber
d Discipline) Ruies, 2011 and complete within

He is directed to join the disciplinary proce

dings on the date. time and venue fixed by the Inquiry

committee and vigorously defend Govt intere t as prosecutor.

4 - Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard the then [ncharge Neelban Guzara Beat C/O SDFO Hilkot Forest
Sub-Division for information and complianc He is directed to submit his reply to the Charge Sheet

served upon you directly 1o the Inquiry Co

1

Committee for the purpose of inquiry procee ings.

~

Divisidnal Forest Officer
Siran Fgrést ion Mansehra

{

ittee within 7 days of receipt of this charge sheet and

Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficigncy an
stipulated period. :

3. Sub-Divisional Forest Officer Mansehra Forgst Sub-Division for information and  necessary action.
also appear before the inquiry- Committee 6n the date, time and venue (0 be fixed by the Inquiry




‘MANSEHRA FOREST DEPARTMENT
“¥ a4 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

“ Divisional Forest Officer "~ .
- buan fForest Division'Mansela " . . =

v

L
-

N SIRAN FOREST DIVISION

o 707 8 e

. Ph. & Fax #. 0997-920140 Dated - 905017

1Y Rustam IKhan F/Guard
2. Muhammad Haroon IF/Guard j’
Cc/O

- Range Forest Officer ; i
\ LoD
Hilkot Range y . g) P ‘
Subject:  DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING AGAINST M/S MJAN TAHIR HUSAIN
SHAH_ FORESTER, RUSTAM -KHAN AND MUHAMMAD HAROON
FOREST GUARDS.

!'{efercnce: Office order No.26 dated 06.09.2016

, Muhammad Riaz Divisional Forest Officer. Siran Forest Division Manschra as competent
authority’ under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline)
Rules. 2011 do hereby serve you Mr. Rustam Khan Forest Guard the then Block Officer Battg!
Block and Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard the then Incharge Neelban Guzara Beat of Hilkot
Range as fallow:

i That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against you by the enquiry
officer/enquiry committee for which you were given opportunity of personal hearing,

. On going through the finidings and recommendations of the enquiry Officer/Enquiry
Committee. the material on |eCO|d and other connecled documents including your
defense reply before the enquiry officer/enquiry committee, and

. On receipt of clarification from Administrative Department vide Section Officer
Establishment letter No. SO (Estt)/FE&WD/1-31/lnquiry File/1289-91  dated
24.04.2047.

| arn satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions specified in Rule-3 of the .

said rules. 4 ‘

g B Inefficiency. )
As a result. 1 as competent authority have tentatively decided to impose one of Major penalty i.e
Reduction of Pay Tow stages below in time scale for a period of Two years as delined in
Rule- 4(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011, '

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

If no reply to this notice is received within seven (07) days or not more than Fifteen (15) days of

its delivery, it shali be presumed (Ilat you have nothuu_ o put in your defense and in that case
exparte action shall be taken against'you.

1
A copy qf findings of the enquiry officer/enquiry committce is enclosed.
3 : .
Encl: “ L
L]
Divisiond rest .

~Siran F W] Mansehra _ '

No. /GE

Copy torwarded 1o the Range Forest Officer. Hilkot for infoatmion and necessary action. Pleasc
deliver the attached letters to the d('dlC‘:\be under proper receipt and send the same to. thls o’rf'cc
for hulhu cmu\e of action at an ear Iy d.ltu
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION TSI B

L I N
I, Muhammad Riaz Divisional Forest Officer Siran Forest Division, as a competent authority, akﬁ’o’iﬁwg,opmﬁﬂ‘lhat
Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard  the then Incharge Neelban Guzara beat of Hiikolwgub:Division has
rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omissions, within the meaning of
rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011:- ’

veLaAparTE F BN

v s

T TR VT T

e

e

TIT T RN Lpe M ay azey,

vi.

Vii.

viii.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

‘Whereas on the direction of Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Forest Circle Abbottabad ., the
Divisional Forest Officer Patrol Squad Division: held a meeting with SHO Battal on 2-9-2014 and
discussed the issue regarding apprehension of fake hammer mark by Police. The SHO told that on
20-8-2014 when he was on patro! duty on KKH near Battal, a Datsun No. QAF-1243 loaded with 18
scants pertaining to non resident permit No. 16 dated 9-8-2014 of Mst: Nusrat Bibi wife of Shabir
Ahmed of Mansehra ’Was apprehended and the timber was hammer marked with fake hammer. Being
skeptical about the hammer mark when the driver was interrogated and a fake hammer was
recovered which was confiscated. The staff, of Battal Sub-Division was called with their official
hammer mark for comparison and the hammeg mark was found fake. The statement of Rustam Block
dfﬁcer was also taken alongwith copy of norj resident permit. The Divisional Forest Officer Patrol
Squad Division Abbottabad submitted his re}aort to Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Forest
Circle Abbottabad vide his letter No. 223/PS d’ated 10-9-2014 with following recommendations which
was received in this office vide Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad endsit: No.
2431/GB dated 2-10-2014 (Copy annexed), ‘

That the DFO Siran Forest Division may be asked to immediately cancel all the hammer marks of

Battal Sub-Diy)ision and to issue new hammer marks and send new photo print to this office for
record and monitoring.

That the DFO Siran 'Forest Division to further enquire into the matter and taken action against the
delinquent staff as this fake hammer mark was used for the more than one year and the staff never
bothered to check it, rather they seem to be connived with.

That all the timber under local permit No. 19, need to be confiscated and to be transported to Central
Timber Depot Mansehra, beside taking stern actipn against the Incharge Forest Guard, Forester &
SDFO who again misused the concession and repji_caled it for their ulterior motives. ‘The Battal police
was conﬁscating/transporting the local permit timber when Conservator of Forest Lower Hazara Circle
Abbottabad, DFO Patroi Squad Lower Hazara Circ}le Abbottabad & DFO Siran were in the forests and
this was very much embarrassing for all of us, and was only due to connivance, negligence and In--
efficiency of local staff and they all need to be deaig with iron hands and they no doubt have committed
height of crime/offence. 'In this regard Checking report of DFO Patrol Squad vide .his letter No. 411/PS

dated 22-10-2014 received through Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara Circle Abbottabad letter No.
5725/GL dated 1-12-2014 (copy enclosed) i

Whereas he was required to check the area of permit holder during the course of conversion of timber
being Incharge of beat but he failed to do so and left the forests at the mercy of timber smugglers -

- Whereas he was required to affix the hammer mark in his presence to affix the hammer mark before the
transportation of timber the permit.

Whereas he left the Forest at the niefcy of a permit hoider/ timber smugglers who himself affixed the
fake hammer mark with his active connivance. '

souret GooftDS _,,,wmejn?”‘-,
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Whereas he instead of protecting the Forest resource joined hands with the permit hgderlﬁmﬁ'e’r

smugglers and facilitated them in illegal trade of timber causing irreparable huge loss to the state. 9 ﬁ
P

Creating bade name to the Department. . ’ FM

Keeping in view the above exposition he was supposed to defend/follow following three points;éw,. y w
2. yes

Y. v'ocl“ aigh

1. To defend the permit at any level as the same has been issued under the signalure gf, his; SBFH® #IP/LS
¢ . e’ asgncad rLfAe A
was the genius one. g0 swvERSCH

3. He was supposed to oppose the hammer mark as,affixed bogus on the said limber.

Un-fortunately he found failed to perform his duties earnestly and honestly which tead his to charges of In-efficiency.
Misconduct & Corruption.

He was responsible to affix the hammer mark on t{\e completion of harvesting of permit trees. l

il T2

2. Therefore, for the purpose of scrutiny of the conduct of the accused and initiating an inquiry againsi

' - him. with reference to the above allegations, an inquiry officer/ committee, comprised of
S R Mr. Farruk Sair Divisional Forest Officer Torgar Forest Division is hereby constituted under rule 10 (1)
(a) of the rules ibid:- L

3. The inquiry officer/committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of the rules ibid, provide
reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings and make, within thirty (30) days of
the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriale action against the
accused.

4, The accused official and a representative of the Def)artmenl. weli versed with the case. shall join the
proceedings on the date, time and venue fixed by the inquiry officer/commitiee.

Sd/-{(Muhammad Riaz)
Divisional Forest Officer

¥

~ Siran Forest Division Mansehra E '

g . !
. — ‘ -

No.?/ So- 8'3 IGE Dated Mansehra the / 10412015 '

Copy of the above is forwarded to:-

1. The Conservator of Forests, Lower Hazara Forests Circle, Abbottabad for information and necessary
action with reference to his No. 2431/GL dated 2-10-2014 & 3253/GL dated 10-11-2014 please.

2. Mr. Farruk Sair Divisional Forest Officer Torgar Forest Division Inquiry Officer/ Committee. He is
requested to initiate proceedings against the accused strictly under the provisions of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules. 2011 and complete within
stipulated period. .

3. Sub-Divisional Forest Officer Mansehra Forest Sub-Division for information and  necessary action. ]
He is directed to join the disciplinary proceedings on the date, lime and venue fixed by the Inquiry 1
committee and vigorously defend Govt interest as prosecutor.

4 Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard c/lo SDFO Hilkot Forest Sub-Division for information and

compliance. He is directed to submit his reply to the allegations leveled against him directly to the
Inquiry Committee within 7 days of receipt of this memo and also appear before the Inguiry
Committee on the date, time and venue to be fixed by the Inquiry Committee for the purpose of
inquiry proceedings.

Divisfong Forest Officer
S t Division Mansehra
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) LNOUIRY RE"’GE”T AQMJ‘?‘“ RES BEEAY TAMIR HUSSLIN 8SHAK FRODS
MEI”-IAM'I@&”) RUSTAM ANT MUBAMMAD HARCGH &

o N
{ FOREST GUARDS 0% DM

SIRAN FOREST DIVISION MANSEHRA

..:Ji

i istory & « Briel fante of cdiceimi L "' AT

Brief History of the Case: Brief facts of disciplinary actiosf Mhaini G/ & e
M

Kot Forest Sub-Division)

A

Tahir Hussain Shal Forester (the then i/C 8DF0 3

)

Mubammad Ruistam Farest Cuard (the then Bleck Qfiicer Ratisl Block) awdf\

Muhammad Haroon Forest Cuard fthe then 1/C Neelban Cuzars .”;ca‘u.‘&_/

(hereinaiter calic 'd the accused officiais) are montionad as under:-

That on QG/m 2014 during Patrol duty on KK ncar Ratial, SHO o
_wr¥lation Battal apprehended a pick up Datsun Mooy WCade o 3 owith 18 scants of

vvvvv ' : P oar L 18 scants of

Fir pertaining to non resident right holder permit Mo. 16 ddated 00/08 ;2014

Mst Nusrat Bibi wife of shabbir Ahmed of (Qhazi ot} Manseb:ir

|3

t -
H

The timber in Datsun was hammer marked with a fake hammer kavk. Being

Yo

| skeptical about hammier mark on the scants. the driver of Darsun was
mierrogated by SHO Pelice Station Patial and a (ake hawmmer mark was

recoverad from his custody and subsequently confiscatod.

The stall of Battal Forest Sub-Division was catled with ‘hcn' official twumimer '

AN

mark {or comparison and alter comparison the hammer mark was Hund fale.

The statement of Rustam Block OQf "1 er was recorded alongwith orvigingl wopy of

NS

non resident permit

o e W ZE B J \ s

Later on the DFO Patrol Squad Abbottabad had a meeting with SHO Battal
police station and discussed the whele wsue with him an ihe directien of
Conservator of Forests Lowcer Hazara Forest Circle Abbottabead on 02/02/2014

“and submitted his report vide ;\}F‘ Ne 2223/BS dated 10/0%/2014 with

concrefe recommendations. Charge sheets ,4.ongwun stotement of aliegations

~

+

were framed and served upon the accused officials wide, DFO Siran Forest

Rty

[$) R

Division Mansehva No's 9134-37/GE, 9138-41/CGE, 9142-45/CGE, 214

! 49/GE, 9150-33/GE and 9154-57/GE daied 18/04/2015.

- e

The undersigned was appointed as znguiry Officer/Committse under rnude-10 . 7 .0
(I (a of the Covernment of Khvber Pakhiunlhiwe B&D Rules 2017 to initiawe
disciphinary pracecc’tiligs against the accused officials, and submit report!

in the vxpo.cxtw of cncmry oificer, un adersigned directed & amus;-'i 'Ji'fi(:ié‘;‘zs‘ft'{);f R

submit 'eply to the staternent of Ii"gqtic; 5 vide lettey l ’577 z‘J/G dated
08/10/32015, No.404-06/CE dated: 'ﬂ[u‘\/’ 1S, Not . DA

L r e e e e . : . H
2071 1/2@,15;' and [‘40.8 _m'a,p dated ro;o /é@:éﬁ}‘;zczsex,x.ztz;rst!;,l~, replies of .. 74
accused official were n‘"‘c*xvcc. ‘ _ “.' ' o 1
The ”LCU.I%{‘(‘ offi'&ia 8 Were '~--dir<':cte-d vide lotler Mo 12Vd4-7R/0W  dered -0 l

11/04"’01‘\ to anpe«,r or personai hearing ound pevsonad NeNring  Was

2 4:

L

* 1- . ;:

1 PN Y G e a— - o F v TR T i

condudi d e, ,z‘é,/ G4 /3016, in vresence of nroseouior. j
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In tnmﬂcon.t xt an app : 1on W Lls mo d by kA(‘cn\,?u in th': court of
spw*ial 1"01"(* 'I\@ywtlat ab« .ut custody of ve l*v le and iilicit timber

| T t’“ﬂprd"enocd b}, thie ‘;_tx;,ﬁce,

o o~ - 3 e Ao R ¥ 2
LhC CASE Was defended in the Session court alsc. The (orest offenders

-‘-'_.c:i an application in the !"-'ﬂ.@"'f of session Judge Mansehra under

f"'-':“"'i' e an - ™y Ly T [P Y . - - FR
20N for release of Datsun , which was r¢ jected when the whale

situa_tj'.on was breught in the notice of honourabie court by the

.f_{u,uscd. Later on the case of :

was for S rded to Director Anii {

in.\res,tzganon which was endors
investigation. The accused alongwith co-accuss =ds 1:—:4..0rc;@ci his
statermaent with all proofs of actions, he initiated in the instant case.

As a result the accused was absolv

No.01 dated 09/C1/2015 ,was chalke
(x} It is necessaty to ciarify that during whole provess of i.,nve.stigatiml

acither it has been said that permit No.lo is fake nev the

apprehended timber belongs 1o permit Mo, 1o

- timber of permit No. 16 was in the process of sawing at the time o

incident. The timber was within the forest and npot

outside.

".)

The allegations and ¢ charge cheet are the result ol misunderstanding

vhich were framed when falte hamimer mark was recdv ered {from the

The apprehended timber does not helong to permit Mo lf and was
brought from Hii}an forests.
». Rustam Khan Forest guard the then Rlock Officer Battal Block has rebutied

the charges cunst yim and states ; that -

{(a) The ali.egation about use of ‘i’ake hemmer mark in his block {or the past

one year 1s Boﬁl ss and conirary to the facts. The {}‘CC’-_ISG:Q} took over the

charge as Block olficer Battal on 15/0

, only two {02} mouths after kis taking over the charge. Furmﬂ "W.:'C;

Y o " _
months period after his taling over a3 7.0 Battal,

b3 [N i SRS e dmen P e
hammer mark wes apprehended, netacrl fe aas =

(b) Permit No.15 dated LY,

: N P - s gormemgs oy T

accused and co-acoused Forest guara Were SUORE
Lt
i

/10612016, The incidernt tock place

B LA

o e

P
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That criminal proceedings are under progress in the ailf corruplion

a

o L el

b+ ot ot L

. .
RERTTL Tkl

' court against the ac;:useci in the same case and depart menial chargs
s'heet is in contradiction witi"z. Avticie- 1:-:{:-1) of the constity tivon vvl'.:"h may
be filed 'piease. ' ' o . , .
3. Muhammad Harcon Forcst uuard the then incharge Nnclomw Guz arecBeat |
has also rebutted the allegations and states that = B
(i) . That allegation abhout use of fake hammer mark for the past one j,-'éar T

Beat the incidence

against the accused is unfounded and without proof.

That two months after his taking over charge of the
hfq,oencd The accufs»:d marked the trees of ;t»crm'ﬁ. No. 16 Aated

!
|
O9/O8/20L4 12 ’1"(3;1 of xrmt hoidm’ and IC'—’Uu’ﬂ‘ siipc:rv‘isc-:d the 4
) ’ . - R T i
Lo s:wmg ofmarkcrl trce"' m orcwr Lo av'om 'm*r u'regulamv U |

.- R . " . -‘.‘ "

i

t

3 111"11. uurmg H.b teuw** on thc‘ beat f)ut‘ am{ icxm h'm mé*""':dzark'

mfo;mat],ou abor 1t~ ;ake

Was 'Llabd on «m, 1c1t .1mbe nor an y

hammcr mark wWas xece.wn 10 hxm

T“xe accuscd has rzpprehcnoﬁ'c. stocke of illicit timber in association’

7. "thh his Bioc i Officer and SDIFO which are available on record.
{n) lnat the trees of permit Mo.10 wers > sawn under his supervision and
’lﬁ-“ ucuiar‘v supervis sed the work to avoid any irregularity.

hat the timber of permit Ho.16 was inside the forest at the

—_—
N—
porey
-

—

~ incidence and not ransporte 1 outside. Mo hammer I arl was afixed
on its timber. The timber apprehended DY 9 Slics had no link with thas

permit which was rransported {rom Hillan forests of bBazara Tribatl

Forest Division. During sawing of trees of pe st No. 16, ne remained

present all the fime and supevvised the work on

SDFO Hilkot and B.G Battal Block, to aveid any irregularily.

e directives Of

That all the aheg tions leveled against bim are unfovnded.

e loaded wth ilicit timber alongwith i fake hammer are

When vehic
was é.pprcbendpd by thc olficials of police station Battal, 3HO Battal |

ted that he has apprehended & vehm}c

contacted the accused and sta
of ilticit timber and asked 9.bou. its Lnk with permit No.16. The
accu ised in accompany ‘»f Biock officer visited BDattal police stafion,

inspected the timber in vehicle and explained that the timber was
3 !

legal, and did pot belong to pevimit Ne. 16,

-y

That SHO poilce tation Battal then tngetived about official hamioie

mark which was produced 1o Wi, He then stawcd that he has
3 1 TR DR s eamr iv O the
recovered & nammer mark from toe vebicle and showea it co the

: P e 1 LS SR
accuseds. They explained that fhe hapuney Mavi 18 Gake and they

have no 1 nowledge about it

SV

e PP, . .
N ngenra which

That SHO Battal then forwarded the casc 0

was seni to Director At Corrmapaon Peshawar o8 investigalion. :
i
- ~ ~k—w-mg'r:£
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T W v s,

e e m<.hargrc of I—Izh‘ot Sub Dmsxon are r*ot lound proueri muep partial

' hammer mark perso_nglly on the Umber obtained under the authority of i

-;) () ")

valid permit. However in case of any exigercyv, he has to authorize in
writing to the- Block Officer concerned t‘;w aifix hammer mark on the ;
timber of Dcrmit but he failed to make preventive mea .xurc with regard to
misusc of authority by his subordinate for ulierior motives hence his i
partial inefficiency could not be rules out. '

The allegatlon In para-d was not cstdbusncd against the accuscd officials
which 1'elates to local permit No.19 dated OF, 09/2014 because the same
was verified but.no irregularity was noliced and consignment was

allowed to be transported.

| 2

. ‘ .\
Conciusion: Irom the above discussion following inference is drawn:

The involvement of accused officials Rustam Khan and Muhammad Haroon o
X . et N 1

Forest guards has been established but as stated in their replies and PR
mentioned in Article-13 {a) of the Islamic Republic of Palkistan 1973 .
Constitution read with section 403 cf Cr.Pc 1898 that No person shall be '- L
prosecuted or purished for the same oiffence more than once. |
As the case under cnmmal 31'oceedmg,s is under trial in the anti co: rup*v:m
court Peshawal and the court wﬂl decide their fate. Hence the court wdl dec cide

about Lhem

. s ™ . ,

k]

'Howeve the chargcs Iew.h.d aafunst M;an Tahn HL 1 ;' ‘511 ¥ -Fr)rr'sterw’t._.e

inefficiency.- : ' _'

-1

Recommendaumn*

Follov ing rvqmmc*ldahon«: are made:

1. Ifnposﬁlon of minor punishment i.e “Censwre” as delined in Para-Hajii) of -

KPK Gove;nment Servants (E&D! Ruiles 2011 upon Main Tahiv Hussain
Sbah Forester the then Incharge Hilkot Forest Sub-Division.

2. Though the charge of Inefficiency against M/S Rustam Khan and
Muhammad Haroon Ferest Guards is proved for which they are liable to
imposition one of the major penalty as defined in Rulc-4{b} of the KPK
Government Servants (ESD) Rules 2011 or as per decision of respective

Court but it is recommended that further proceedings against them may

be stopped till decision of Anti-Corruption Court Pesnawar on FIR No. 01

dated 9.1.2015. | ;

|

\3»\\\3.
F‘ar kh Sair} 5

DWlSlonal Forest Officer
Torghar Forest Division
Judbah

{(Engquiry Officer)

WSy k. K i,
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QFFICE ORDER NO. ¢ BATED MANSEHRATHE I ori2017 ISSUED BY ﬁ ysﬁéw
MUHAMMAD RIAZ DIVISIONAL FOREWR SIRAN FOREST DIVISON [
- MAN

b By’ ,ﬁzmd.@f}f D{ A

Advocare P
READ WITH - ¢5¢ Fogor #igh Coors

A 2NT8-9 05y

i Non-residéent permit No. 16 dated 9.8.2C14 in the namf yﬁgz WG 2N BRSIa Shablr
Ahmad of Mansehra. . .

i, DFO Patrol Squad Abbottabad letter No. 223/PS dated 10.9.2014 adc‘regsed to CF
Lower Hazara. -

iii. Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara feter No. 2431/GL dated 2.10.2014

.- DFO Siran letter No, 3167/GE dated 29.10.2014

V. Conservator of Forests Lower Hazara latter No. 5725/GL daied 1.12.2014

vi. - FIR No. 1/24 dated 9.1.2015.

vil. DEO Siran office order No. 124 dated 4.1.2015 regarding suspension of Muhammad
Haroon Forest Guard. S

viii. Office arder No. 128 dated 21.1.2015 regarding suspension of Rustam Khan fFores:
Guard.-

iX. Decision of Anti-corruption Judge KPK dated 13.02.2015

. Office order No. 161 dated 26.2.2015 regarding reinstatement of Muhammad Haroon
Forest Guard, . L

xi. Charge sheet No. 9138-41/GE with statement of allegations No. 9134-37/GE dated
13.4.2015 served upon Mian Tahit Hussain Shah Forester the. then incharge Hiikol
Sub-Division. o

¥il. Charge sheet No. 9146-49/GE with statement of allegation vide No..9142-45/GE dated
13.4.2015 served upon Rustam Khan Forest Guard the then incharge Battal BIOCK.

si.  Charge sheet No. 9154-57/GE with staterment of allegations vide No: 9146-48/GE
dated 13.4.2015 served upan Muhammad Harcon Forest Guard the then incharge
Neelpan Guzara Beat.

xiv. Reply to the charge sheet and statement of aliegations furnished dy Misn Tahlr
Hussain Shah Forester dated il

XV Reply to charge sheet and statement ¢* allegations furnished by Rustam Khzn Forest
Guard (then Block Qfficer Battal) datec ail.

wi.  Reply to the charge sheet and statement of allegations furnished by Muhammad
Haroon Forest Guard dated nil.

wii.  Statement of personal hearing in resgect of Rustam Khan and Muhammad Haroon
Forest Guards dated 18.4.2016. .
wvii.  Statement ot personal hearing in respect of Mian Tahir Hussain 3hah Forgster

recorded by the Enquiry Officer dated 18.4.2018.

Xix. Enquiry report of Enquiry Officer vide letter No. 240/GE dated 29.5.2016.

XX. Section Officer (Establishment) letter No. SO(Est JIFEGWD!1-31/2012Inquiry
file/1286-91 dated 24.04.2017. ’

XXI. DFO, Slran tetter No 9107-08/GE dated 09.05.2017

xxii.  Personal hearing dated 04.04.2017

BRIEF HISTORY OF THE CASE

On 20/08/2014 during Patrol duty on KKH near Battal, SHC Police Station Battai apprehendzd 2
pick up Datsun No. 1243/QAF loaded with 18 scants of Fir pertaining to non-resident right holder
permit No. 16 dated 09/08/2014 on the name of Mst. Nusrat Bibi wife of Shabir Ahmed of
(Ghaziket) Mansehra. The timber in Datsun was hammer marked with a fake hammer mark. Being
skeptical about hammer mark on scants, the driver of Datsun was interrogeted by SHO Police
Station Battal and a fake hammer mark was recovered from his custody and subsequently

confiscated.

The staff of Battal Forest Sub-Division was calied for with regard to their officiai hammer mark for
comparison. After comparison. the hammer mark affixed on the timber was found fake. The

statement of Rustam Khan Bilock Officer was rezorced alongwith original copy of non-residant
permit. ] )
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Consequéntly in pursuance with the directivs of Conuervator of Forests, Lower Hazara Cirlee
Abbottabad. the DFO Patrol Squad Abbottabad ccvened a meeting with SHO Battal Police

‘Siation on 2.9.2614 and discussed the whole issue wilh eoncrete recommendations.

PROCEEDING

Charge sheets alongwith statement of ellegations vere framed and served vpon the accused
officials vide DFO Siran Forest Division }/ansehra N 8142-45/GE, 9146-49/GE, 9150-53/GE and
9154-57/GE dated 13/04/2015 and appointed N'T. F arrukh Salr DFO Torghar Forest Division as
Enquicy Officer/fCommittee under rule-13 (1) (a) of th: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(E&D) Rules 2011 to initiate disciplinary proceedirys against the aceused officials and submit

‘report.

RISCUSSION

o

’ The accused officials furnished their replies to the :tatement of allegations and also heard in

person an 181042016 in presence of prosecuior/depari mental representative.

The main points narrated by the accused officials I their defence statements are reproduced as
unger.

1. Rustam Khan Forest Guard the then Block Offictr Battal Block in his reply to the statement of
zllegations states that: '

ia)  The allegation about use of fake hamm:r mark in his Block for the past cne year is

~ baseless and contrary to the facts. The z:cused took over the charge as Block Officer
Battal on 16/06/2016. The incident took [lace only after two (02) months of his faking
over the charge. During two months peiod after his taking over as B.C Battal, the
timber having fake hammer mark wiis neither aporehended nor did he have
knowladge about use of fake hammer m.; rk.

) Permit No.16 dated 09/08/2014 was sa- ctioned during his tenure. The accused and
co-accused Forest Guard was strong directed by the SDFO Hikot to strictly
supervise the work of sawing to avoid uny irregularity. Trees of permit No.16 were
marked on the identification of permit t-dlder. Carving of permit No and affixing of
hammer mark wag carried out on the tries and strong directives were given (o VC
Forest Guard for strict supervision of pe.mit work., When the illicit limber with fake
hammer mark was apprehended, the tirider of permit No.16 was in the process of
sawing and the timber was inside the forext which was closely supervised by incharge
Forest Guard. Neither any irregularity was :ommitted nor free.hand given 1o the permit
holder. . '

{© When Battal Police apprehended the illic™ timber, SHO Police Station Battal contacted

him on mobile phone and stated that thiey have apprehended & vehicle loaded with
ilticit timber and inquired about its genui-eness. The accused along with Beat Guard
inspected the timber. SHO Police Station Batial interregated about official hammer
nark which was produced before him. He examined the official hammer mark and
compared it with the hammer mark recc'iered from: the vehicle. On interrogation the
accused showed ignorance about fake -ammer mark and stated that they have no
knowledge about the fake hammer mzk, they only use officiai hammer mark for
affixing on permit timber. The apprehen:ed timber had no relation with permit No.16
and the same was transported from adjsicent forests of Hazara Tribal Forest Division
which was iliegai. The accused in asso:iation with SDFO Hikot and other staff has
recoverad and apprehended illicit timber and vehicles loaded with illicit timber and
transported the same to Police Station @d Central Sale depot Mansenra, which are
on the record. )

(eh The accused in association with SOFQ -liikot has defended the case under section
: 22.A for release of apprehended vehicle on superdari in the court. ;
{e) leat all the allegations against the accusad are baseless. If he had any connivance
with the offencers, then he would not initiate action against ther.
(f) That instead of handing over Datsun No. 1143/QAF Ioaded with illicit timber alongwith
fake hammer mark to the accused official, SHO sent the case alongwith his report to
DPO Mansehra, who forwarded the case to Director Anti-corruption Peshawar for

WISYN J40: WOoHd



investigation, which was further endorsed to Circle Qfficer Anti-corruption Mansehra
for investigation and-FIR No 01 dated 09/01/2015 was registered against the accused

attar investigation.

(9) That according to Article Nu.13 of the constitution of Pakistan no person shall be
prosecuted or punished for the same offence more than once. .

{ny That criminal proceeding is under progress in the Anti-carruption Court agqlnst tt}e
ascused in the same case and departmental charge sheet is in contradiction with
Article-13(a) of the constitulion which may be filed please.

2. Muhammad Haroon Forest guard tha then incharge Neelban Guzara Beat in his 10 the

statement of allegétions states:

(i)

(i}

{iii)

(iv)

iv)

fvi)

(vii)

That aliegation about use of fake hammer mark for the past one year against the
accused is urfounded and without proof.

That two months after his taking over charge of the Beat the incidense happened. The
accused marked the trees of permit No.16 dated 09/08/2014 in area of permit holder
and regularly supervised the sawing of marked trees in order to avoid any irregularity,
That during his tenure on the beat, neither any fake hammer mark was used on any
{llicit timber nor any informatlon about fake hammer mark was recaived to him.

The ‘accused has apprehended stocks of lilicit timber In association with his Black
Cfficer and SDFO which are avaifable on record.

That the trees of Permit No.16 were sawn under his supervision and he regularly
supervised the work to avoid any irreguiarity.'

That the timber of permit No.16 was Inside the forest at the time of incldence and not
transported outside.. No hammer mark was affixed on its timber. The timber
apprehended by Palice had no link with 1his permit which was trarsported from Hillan

forests of Hazara Tribal Forest Division. During sawing of trees of permit No.18, he
remained present all the time and supervised the work on the directives of SDFO
Hitkat and B.O Battal Block, to avoid any irregularity, .

That all the allagations leveled against him are unfounded. When vehicle loaded with
illicit timber alongwith fake hammer mark was apprehended by the officials of Police
Station Battal, SHO Battal contacted the accused and stated that he has apprehended

- 2 vehicle of illicit timber and agked about itg link with permit No.16. The accused In

accomgany of Block Officer visited Battal Police Station, inspected the timber in
vehicle and expiained that the timber was illegal and did not belong to permit No,16.

(viiy ~ That SHO Police Station Battal then inquired about official hammer mark which was

(i)

preduced to him, He then stated that he has recovered a hammer mark from the
vehicle and showed it to the accuseds. They explained that the hammer mark is fake
and they have no knowledge about it. .

That SHO Battal then forwarded the case to DPO Mansehra which was sent to
Director Anti-corruption Peshawar for investigation The case was marked o Circle
Officer Anti-corruption Mansehra for investigation and as result FIR No.01 dated
09/01/2015 was registered against the accused. '
[n Article-13 of the constitution of Pakistan it has baen clearly stated that *no parson
'shall be prosecuted or punished for the same offence more than cnce”. The case
under criminal proceedings is under trial against him in the Court of Anti-corruption
Peshawar hence charge sheet against him is against Article-13 of the constitution
which may be filed please.

The Enquiry Officer after detailed enquiry has concluded that;

»

The accused oFﬁc@als in-their'replies have stated that Datsun No.' 1243/QAF was
apprehended carrying illicit timber of Fir, affixed with fake hammer mark but in their
statement of parsonal hearing they have refused the existence of copy of permit No.16

. with the forest offenders. The record shows, that when Datsun in question Inaded with

ilticit Fir timber was apprehended, the forest offenders were having a copy of permit No. 16
dated 09/08/2016, on which proper size wara of extracted scants was duly written. The
same was seized by Polics. . '

The forest offenders were well aware of the species of timber allowed vide permit No.16
and they werg smugghng timber of the same Fir species in the garb of permit No.18.
Non-resioential permit No.16 was issued on 00/08/2016 and Datsun of

illicit timber wa
apprehended on 20/08/2016 after 11 days of the issuance of permit, ?

X
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o

. Fake hammer mark was affixed on the timber to pass the consignment safely under the
cover of permit No.16.

All the above facts reveal that both accused Block Officer and Forest Guard were actvely
connived with timber smugglérs. Their connivance has been proved in the instant case dun.ng
inquiry of Anti-corruption department and accordingly &n FiR No. 01 dated 09/01/2Q15 has aiso

" peen registered against them in this regard.

" in pursuance with the conclusion of the enquiry, the Enquiry Officer has recommended that the
invalvement of aceused officials Rustam Khan and Muhammad Haroon Forest guards has been

aeiabliched but as stated in their replies and mentiongd in Article-13 (a) of the Islamic Republic of

Pakistan 1972 Constitution read with section 403 of Cr. Pc 1898 that No person shall be

" prosecuted or punished for the same offence more than once. As criminal proceedings is

subjudice in Anti-corruption Court Peshawar and the court will decide their fate.

" The matter was referred to high ups for its clarification. In response the Section Officer Gowt: of
" Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Forestry, Environment and Wildlife  department  vide  No.

ro,

4

SO(Estt)/FESWD/1-31/2012/inquiry/File/1283-81 dated 24.04.2017 ¢lear the matter as under:
Departmental Proceadings Vis-a-vis Judicial Proceedings

The question as to whether or not a departmental inquiry and judicial procesdings can run
parallel to each other against an accused officer/official has been examined in consuitation

with the Law Oepartment.

It is hereby clarified that Couri and Department progeedings may starl from an identical
charges and can run parallel to each otfier. They can take place simulianeously against an
accused on the same set of facts and yet may end differently without affecting their validity.
Ever departmental inquiry can be held subsequently on the same charges of wkich
indzpendent servants have teen acquitted by 2 Court. The two proceedings are to be
pursued independent of each other and it is not necessary to pend deparimental proceedings
il the finalization of judicial proceedings.

It may also be clarified that court proceedings also include criminal proceadings pending
against a civil servant.

The above instructions may please be brought to the notice of all concerned.
in the light of above mentioned clarification a Show Cause Notice bearing No.9107-08/GE dated

09.06.2017 was served upon the accused officials. In response both the accused officials have
submitted their written reply wherein they have again denied the charges. Both the accused

- officials néard in person on 04.04.2017.

. _In reply to the Show Cause notice both the accused officials have reiterated that:

Rustam Khan Block Officer

The enquiry so initiated against him was un-justified and the relevant recoro has also been ignored

~ during the proceeding. The timbar so mentioned in the instant case has not been cuttransported

fram his area/jurisdiction and he has neither maintained Sizewara nor affixed hammer mark. The
permit holder played the whole game for his ulterior motives and e is innocent in the said case. in
redly to a question he has further stated that ali this happened during the enquiry proceeding. He
deemeq uncomfortable to make a complaint to high-ups in this regard at that movement. '

ErTECEL668: "ON Xud
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Muhammad Haroon F/Guard

When the permit in Quéstion was issued he was performing his official duty on barrier and also was
incharge of Neelban and Sharkacl Beats. He was unaware about the 1ssuance pt. §ale permit,
affixing of hammer mark and preparation of sizewara It was the prime respons_;blllty of Block
Officer. He is Innocent and has no conaern withtha permit_story. In reply to a question that why he
failed to mentioned his plea in his written reply. The accused official stated that the said case was
alse under process in Anti Corruption Court anc the current oroceeding is un-justified and un-
[yvfil in his mind and ke relied on simple reply. in reply to another question he stated thal he has

. . i
not concealed anything from the enquiry officer. He has furthec stated that he is not satisfied with
enquiry repot, he is innocent, he has already been crushed in the instant case and has also
raquested for his exonaration as ne has no congern with the instant incident.

CONCLUSION

Beth the accused officials badly failed to provide substantial evidence in their defense and to rebul
the gharges leveled against them in statement of allegation. The charge of Inefficiency slands
proved. The Enquiry Officer has conducted the disciplinary proceedings Judiciously and his
recommendations are quite appropriate. .

ORDER

 The undarsigned in the capaclty of authority perused the whole tecord i.€ report of checking party,

_charges leveled in the statement of allegations. replies furnished by the accused officials,

statemant of personal hearing as well as recommendations contained in the enquiry report and
reached to the conclusion that the recommendations of the Enquiry Officer afe quite appropriate.
Therefore | Muhammad Riaz, GFO Siran Forest Division in the capacity of authority do hereby
order to impose major penalty as defined in Rule-4(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

- Servants (E&D) Rules 2011 i.¢ reduction of pay of hoth the accused officials i.e M/S Rustam

Khan the then Block Officer Battal and Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard one stage below in
time scale for a period of one year.

Sd/- (Muhammad Riaz)
Divisional Forest Officer

Siran Forest Division Mansehra
Copy forwarded to:

1. The_Conservator of Forests, Lower Hazara Circle Mansehra for favor of infarmation. This
is with reference to his office letter No. 2431/GL dated 10.09.2014. :

0 The Range Forest Officer Hilkot for information.

S Rustam Khan and Muhammad Haroon Farest Guard for information,

Divisional Accou_ntant for information,

Siran@gst Divisien Mansehra

5
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Worthy Conservator of Forests

Lower Hazara Forest Circle
Abbottabad, "39»-—'623
' x4 //-
1 f-
Through; - PROPER CHANNEL.

’ .
@

Subject- APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE ORDER No. 04 dated 11.7.2017 1SSUED BYML
DIVISIONAL FOREST QFFICER SIRAN FOREST DIVISION MANSEHRA.

Sir,
I bag to submit a few lines for your kind consideration that:-

i Permit No. 1E'5/Mli(Non resident right holder) was issued to the applicant on 29.8.2014 (Copy ,

ani bEX).
i, Vehicle No. 5124-3,/0/\F loaded with illicit timber coming from Hi!lan Nars apprehended by Police on
19.8.2014.Fake Hammer mark was affixed on the surface of ftimber- sca Cants, |
™
i, Original Hammer Mark was cross checked and it was pxoved that hammer mark affixed as fake '
and ficlitious —

v, it is riot impessible for smugglers to get fake hammer mark from the Market specially in Pakistan
and thal too in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province..

v, Forest Gu ﬂru and Forester are not the custodians of the Harnmér Marks as they de not have any
cfiice. These are kept in Range/Sub D&vis'ional office hence responsibility lies on concemed
Officers and the Chowkidar of the office having keys of the safe. -

Vi, Sub Divisional Forest Officer Hillkot demanded seized timber from Incharge Police staticn Battal

on 5.8 01(1
i Disciplinary proceedings was started/initiated against three officials vide Divisional Forest Officer

Siran No. 3741-43 dated 24.11 2015 and side oy side Anlicorruption Depariment issued FIR and
case is in progress. In the eves of law it is double jeopardy and for one offence case will have to
re initiated by oné Department or Agency.
viii, How it i is posgibie that when only Markmfl and felling had been carried out by the owners of the
| permit imerireached to Chhattar by an offender can be claimed as marked forest staif assisted
podice Depari%n‘tent in apprehension of the vehicle as well as illicit timber and police acknowiedged
that . |
iX. No. sizewara was prepared/submitted at the fime of apprehension of timber by police herice it
| cannot be proved that staff was invoived in smuggiing.

Punishment awarded is harsh hence office order cited above may please be set-aside. | may alzo

>

he heard in person piease.

Yours chediently.

Mr. Muhammad Haroon
Forest Guard
CIO Sub Divisiona! Forest Officer -

P,T’. e} Battal,

|
\
|
.
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- ’OFFICE ORDER NO. Q3 DATED ABBOTTABAD THE“'E@J SWNER Cresryd{s; ISSUED u.ul
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— t\x o4 Fodeini Shai.s:

BY MR. AZHAR ALI KHAN CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS LOWER HAZARA FOREST
: CIRCLE ABBOTTABAD

Whereas M/S. Rustam Khan Block Officer and Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard of Siran
Forest Division Mangehra here-in after called appellant preferred an appeal against Divisional
Forest Officer Siran_Forest Dlwsnon Mansehra office order No. 4 dated 11.07. 2017 whereby
penalty of one stage below in tlme scale for a period of one year was imposed as a result of
enqulry proceeding under Government Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011.

The Divisional Forest Officer Siran Forest D|v= sion Mansehra forwarded the appeal of both the

" aggrieved Forest Guards alongwith comments vide his office letters No. 1525/GE, dated

15.8.2017 and No. 1526/GE, dated 15.8.2017.wherein he pleaded his ‘decision by rebutting-* .
arguments of appellants.

Keeping in view the content of enquiry and coraments of Divisional Forest Officer and personal
hearing, the undersigned being appellate authority fully satisfied to reject the appeal.
X - © e e et e e,

Therefore the appeals of M/S Muhammad Rustam and Muhammad Haroon Forest Guards
(Appellants) are hereby. rejected and the decicion of competent authority ( DFO “Siran) made ’
vide office order No.04 dated 11.07. 2017:3 upheld R | S o . '
Sd/- Azhar AliKhar - e
Conservator of Forests '

Lower Hazara Forest Clrcle
Abbottabad .

Memorandum -,

! .

Copy forwarded to the -

1. Divisional Forest Officer Siran Forast Division Mansehra for information and
necessary action with reference *o his office letter No. 1525/GE, dated
15.8.2017.and No. 1526/GE dated 15.08.2017 The Enquiry file from page 1 to 560
received vide your letter cited above is sent herewith for record and further
necessary action-which may be acknowledged.

v/2. Mr. Rustam Khan Block Officer C/O DFO Siran for information with reference to his
appeal 06-08-2017 .

‘3. Muhammad Haroon Forest Guard C/C DFO, Siran for information with reference to
his appeal dated 06-08-2017

Encl, As above - ' ' '
For serial No.1 éé
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GS&PD.KP.SS-'???’?IZ-R.‘;T-Z0,00G Forms-09.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. TribunaliP2 \“

o B ~ ¢¢B’) o o

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR, -

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR. - |
Y 2 _ ,v‘
No. : . . : . | ._/:...—--——' .
AppealNé.............../.o?..:-.g.*% .......................... ont}/‘?
e Bl /{'/{A Y R Appellam/‘l’eanoner
: Versus ) . .
- /",’ Q 2 f - . . ) .
oAbt o6 7/’/‘33/ ................ Respondent
- / Respondent No.......... .. Q ............................ ,

Norie 10— (ors QP‘W&L (5/ Lol $/7L ém(mz /’L‘ﬁa v e ‘
/?ela%,f ('fz Aéba st /,4/,-/ | o~

WHEREAS an appeal/petltlon under the provision of the North-West Frontier
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in
' the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are

hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal .
*on...pt 8.0 ’"21@(% ....... -..at 8.00 A.M: If you wish to urge anything against the o
appellant/petltloner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which
‘the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representatlve or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement

. alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in -
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementxoned the
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

.Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be
‘given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your . -
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed tobe your correct address, and further
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of
this appea]/petltlon

Copy of appeal is attached. Copyof appéﬁl Kas aIready been sent to you vide this -

office Notice No dated............ reersrscorsnssnsesanseses -

2@%

.Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar 101 C R . |

Day of......ccoveee . fedbl. a0 7 w/
f [zﬂf% /ﬂ&&("i/% ﬂ/ﬂ//

Reélstl;\ar,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 'I‘rlbunal
Peshawar.

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holuday.,
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.




Day of...eerevereeeee vressssnsensasas f@b" ............... 2 /9 ;
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GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST-20,000 Forms-09.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form AXB Ser. Tribunal/P2
»>

“"V - f‘ B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.
No. |
Appeal Now....e.eeeen.. I of 20
......... M'/%?’?'n""??Appellal l/Peutwner
g Versus /
.......... "/‘”"‘@% .......(../..‘.'?ff..‘;............Respondem
/ Respondent No............. 3 .............................

Notic?to: —_ ﬁllfl’s{w""/ ﬁ’ﬁﬁ'f %/’”“’2 _g/YMf/A°§-‘§f
Dunstor  ManSchia.

" WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the North-West Frontier
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are
hereby mformeg,tha%e §§d appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
O P T T at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petxtxoner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in

" default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the

appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be

- given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your

address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of

this appeal/petltxox:/

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy-of appeal Has already been sent to you vide this™
: _ \

ofﬁce NoticerNOOQOQIDOOOQOQ "obeEny otb.oo.aodatedo-o 000000000000000 ..‘.'....".9!0.0.;0... .
' j

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar thlSW
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z&’?; deﬁ? éw{«&{ ;4’-/?4.;2&/ f

Registrar,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; Service Tribunal,
Peshaw.

Note: 1. - The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays. N
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence. /




