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Order or other proceedihgs with sngn_atL:reof judgé _

The appeal of Mr. Usman Khan re-submitted today
by Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak Advocate. It 1s fixed for
preliminary hearing before touring Single Bench at Swat
on . Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel

tor the date fixed.
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\!' The appeal of Mr. Usman Khan Food Grain Supervisor District Upper Chrtal recerved
today i.e.on 07.12.2022 is mcomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel _
for the appellant for completlon and resubmrssron within 15 days. ‘

o~ 1- Check list is not attached with the appeal

‘ 2- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks. :

3- Copy of departmental appeal and its rejection order are not attached with the
. appeal which may be placed on it. .

4- Annexures/documents referred to in the memo of appeal are not annexed with the
“appeal. :

5- Copy of impugned order is not attached wrth the appeal which may be placed on it.:

6- Five more copies/sets ofthe appeal along wath annexures i.e. complete in all respect

may also be submitted w1th the appeal

No._’zg_; /ST,

Dt.O_%‘Lll-— /2022 ' %
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SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
: ' PESHAWAR.
Noor Muhammad Khattak Adv. ‘
High Court Peshawar. a




%

71l

RIBUNAL -

i BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE T L
,

PESHAWAR,
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APPEAL No._ | 3 2022 2185

: o]-2-262°>
Mr. Usman Khan, Food Grain Supervisor (BPS-7), Bated e

District Food Controller Office, District Upper Chitral,
......................... s APPELLANT

VERSUS

1- The Secretary Food, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar.

2- The Director Food, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3- The District Food Controller, Chitral Lower & Upper.

.............................. sensninsaanaeee. RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUNGNED
ORDER DATED 01.09.2022 WHEREBY MINOR PENALITY OF
STOPPAGE OF THREE ANNUAL INCREMENT FOR A PERIOD OF
THREE YEARS WAS IMPOSED UPON THE APELLANT & ALSO
TREATED THE INTERVENING PERIOD AS LEAVE WITHOUT
PAY AND AGAINST THE APPELLATE ORDER DATED 17.10.2022
(COMMUNCATED _ON__ 07.11.2022) _WHEREBY __THE

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL GOF THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
REJECTED ON NO GOOD GROUNDS.

PRAYER:

, That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated
‘ 01.09.2022 may kindly be set aside to the extent of stoppage
of three annual increments & intervening period and the
ARY appeliate order dated 17.10.2032 (communicated on
FIeAE0mEEY 97.11.2022) may also be set aside. That the respondents may
v - be directed to restore the three annual increments of the
ﬁxtc'-i%l\‘f \ ~~- appellant with all back benefits. That the respondents may !
7\ also further be directed to treat the intervening period i.e.
w.e.f. 21.4.2015 till 1.9.2022 as period spent on duty. Any
other remedy which this august Service Tribunal deems fit }
. that may also be awarded in favor of the appeliant.

R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal dre as undeg

1-  That the appellant was initially appointed as Food Grain Superviser
(BPS-6) vide order dated 24.11.2008 on the proper
recommendation of departmental selection committee. Copy of the
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Appointment Order dated 24.11.2008 Is attached as annexure

lllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll tlcul'...llulltllln.llll!l'llll.-lllllll'l.lll!ul’l!ll.llAl

That the respondent department through order dated 21.04.2015
removed the appellant from the service, the appellant feeling aggrieved
from the said impugned order, filed service appeal No.1029/2016 before
this Honorable Service Tribunal. That this honorable court through
judgment dated 26.01.2022 reinstated the appellant for the purpose of
de-novo inquiry. Copies of the Order dated 21.04.2015 and Judgment
dated - 26.01.2022 are attached as Annexure

SeUNNNNENCENASRG l.t'lllllll.llIl.llllll.ll.l..lllll.I.I...Il'.'lIflllll‘.l..ll'llll'll.s & CI

That in compliance with the ibid judgment of this honorable tribunal the
respondent department reinstated the appellant through order dated
14.03.2022 and the appellant submit his arrival report and started
performing his duty quite efficiently and to the entire satisfaction of his
superior at his concerned station. Copies of the Reinstatement Order
dated 14.03.2022 and Arrival report are attached as' Annexure

lll.i&...-‘lllll'l...ll‘ll. lllll SUFINNEERNGE IllIII.llllI.llI.Illllll.ll.II.IIQIIIIICEIIIID & El

That the appelfant was performing his duty the respondent department
initiated de-novo Inquiry and issued show cause notice vide order dated
25.08.2022, the appellant submitted his reply to show: cause notice

- ~whereby the allegations levelled against the appellant has been denied.

Copies of the Show Cause Notice and Reply to Show Cause Notice are
attached as Annexure ‘.'..".".'l‘.'l"l""l.'.l‘l....l.'ll..ll.l.'.lll.l..‘IF & Gl

That astonishingly and without conducting regular inquiry the respondent
department issued impugned order dated 01.09.2022 whereby minor
penaity of three annual increment for the period of three years was
imposed upon the appeliant without affording any chance of personal
hearing or personal defense to the appellant. Copy of the Impugned
Order dated 01.09.2022 is attached as
ANNEXUME.viuarenssreeessnnennncen.

That the appellant feeling ag\grieved form the ibid impugned order filed
departmental appeal but the same has been rejected on no good grounds
vide appellate order dated 17.10.2022 (communicated on 07.11.2022)..
Copies of the Departmental Appeal Appellate Order dated 17.10.2022
and Communication letter dated 07.11.2022 are attached as Annexure

b L UL LTI Y TTTT Pty SsTnezanme Srreasna RELLELLTT T Y Ty Iy P -i- ------ I’ J & Ku

That appeliant, having no other rerhedy, prefer the instant appeal on the
following grounds amongst the others.

GROUNDS:

A- That the actions and inactions of the respbndents by issuing the impugned
order- dated 01.09.2022 and appellate order dated 17.10.2022
(communicated on 07.11.2022) are against the law, facts, norms of
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natural justice and materials on the record, hence not tenable in the
eye of law therefore are liable to be rectified/modified.

B- That appellant has not been treated. in accordance with law and rules
by the respondent Department on the subject noted above and as such

the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution of Islamic
Republic of Pakistan 1973. ' "

C- That the enquiry officer has not recorded any statement of the

appellant in respect of the removal of three increments for a period of
three years.

D- That the respondents acted in arbitrary and mala fide manner while

issuing the impugned order dated 01.09.2022 and appellate order
dated 17.10.2022 (communicated on 07.11.2022). ‘

E- That the appellant has been discriminated while issuing the impugned
order dated 1.9.2022 whereby minor penalty of stoppage of three

increments was imposed on the appellant and also treated the
intervening period as leave without pay..

F- That appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds and proofs
at the time of hearing. : ‘

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the
appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for. -

Dated: 6.12.2022 A JQ(W
: - JPPELUANT

USMAN KHAN
THORUGH

NOOR MOHAMMAD ACHATTAK

) ALEED ADNAN

MAR FAROOQ MOMAND

MUKAMMAD AYUB
&
KHANZAD GUL
ADVOCATES

AFFIDAVIT

I Usman Khan, Food Grain Supervisor (BPS-7), District Food Controller Office, District
Upper Chitral. do hereby solemnly affirm that the contents of this Service Appeal are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been ct)ﬂ/csa]ed
wur

from this Honorable Court,
P
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BETTER COPY: A

FOOD DIRECTORATE NWFP PESHAWAR
N0.26112[ LT-542 _ o

Dated Peshawar, the 24.11.2008
. 1

: APPOINTMEN‘? OFFER.

On the recommendatlon of Departmental Selectlon Committee of Food Directorate NWFP

Peshawar, Usman Khan S/o Kameen Khan Muhailah Bhatal Korana V & Post Office Hathuan

Batkhela Mardan ls hereby offered a temporary post of food graln Supervisor (BPS-06) on the
foilowmg terms & condltlons

i
i,

il

V. -

vi.

vil,

viii.

E.No, 26112-24/€ET7-542

oS-

His employment in the Food Department would be purely on temporary basis )
His services will be subject to Medical fitness for Government service, He should produce

Medical Fitness certificate frorp the Medical Superintendent/Civil Surgeon of a

Government Hospital. . '

He will be governed by the Rules and Regulations lssue by the Government from time to

time for such category of Government servants to which he belongs'

v

His servtce is not pension able and he will not claim any penslon/gratulty for the servlce

" rendered by him.

His employment will be sub]ect to deduction of Benevolent Fund and contributory

Provident Fund as required under the pallcy.

- He willl joln duty at his own expenses,

He shall produce domicile certificate of being a bonafide resmlent of NWFP

In case he wishes to reslgn at any time, one month notice wlll be necessary orone month

pay in lieu thereof will have to be‘forfelted to Government.

If he accepts the post on the abave terms and conditlons, he should convey his

acceptance in writing to the undersigned by 24/11/2008 and produce original domiclle -

and academic quaiifications certificates as well as character certificates from two

respectable persons not being his relatives who are well acquainted wlth him.

&

The appomtment offer'will he cancelled if ng reply Is recelved or the candldate
failed to respond by the due date.

DIRECTORATE FOOD NWFP
PESHAWAR
* Dated,__24/11/2008 -
X

13
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.+ R5.3,003 Millions are stli outstanding agznst You.

. Misappropriation o785 hegs (78.9 Tans wheat msnng n.s.

. No.1591/Uxn m.m Jrﬂ'um FGS, dated 10-06—..
© 10-2014 {copy cm:]os:d} that during phys;
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Where s - the stmct Food
SH/Usman Khan dated 05-06-1.014 N

:J.;_—,r:'

nntrolinr ("hntml rcportcd vide lct‘tcrs No.1554- - Lo
Npi No.1561~65/Usma.n Kha.n ‘dated 065-06-2014. :
ﬁm and office order No.2535-39/4/3-ET, dated 02,
'a.l verificalion B quantity of 789 ‘bags (78.9} M. Tons
pfrd:tcct:d againat Mr, Uemu.n Khan Fondgmin'; 3
itres Booni and Kuahum ‘An amount of Rs 350000/ e

pr bars has been recovered l‘rom “the. ol’ﬁz:xal &nd'

I?PL]'I propcr Challan lcnvmg bchind a. bnlunce ol".‘::
.He was upon with notice ( the-DFC Chitrnl to :

into Gcrvcm.mcnt treasury and produce Ongma] trcas
the numtnndmg amount.

St e
H
H

-
5

wheat valuing Ra.2.76 Millian was uhc
‘Supervisor Inr;hargc Provinaal Reserve Cel
on oceount of cast of wh:a.t/ compty g'ur

deposiled iito Govérnment treasury thut
Rs.2411500/-

d:posit thc x‘:mmmng balnn S
ury Challen, but hc have failéd to. deposlt o

3 'I‘hc D:smct Food Cont.ron,r Chital has wurkcd out the’ cost or whent ‘on 1.hc L
basis of issuc price je. 3500 per bags how

rver the landed cost of the am‘bm}cd qutmuty comcs o
out lo be Rs.3.353 Million out of whickhthe gecused hasg dcpoaltcd Ra.0. 35 Millions While

3 Mr. Usmao Khen Foodpnin Ins

: r (incharge of PRC Booni & Kushum Chitral) was :ervcd
with Show Cause Notice vide Food Du-:cu:me 1

l:mr"Nu 6533/PF~II..J dated 06-11-2014, Ne, §793/PF-1039 dntcd o
21-11-2014 and No. 1258/PF-1039 dated 27-02-}

DIS for appesranca befors the cnmpcu:nl sutharity along with -
feply-ta the Show Cruse Notles for parsonal hcnrirrg 5a:19-03-2015 tn preecued further

sppear before the suthority to be heard in p:rsqn}deposl
from the aflice. [’ ¥

ot b nit ol fuled o -
ling the oulstanding smount bl fl rather abseated htmsclr e

. ) - R
b | e
Aftzr full cnmndcnuun al the case, he said afficial 1s held mnons:hlc for msb:nlf:;ncnb’ L

.003 Milliany, 11] discipline . nnd hmby n\!ardgd Ea
the major penahy af removal Gom service with tm[ncdn[s effect. = o

. -, >
‘ . ."
| : 2

" ngoln hlm x}lll be
. 31

<
.J

Tho ernbnz!cmcnl I'm\mppvu[lmlinn'qunmlly Whl:h uru n:ﬂ)y:mlendu

) .].‘-'" ; KHY TUNIGIWA,
i . PESHAWAR
ndsit ven ate '_ N , .
Copy is {urwa‘nﬁc:l 10 "
1 The Députy Commlssioper Chitratl, -2 © |} o
1. Tie Dircctor Anu-Conupunu Establkhmm] ’(h)fbt," Parhtunkhwa Peshowar,
3 TheDlstrict'Accounts Ofiéer Chitial. . X i .
4 The Dismukcvmucomcucmw R T
S The Assistait Dircetor Food:Malila: dn al. aa]du Shnr.ir Swal,
6 The Circle Officer Anu-Cnrrupuon F.mhh:unml l“,iutnL
7 The District Food Centrollér Chitrsl. - : %
X Mr. Usman Khnn FGS Chhral K I
- l':r.onul File, : T vy

. Lo )
Officr Ordir for rmava) from service Uiman Khat TGS dwed 1905 D 0e,
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BETTER COPY: B
FOOD DIRECTORATE NWFP PESHAWAR
N0.2037/PP-1123
Dated Peshawar, the 21.04,2015 -

OFEICE ORDER, | | v

" Whereas the District Food Controller, Chitral reported vide Ietters

N0.1554-58 Usmian Khan dated 06,06.2014, and No.1561-65/Usman Khan dated 06.06.2014,
No.1591/Usman Khan FGS, dated 10.06.2014 and office order No.2535-39/4/3-ET, dated
02.10.2014 [copy enclosed) that during physical verification a quantity of 789 bags (78.9) M. Tons ’
wheat valulng Rs.2.76 Miilion was short detected agalnst Mr. Usman Khan Food grain Supervisor
Incharge Provincial Reserve Centers Booni and Kushum. An amount of Rs.350000/0n account of
cost of wheat/empty gunny bags has been recovered from the official and deposited into
GovernmentTreaiuw thro‘ugh proper Challan leaving behind, a balance of Rs.2411500/-. He was

upon‘with notlce by the DFC Chitral to deposit the remaining balance into Government Treasury

and produce Original treasury challan, but he have failed to deposit the odtsta nding amount.

-~

The District Food Controller Chitral has worked out the cost of wheat on the basis

of issue price ie. 3500 per bags however the landed cast of the embezzled quantity comes

out to be Rs.3.33 Million out of which the accused has deposited Rs.0.35 Million while -
" Rs.3.03 Millions are still outstanding against yau. ' '

Mr. Usman Kﬁan Food grain Inspector {Incharge of PRC Booni & Kushum Chitral)
was served with Show Cause Notice vide Food Directorate Letter No,6533/PF-1123 dai;ed
06.11.2014, No.6793/PF-1039 dated'21.11.2014 and No‘1258/PF-1039 dated 27.02.2015,
for ‘appea rance before the competent authority along with reply to shovg cause notice for
personal hearing on 19.03.2015to proceed further but he not enly failed to appear before
the authority to be heard in person, depositing the outstanding amount but he rather
absented himseif from the office. . ’ .

After full consideration of the case, the said official Is held responsible for
embezzllement misappropriation of 789 bags (78.9 Tons Wheat costing Rs.'3'.03 Millians,
ill discipline and hereby awarded the major penalty of removal from service with
imimediate effect. ' ‘

‘ The emhezzier_nent /misappropriation quantity which are still outstanding against

him will be (eccvered from his moveable/immavable property as per Rules,

DIRECTORATE FOOD NWFP
PESHAWAR

£

t
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Service‘Appeal No. /5?}%/?/ /2016‘
- ' ud“aWUQ;lm’2¢%§

“Usman Khan S/o Kamm Khan R/o Mohailah Bhatan I(orona
V:Iiage Hathain Batkhela DIStl‘lCt Mardan

reeerreere-(Appellant)
VERSUS |

1. Secretary to Govt; of K.P. iK Food Department Cwnl
. Secretariat Peshawar.

Director {(Food} K.P.K Food Department Peshawar
. 3. Dy: Director (A&C).

I(.P.K Food Department Peshawar.
4. District Food Controller, District Chitral.

............. (Respondents)

.
APPEAL U/S 4 OF K.P.K SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT- 1974

R . AGIANST THE HVIPUGNED ORDER NQ: 2037-PP 1123
: o . DATED 21/04/2015
/ o

PRAYERS:

ON_ ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT APPEAL THE ORDER
~ FOR SETTING ASIDE OF THE IMPUGNED ORDERS AND RE-

. ‘ : i INSTATMENT OF THE APPELLANT ON HIS SERVICES WITH
-’\\’EEL-L.‘Z Doty ALL BACK BENEFITS MAY K”VDLY BE PASSED
Cﬁd;x:;f't/ o - B ATTESTED
(’/ [re //{ o :
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

, The appellant submits as under:-

' A T

Ceitvong
1]
P l.ah Svware

O\ e el That the appellant was appomted as Food, Gram-~

\ ” .. Supervisor (BPS-06) vide order. No. 261122 2 ET- 542

@ﬁ_/h&__p (,. dated 24/11/2908 on . the . recommendatlon of |

.-,,Pj}:;//g Departmental ‘:Sei‘ecti_on ‘Committee. (Copy‘ of ¢
appointment’order is annexed as annegxure- “A”)., '




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVI

PR IBUNAL PESHAW?E%
\q“‘ Hiy,

Service Appeal No. 1029/2016 e 'ﬁ,\__.,

a2 N
'r'ﬁ\ \

Date of Institution ... - - 04.10.2016
Date of Decision .. 26.01.2022

< 7
N

Usman Khan 5/0 Kamin Khan, R/O Mohaliah Bhatal Korona

- V|||age Hathian Batkhela Distrlct Mardan

(Appellant)
~ VERSUS'

‘Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa Food
Department, Civil Secr etarlat Peshawar and three others.

(Respondents) '
Noor Muhammad Khattak, _
Advocate . ... For appeliant.
© Kabir Ullah Khattak, - S
Additional Advocate General . .. For respondents.’
. Ahmad Sultan Tareen .. Chairman’
~Rozina Rehman =~ .. Member (J)
- JUDGMENT

OZINA REHMAN, MEMBER (3):  The appellant has ‘in‘v_o'k"ed the

' jurisdiction of this Tribunai through above titled appeal with the

prayer as copied below:

- “On. acceptance of this appeal, the order for
' setting aside thé‘b |mpugned orders 'and
~ reinstatement of. the appellant on his services =

Wlth all back benefits | may kmdly be passed"




A

@
2. The relevant facts leadlng to filing of instant appeal are that
appellant was appomtecl as Food Grain Superwsor (BS 06) on

24.11.2008 on the recomrnendatlon of Departmerital Selection -

Committee. During service, the District Food Controller Chitral

reported the matter that during phys;cal venf:catlon quantity of 789
bags (78.9) M. Tons wheat was short detected agaanst the appellant A
two Member Inspectnon Commission Team was constltuted- but :
respondent No.4 did not wait for the report of Inspection Commission:
rather lmposed the responsibilities upon.the appeliant -and directed
him to deposit the Government dues and-one Ridz Ahmad Food Grain
Supervisor was directed to take the cher‘ge of PR ‘Cen'teﬂr.e Booni and
Kushum from appellant. Accordingllt, show cause. notlce was issoed
'whereby, the appellant was chargecl for embezzlement and major
penalty i.e. removal from :se_rwg:e was tenta_tlvely lmposed -upon -
appellant without inquiry and lastly, he was removed from. service
without fulfilling the legal and codal formalitle‘s, he, therefor'e,

. preferred departmental appea! _Whieh was turned d‘ow'n,. hence, the -

present service appeal

3. We have heard Noor Muhammad Kh'attak'Ad\/oc:alte for

appeilant and Kabi'r Ullah 'Khattalk[ learned Additional 'Advo_cete

" General for the respondents and have gone through the record and

the proceedings of the case in minute particulars,

4, Noor Muharhmad Khétték AdVocate, Iea(ned‘counsel appearing

on behalf of appeliant, inter;alia, contended that impugned order was

 ATTESTED

Al .
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passed in haste and cursory manner without observi‘n'_g all the legal
and codal formalities which otder is, therefore, illegal and w'ithput'
lawfulv adthority; that the imptugned.order is against the prineipleé of .
natural justice because ‘no opportupity e_f. personal hearing was
afforded to the appelfant. Learned'counsel further 'codtended-that the.
alleged damage caused was the result of poor storage system and
rough weather whuch was properly reported to the respondent No.4

' by th.e appellant while the allegation. of embezzlement is wrong,
bétseless being eor\coc'ted.:It was further subrrlitted that t-he_inﬁpugned
order' was kept concealed and the appellant was kept 1n-dar.k which
o.rder Wa’s not. communicated to the-appellant when he requested for
his. future postmg time and agam Learned counsel further argued
that no- full- fledged lnqunry was Conclucted before issuance of the

P

|mpugned order and that the same was passed before the detailed

report of the Inspection Commiss'ton. He, therefore, requested for _

setting aside of the impugned order.

' ‘ - " Conversely learned. AAG contended that District Food '
| Controller Chitral reported that durlng physncal verlflcatlon, a quantlty

. of 789 bags wheat valuing 35.2.76 Million was short detected agalnst ‘

appellant and an amount .of Rs. 350000/- on account of cost of .
wheat/empty gunny Bags were recovered from the‘official/a‘ppellant
and deposited into Government Treasury through 'p.r_,oper Challan

leaving behind a balance of Rs.2411500/-. He was, 'therefqre,' served

‘with a notice by the DFC Chitral to deposit the remaining balance but -

CATTRSTED
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" he failed. He,;ontended that apbellant was served wjtn a show cause

notice but he did not submitfhlsreo!y and that an’ opportunity - of

‘ personal hearing was also 'given' but he failed to appear and he did

not deposit the remamrng outstandmg amount rather absented
himself from office. He submltted that after ful! conmderatron of the '
case, he was held responsible for embezzlem’ent/mrsﬁappmprlatlon of

789 bags_and violation of Service Rules, therefore; rnajor penalty was

- imposed under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants -
(Efﬁc’rency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. He contended that the appellant

. was -punished according to law which does comrnensurate with the

grawty of guilt,

6. From the record it is. evrdent that appel!ant Usman Khan

- was appointed as Food. Grain Supervisor (BS-06) vide ‘Birector Food

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa office, order dated -24.11.2008 in Food

Department and initially was -posted in the office of District Food
Controller, Chitral. The Dlstrict— Food Contro"er, Chitral reported vide

letter dated 10.06.2014 reported the matter that durmg physmal

" venﬁcatron carrled out in the current f nancral year, a quantity of 789

bags wheat valu_lng Rs;2761500/- was sh_ort detected agamst
appellant and the Director Food was'apprISed by 'the District Food

Controller Chrtral to forward the. case’ to Dlrector Antl Corruption

: Estabilshment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for further necessary |

actnon The appellant was also directed vide let‘cer No. 1553 dated

‘ 06.06.2_014 to deposit Gov\ernment‘dues wathm a week time. It merits

-

a mention here that in order to have the :fattual “po.si'éion‘ of Stoclg of

SALY
ll.nlw"
u||u l""
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verification of wheat at PR Centre Boni and Kushum wrth dlrectlon

.
wheat, Mr. Arshid HuSsa‘In,' Ass'istant od Controller, Mastuj and Mr.

Riaz Ahmad, Food Grain Inspector were appomted to conduct physrca!
to
submit authentic report regarding stock of wheat and other dead
articles. One Riaz Ahmad Food Grain Supervzsor/Incharge PF‘ Center
Mulkoh was directed- to take over the: charge of PR Centers Booni and:‘
Kushum from appeliant in addition to his own. vide order dated

02. 10 2014 The present appellant then subrnrtted -an app!rcatron to

the Director Food for further posting but to no avan and it.was on

06.11. 2014 when the competent authority dispensed with the rnqurry

"and d:rectly served him with a show cause notice. From the above, it

iS evrdent that the competent authority while lnvokrng jurisdiction of

"'Rule 5 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁcrency &

Dlsopime) Rules, 2011 dlspensed with the inquiry and diréetly served
him with a. show cause notice. dated 06.11.2014. Rule- 5(1) (a) of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁcuency & Drscrphne)

1

Rules 2011 prowdes that . reasons are requrred to be recorded in

" writing in case the i 1nqu1ry is dISpensed with but the -respondents while

-

dtspensmg WIth the inquiry, fa:led to show any such reasons The "

respondents have very candidly v10|ated the set norms and rules and

conducted the proceedings in” an authontar:an manner.. We have

1

observed that the appellant was kept depruved of affording
approprlate opportunlty of defense No reguiar mquury was conducted

as is requrred under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

(Effcrency & Dzscrp!me) Rules 2011 It is a well_sett&ed .Iegal




proposition duly supported by numerous ]udgments of the Apex Court

that for lmpos:uon of major penaity, regulau mqwry is a rnust We

smack malafide on the pdrt of respondents as no mquzry was
conducted no charge sheet wath staternent of allegatsons were nssuecl
and no evndence was recorded. The case is still ly:ng in the Anti-

Corruphon Court which has not been decaded 50 far but this’ aspect of

‘the issue was also not taken care of. The trla[ is sttfl pendmg and the

appellant’s uilt has not yet been proved.

7. The preteding discussion  vividly {ranspires that the

appeliant was not treated in accordance with law. As such the instant
servace appeal is partially accepted. Appellant |s reinstated into
service. Case is remltted to the Department wuth dlrectton to conduct
de-novo |nqu1ry within 90 days of the recelpt of this Judgment.

Needless ta mentlon that the appellant shall be provided proper

'opportunity of defense during the' inquiry- proceedings. The issue of

" back benefits shall be subject to the outcome of the de-novo inquiry.

Parties are left to bear their own .costs. File be consigned to the
1’
record room.

ANNOQUNCED,

26.01.2022

(Ah aréen
Chatrman

. ' copY.
‘Ccrtiﬁed 1o He fure P
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Our faith, “Corrup_tion fréé Pakistan”

v ; .€ -ﬁ 4 ) / . K LAY .'.
DIRECTORATE OF FOOD, PESHAWAR
No: _ & IPF-1123
Dated: /g /»3 /2022

091-92253787“'1 ooddlrectoratekgk@gmall com@foodKPGovt@@foodkpgovt

QOFFICE ORDER

In compliance with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar .
Judgment dated 26-01-2022, in case of Service Appeal No. 1029/2016, wherein the
Hon,able Service Tribunal partially accepted the Service Appeal that Mr. Usman Khan
Foodgrain Supervisor office of District Food Controlier, Chltral Upper

2 Therefore, he is re-instated into Government Service for the purpose of de-
novo Enquiry with immediate effect. ) .
A-..‘. - II { ‘rr ;:nu
'BIRECTOR FOOD  *
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

‘Endstt: of even No & Date

N -

O~ GOy b

Copy is forwarded to:-

The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

The Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar with reference to
noted above,

The District Account Officer, Chltra! Upper.

The Assistant Director Food, Malakand Division at Dargai.

The District Food Controllers, Chitral Upper.

PS to Minister Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

PS to Secretary Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Personal File. ' ST

...—_.,__

Shd i .
I [ -t

..__a o e

e —~-—ﬂ~"“DIREdTOR FOOD
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR
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- The District Food Controller, - d !
Uppear Chitral. ‘ ' '
.- ' : ’ 4 i ;
Sugfect:  ABRIVALRESORT :
Memo: : ' ~ | ’

In compliance with the Director Food, l(hyber Pakhtunknwa Peshawar, Ofﬂce
Ordu N0.916/PF-11235 datued 14-03- 20"2 ‘ A : !

] be= to submit m\: arrival report toclay on 18-04-2022 (A. N)I

VN

- : ' .uuu 's s!ncereiy, |
(/ ) .
. o W Usman l(han)
M W : - Fi55, DFC Offica Chitral Ueper.
3 - - ‘ f
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o . ~ BER PAKHTUNKHWA

| | GOVERNMENTOF R oD, ,
PESHAWAR . Y F /

No: ..3&13./" F- '

. ' Dated J\J08/2022 .

onrirss7aEC ratarecrispnonstoom [ @vosarvaoais W groossrecran

Wensnid .s;rsg.vu:mg’mgg ‘ .
I Kastif bl Jian, Diector Food, Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, a5 competant authorly under the Kyber

. -'ﬁkhlmkhwa Govemment Servants (Efficiency and Discipling) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you, Mr. Usman Khan
Foodgrain Supevisor Chitral Lower now Food Directorate, Peshawar as follows: - .

2

‘2037/PF-1123 dated 21.04.2015, Now in compliance with
dated 26-01-2022, in caco of Servico Appeal No. 10287201
the Sarvice Appenl to re-instate the oppeBant and the De,
days of Iha receipl of (s Judgment. To sscetain the charges,
Directorate letier No.1481/PF.1123 dated 05-04.2022, The Inquiry

L The District Food Contratier, Chitral reported vide letters No,$554-58/11sman Khan dated 08-06-2014,
No, Né'.‘lgi-aslumm Khan dated 08-08-2014. No.1591)sman Khan FGS, dated 10.08-2014 and
office ornder. No.2533-39/4/3-ET, daled 02-10-2014 ({copy enclosed) thal during phy_uhl verification
carried oul n the curtent financial year o quantity of 769 bags (70.8) M, Tons wheat valing R_ozmsom

. was shait datected againsl you (Mr. Usman Khan Foodgmain Supervisor incharge Provincial Reserve
Cenlres Boanl and Kushum), An smount of Rs.350000/ on account of cost of wheal/ emply gunny bogs
) Mst'mmdemuemlledmewmlmmy proper Chaflan
behind, @ balance of Rs. 2411500/ You ware served fast notice by the DFC Chitral with the direction o
dwlmonmwngbaammosmmmem treasury and produce Original treasury ChalSan within
ono weak ime, but you have failed to deposi tha oulatanding amount.

. Tha Disirict Food Controfier, Chitrat hos worked oul the cost of wheat on the basis of issus price ie.
3500perbamhowwermelwodmldlhammwmmﬂymmmmmmbbe

Rs.3.353 Mition out of which you have depositad Ru.0.35 Miions while Rs.3.003 MTons are sl
outstanding againai you.

Aﬂwmpletionnfnﬂooda”omamleatbeomda!wan removed from service vide Office Order No. -
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa smmpmmm
6, wherein in the MANQSBWTMMWM
pammmhdlw:dtommo de-novo Inquiry within 90

proper formal de-nove inquicy was ordered vids Food

Officer In its reporl recommended that -

& The accused official (Mr. Usman Khean) ba inflicted mmummwm
nies8 as laid down under Rule 4(1)(d) of Il:l‘:yKP Gomme:'l‘y Servant (E8D) Rutes 2011,

n, MNDMMFMWMMMP&M.MWM of the accused official
Director Ami-Cormupiion Estabishment Khybet Pakhunkwa Peshawar el o

h toinvesSgate the manor
complete recovary from (he sccused oficial vida Iattar No. S812/PF-1123 dated 1
leynched end caso Is subjudico. Therefore, decision regarding recovery of sny
official shail be subject 16 the cutcome of the riminat case,

H. A% regards tha lasue of bock benefi, Ris suggested that 1 is setiled prncipla of Law, that whers there is
. work, there is-pay. Since tha accused officlal (Mr. Usman mmmmmmm.mmma
notenﬁvediobactummhNlmanMummohumnhomdodmhmwmmmM.

A3 tosul horeot, 1, Keshif Igbe! Jian), Diector Food Knyer Pokhiunkines, 83 competent mutorty,

have decided on tho basis of the recommendation of Enquiry Officer to-award the minet. peoatty of sjoopane of 03 -

End

You sre, therefcre, required through this Show Cause Nofie to explain 83 to why the aforesaid penalty
* ahould nol be imposed upon you and eiso Infimate whether you detire to bo heard inparson,

5
ba presumed that you have no dafence to putin and in that

1f no reply to uuam:reeummumummunummnmwanaenmy.amn

A capy of the fnquiry repon Is encios

CTOR FOOD
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR

Copy is forwarded to

1} The Deputy Director Food Malakand Division.
2) Tha Disict Food ControfTars Chitre! Lewe
3) Officin! concemed ! Personal Fite, .

PESHAWAR

@ CamScanner
ok



To

W 67”_

The Director Food, :
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Subject:  REPLY TO THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE DATED 25.8.2022.

!

Respected sir,

It is stated with great respect that the undersigned was performing his

duties Food Grain Supervisor af District Chital in your good-self

department quite efficiently and whole heartedly.

That while serving your good self department a one sided inquiry was
initiated against the undersigned in the year.2014 for short cietecting of 789
bags of Wheat valuing Rs. 2761500/ and on the basis of that allegations/ so
called inquiry the undersigned was removed from service in the year 2015,
That feeling aggrieved the undersigned challenged the same order before the
August Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service ‘Tribunal, and the Service Tribunal
while accepting the appeal of the undersigned directed your good self
department to re-instate him for the purpose of de-novo inquiry. That the »

. undersigned was re-instated vide order dated 14.03.2022.

That after re-instatement your good self has issued a charge sheet
dated 05.04.2022 along with statement of allegations to the undersigned
wherein an allegation of short detecting of 789 bags of wheat valuing Rs.
2761500/ in the financial year 2014 and the landed amount/ cost of
embezzled Quantity comes out as Rs. 3.353 Million has been leveled against
the undersigned and this act of the undersigned liable him for any penalties
specified in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (E&D) Rules, 2011.

That it is pertinent to mention here that the allegations mentioned in
the show cause notice are baseless as the undersigned has never committed
such illegal and unlawful acts. It is further important to mention here that the
undersigned has never deposited the mentioned amount Rs. 350000/~ as’
alleged recovery but the same was deposited through normal Challan of 100
bags of wheat and empty gunny bags and it is also important to mention here
that the same were deposited prior to the Physical verification and were
incorporated in the FG-3 register, so how could that amount be scribed on

-+ the recovery book against the undersigned.

- That the undersigned has since his appointment never:committed any
iHegality and the entire service history/ record is crystal clear,

That the undersigned has never committed any misconduct and
whatever has been uttered before your FHonor is a concocted and baseless
allegations. That ‘there is nothing on record which could connect the
undersigned with the mentioned allegations. '

That the undersigned had performed his duty satist‘acforily and. whole
heartedly throughout in his service carrier.

!




It is therefore requested with great respect that my this reply to

~‘the show cause notice dated 25.08.2022 may please be accepted and
the undersigned be exonerated from all the charges and the show -
cause be filed accordingly.

i

Dated: 29.08.2022.

Yolis sincerely,

o

USMAN KHAN
FOOD GRAIN SUPERVISOR, ]
O/0 DISTRICT FOOD CONTROLLER,
‘ DISTRICT UPPER CHITRAL.




. GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

DIRECTORATE OF FOOD,
PESHAWAR

No 3290 /PF-1123
«Dated Peshaway, the 1ﬂsepﬁ‘r'nber. 2022

OFFICE ORDER 23 091-9225378 E fooddirectoratckpl@gmail.com m @looddirectoratekp Y @fooddirectorate

Whereas, The District Food Controlier, Chitral reported vide letters Np.1554-
2014, No. No.1561-65/Usman Khan dated 06-06-2014. No,
N0.2535-39/4/3-ET, dated 02-

58/Usman Khan dated 06-06-
1591/Usman Khan FGS, dated 10-06-2014 and office order
10-2014 that du'rin‘g physical verification carried out .a,qua'ntily of 789 bags (78.9) M. Tons
wheat valuing Rs.2761500/ was short detecled against Mr. Usman Khan Fandgrain Supervisor Incharge PRC Hooni and
Kushum. An amount of Rs.350000/ on account of cost of wheat/ empty gu‘nny bags was recovered from the accused and
depaosited inlo Government treasury through proper Challan leaving behind, a balance of Rs.2411500/- He was served
last notice by the DFC Chitral with the direction to deposil the remaining balance into Government lréasﬁ

ry and produce .
Original treasury Challan within one weak lime, but he has failed to deposlt the outstanding amount,

And whereas, after com
No, 2037/PF-1123 dated 21
dated 26-01

pletion of all codal formalities the ofﬂplal was removed from service vide Office Ordér
-04-2015. In compliance with Khyber .Pakhtinkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar -Judgrnenl
-2022, in case of Service Appeal No, 1020/2016, wherein in the Hon,ablé Service Tr!bunal partially accepted
the Service Appeal to re-instate the appellant and the liepartment was direcled to conducl the de-nove Inquiry within 90
days of the recelpt of this Judgment. To ascerain the charges, proper formal de-novo inquiry was ordered vide Food
Directorate letter No.1461/PF-1123 dated 05-04-2022. The Inquiry Officer In Its report recommended that ;-

i The accused official (Mr. Usman Khan). may be inflicted any minor penalty for his negligence and
careless ness as laid down under Rule 4(1)(b) of the KP Government Servant (E&D) Rules,2011.

ii. * As the Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar already forwarded tie case of the accised official
to Director Anil-Corruption Establishment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar t investigate the matter for
effecting complete recovery from the accused official vide letter No. 5817/PF-¥523 dated 16-10-2014.FIR
already launched and case is subjudice. Therefore, decislon regarding recovery of any amount from the
accused ofﬁcia&;‘;hall be subject to the oulcome of the criminal case. . ‘

fik. As regards the Issue of back benefi, it is suggested that it is seltled principle of Law, that where there is
work, there is pay. Since the accused official (Mr. Usman Khan} has nat rendered any duty, therefore, he
is not entitled to back benefit in this regard and the Intervening period may be converied into leave without
pay. -

- a -t . .l
Theré'foré. I, Kashif Igbal Jilani; Director Food, Khyber Pakhtunkhw;. exercise of the powers conferred upon
me under the Rule 4 (a) (i) of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Government Servanis E&D, Rules, 2011 hereby Impose upon the
accused official the minor penalty of stoppage of 03 Annual Increments for a period of 03 years with immediate effecl.

Moreover, the intervening period shall be treated as exttaordindlyleave. - TN 8
,‘o?' . T, :"/ N
: x\\-o-m-m ' e
' T \ QlRE&TQR FOOD )
. . -+ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
» : L , PESHAWAR

Endorsement No & Date Even : .
Copy is forwarded to:

1) The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2) The District Accounts Officers, Chitral Lower and Upper.

3) The Deputy Directors Food, Maiakand Division, ) N

4} The District Food Controllers, Chitral Lower and Upper. ‘ e

5) The Pay Bill Assistant Food Directorate, Péshawar, Pra "~

6) PS to Secretary Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. PR :

7) Official concerned/ Personal Flle. | , ‘x\ .

e am e T

we,

I BIRECFOR FOOD ~
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
 PESHAWAR

Diiez Quder for ropngs of UN il Urcresmems Usinan Klnn FGS dase 014-2122




To

s

Subject:

Respected Sir,

—

r/]//

The Secretary Food Department
Khyber Pakhtlmkhwa, Peshawar. .

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED o
OFFICE_ORDER DATED 01-09-2022. WHEREBY _ MINOR.
PENALTY _ OF "STOPPAGE _ OF . THREE  ANUULA = .
INRECMENT _HAS _ BEEN . IMPOSED ~ AND . THE - . - .
INTERVENEIONG_PERIOD W-E-F- 21-04-2015 TILL. 14-03-,- L

2022 HAS BEEN TRL'ATED AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY

sheeted but without following the due course of law- he was stringed’

away removed from service' vide order dated 21-04-'7015 Feehng' N
aggrieved the appellant filled departmental appeal followed by service -
appeal No. 1029/2016 whmh was accepted vide Judgment dated_<

26.01.2022 whereby the appellant was re-instated in 1o service

however your good self depa.rtment was also dtrected to conduct de-
novo mqmry A

That in de-novo inquiry the undersxgned was charge sheeted- .
which was responded by .the undersngned with sufficient justtﬁcatton :

but that justification was not honored by.your godd self and ‘vide

impugned order dated.01.09.2022 the undersigned was pumshed for =
three annual increment along ‘with trcatmg the mtervenmg penod ns ..

leave EOL (w1thout pay)

That the impugned order is not sustainable prima face as it has
categorically been mentioned in the para 2(i) of the- recommendatton

that the undersigned has committed neglzgence, however, there isno . .~

such penalty for neghgence under the service law. . =

That ‘in_Para' 2(ii) the recovery has. been. sub}ected o the
outcome of.the competent court of law’ then the xrnpngned orderis |

also not sustainable on this score too;

That the appellant was removed from. serwce vide ‘an. illegal.
.order and the same has been set astde by the August Serwce triburial-

which manifest that there .was no fault on the part ‘of the’ appellant

therefore the undemgned is also entitled for the pay and back benef ts b

of the intervening period.

.

It is most hutnbly stated that the- appellangt is the employee of -
your good self department and during servxce certam baseless- R
allegations were. leveled against the undcrsngned and he was charge .-

by DR BREEE S PIENRCI2 PIREAPRNN &) B 1 4ol e ey




' lt is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of thls L

departmental appeal the unpugned ofﬁce order dated 01 09—2022 may
very kindly be set amde .

Dated: 29.09.2022

SN
YOUTL?@ ED NTLY.
Mr. US KM&F
Food Grain Supervisor (BPS:07)
. Dlstnct Food Controller. Ofﬁce -
3 Upper Chitral..
i pu—
! '_,_
b
[ l .
b s
I S
A .
_ . :
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DIRECTORATE OF FOOD PESHAWAR.
No_ Ry IPF 1123
Dated; ¢ 7 _I/o- (2022

80910225378 ngdlrecmrggl_cgg@gmml eom.roodxmovta@foodkpgm

¥

To,

The Secretary to _
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Food Department Peshawar.

Subject-: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER DATED
01-09-2022 . . ’ '
Desar Sir, . ' '

Reference Section Officer {Litigation) Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -Food

Depariment letter No. SO(LIT)/Food/7-4/2021/4 1844 dated 03-10-2022, on the subject noted above
(copy enclosed).

2 Para wise comments on departmental appeal against the lmpugned office order

dated 01-09-2022 in respect of Mr. Usman Khan Foodgrain- Superwsor Office of District Food.
Controller Chitral Upper is as under:-

1) The District Food Controller, Chltral reported vlde letters No, 1554-58/Usrnan Khan dated 06—
086-2014, No, No1551-65lUsman Khan dated 06-06-2014. ‘No.1591/Usman Khan FGS
dated 10-06-2014 and office order No, 2535-38/4/3-ET, dated 02-10-2014 that during
physical verification carried out a quantity of 789 bags (78.8) M. Tons wheat valuing

*  Rs.2761500/ was short detected against Mr. Usman Khan Foodgrain Supervisor Incharge

' PRC Booni and Kushum. An amount of Rs. 350000/ on account of, cost of wheat/ empty
gunny bags was recovered from the accused and deposited lnto Govemment treasury
- through proper Challan leaving behind, a balance of Rs.2411500/- He was served last
rotice by the DFC Chitral with the direction to deposat the rematmng balance into- -
Government treasury and produce Original treasury Challan wzthin one weak time, but he
" has falled to deposit.the outstandlng amount
. 1 '
After completion of all codal formalities the ofﬁcial was: removed from service vide
Ofﬁce Order No, 2037/PF-1123 dated 21-04-2015. In compliance with Khybar Pakhtunkhwa
Servlca Trlbuna] Peshawar Judgment dated 26-01-2022 In case of Servlce Appeal No,
- 1028/2018, wherein in the Han,able Service Tribunat padialiy accepted the Service Appeal -
to re-instate the appellant and the Depanment was-directed to conduct the de-novo inquiry
-within 90 days ofithe receipt of this Judgment To ascertain the charges, proper formal de-
;nove Inquiry was ordered vide Food Directorate: letter No, 1461IPF-1123 dated 08-04-2022,
“The Inquiiry Officer in its report’ recommended that :- '

iy. The accused offi clal {Mr. Usman Khan) may be inflicted any minor penaity for his

negligence ‘and carsless.ness as laid down under Rule 4(1)(b) of the KP
"3 0 Goverment Sarvant (E&D) Rules s.2011,
m AN FGS dated 06-10-2022 '

Shee ol Rt i Yy .L_l
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[1)]

)

2)

As the Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar already forwarded the
case of the accused officlal to Director Anti-Corruption Establishment Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Pashawar fo. investigate the matter for effeciing complete: recovery
from the accused official vide letter No. §817/PF-1123 dated 16-10-2014.FIR
already launched and case ie subjudice. Therefors, decision regarding recovery

of any amount from the accused officlal shall be subject to the outcome of. the
criminal case. :

As regards the Issue of back beneft, it is suggested that it is settied principle of
Law, that where there is work, there is pay. Since the accused offictal (Mr.
Usman Khan) has not rendered any duty, therefore, he is not entitled to back

benefit in this regard and the intervening pericd may be converted into leave

withoutpay. =~ = -

After completion of all codal formalities, the officiat was awarded the minor penalty of:

stoppage of 03 Annual Increments for a period of 03 years with immediate effact, Moraover,

the intervening period has been treated as extra ordinary leave vide Food Directdrate. Office.

Order No. 3280/PF-1123 dated 01-09-2022,

. DIRECTOR FOOD
KHYBER PAKHUTNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.
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GOVERNMENT OF KH YBER PAKH. TUNKH WA . V\ /
F OOD DEPAR TMENT

NO SO(Lit)/ T OOD/ 7-4/2021 //
Dahcd 26-10- 2022 6'/?

A IR AT AL BT

To, R

I
' / The Ml] Usman Khanh,
. " Food Grain Supcrvu;or (BPS-07),

Whpk sl com r‘l i lnnlelepare il mrinl

Dtspm{-obt ;\J«? SEE o(cz/éz/
4 7—,////9,-02—&

Dmtrch Food Controller, Upper Chilral -

; Subject:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE_IMPUGNED OFFICE . ——M—c:}m)
: NN ORDER DATED 01, 09.2022 . E . ’
1) P R ' sl o .
’ S am dlI‘CClCd to rcler to the subject noted above and to enclose’ Qd’u"f\-
hcl'cﬁ"ith a copy of Lhc leticr No. 3849/PF-1123 datcd . 17. 10 2022 received from
Uircctor Food, l\hybcr Pakhtunkhwa, which is scif-explanatory:for information,
Encl: as above. : ‘
o ' - Yours faithfully,
: SECTION OF R (LITIGATION)
i E Cop_y for infoi‘matiinn to the: . .
1}1(. Dll’@(.l()l‘ iTood, l\hybcr Pakhtunkhwa w/r Lo hls IeLLcr C!l.cd above.
‘ :'f. PS o Su."cmrv Food, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. . ’
- i SECTION OFFICER (LITIGATION])
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 VAKALATNAMA
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
APPEAL NO: OF 202+~

; (APPELLANT)
Jgman. I hay (PLAINTIFF)

o (PETITIONER)

VERSUS
(RESPONDENT)

Twaﬂ Deﬂ% (DEFENDANT)

CADPellact)

I/yee

D/W;ereby appoint and constitute Noor Mohammad Khattak
Advocate Supreme Court to appear, plead, act, compromise,
withdraw or refer to arbitration for mefus 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 cost. I/we authorize the  said

Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all

- sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the -

above noted matter,

Dated.__ . /

/2022

Dy

CLIENT

|
: i
ACCEPTED , |
NOOR MOHA D KHATTAK
_ ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT
/ A (BC-10-0858)
' ' (15401-0705985-5)

" "UMAR FAROOQ MOHMAND

.~ WREEED ADNAN
& .
MAD AYUB
OFFICE; ADVOCATES

Flat No. (TF) 291*-292 3™ Flaor,
Deans Trade Centre, Peshawar Cantt,
(0311-9314232)




