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29:11.2022 : - Mr. Muhammad Kamran, Advocate as pro'xy 1501" learned

- counsel for the appellant present, Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant:

Advocate General for the responde‘nts'pres‘en't'.fl

. | . <« ' ) . L
Mr. Muhammad Kamran, Advocate requested for-}adjournment;_ﬁ
1 . : . . A o e

on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant has telepluj,nically o
. ) | .

informed him that he is proceedings to District Mardan due to some .

B ) domestic engagement. Adjourned. To come up for arguments o-i]";
4 Q |
@Q‘%-g% 25.01.2023before the D.B. / ;
%
9, »Q ) g
oW
b ‘ : B _..“
(Mian Muhammad) (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Executive) Meniber (Judicial)
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13.09.2022

Service Appeal No. 188/2019
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Mr. Muhammad Maaz. Madni, Advocate as proxy. for
learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz Ah;ﬁﬁ'ed ‘
Paindakhel, Assistant: Advocate Generall for the respondents -
present. ‘ o
Mr. Mdhammad Maai Madni, Advocate sought .
adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the
appellant has informed him as he is busy in the august Peshawar
High Court, Peshawar, therefore, adjournment may be granted.
Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 13.09.2022 before the

D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) L '(Sa'lafh-ud-Din)

Member (E) S Member (J)

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate, as proxy for learned
counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan,
Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents
present. _

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, Advocate, sought adjournment on the.
ground that learned counsel for the appeltaht has informed him

that he is not feeling well and is unable to appear _before the

‘ Tribunal today. Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the

(Mian Muhammad) . - (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Executive) Member (Judicial)



2‘)072021 .. e Aj'pﬁ;eliant present through counsel,

o Muhammad Adeel Butt Iearned Addltlonal Advocate General for
: .j respondents present. | -
o K "

Former made a request for ad]oumment Request is accorded :

N

To come up for arguments on 16.12.2021 before D. B

=

(Rozina Rehman) | Ch
_ Member (J) ’ - '
/6. 121y | | ,
' DB 15 n Tony  eare j'é ten—e uLv]D ’
¥
@j@é-’\g
| 31'.03.‘202‘2 , Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the .
respondents present. a
| Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested for
adjournment.' on the ground that learned counsel for the
appellant is out of station today. Adjourned. To come up for

‘arguments on 24.06.2022 before the D.B. .

e e,

(Rozina Rehman) - " (Salah-ud-Din)
Member (J) Member (J)




25.08.2020 . Due to summer vacation case to come up for the

same on 29.10.2020,before D.B.

~29.1‘O‘.2020 ' Junior to counsel for the apgellent,,Addl. AG "for the -
' respondents present. n ,

The Bar is observing general strike, therefore' the

matter is ad]ourned to 06.01.2021 for hearing before the

MW Cha& an

Member

-06.01.2021 Due to COVID 19, the case to come up for hearing on
14.4.2021 before the D.B. '

Reader

14.04.2021° Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is
non-functional, thérefore,‘ case is adjourned to

29.07,‘.‘2021 for the same-as before.
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17012020 . App.ellant _in .person - present. Abdul Hakeem DFO

- representative of the respondent department. present. Lawyers :

 community is on strike on the call of Khybér Pakhtunkhwa Bar . * -

" Council. Learned Member (Executive) is not available. Adjourncd -

for 25.03.2020 before D.B. ?;

Member

25.03.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case .

1s adjourned. To come up for the same on 12.6.2020 before
i
D.B. '

12.06.2020 | Bench incomplete. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To
come up for the same on 25.08.2020 before D.B.
. . . |

|
N
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14:09.2019 ,  Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG  for the

respondents present.
:-.'f Learned AAG requests for further time. Adjourned to

o

04.10.2019"on which date the requisite reply/comments shall
positivély be submitted before S.B. | :
' Chairman '/

04.}0.2019- . Appellant alongwith counsel and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional - -

'AG for the respondents present.

Representative of respondents absent, ther_efore, fresh notices be

issued to'them for submission of written reply/comments. -

Adjourned to 01.11.2019 before S.B.

t . . '

CHAIRMAN

101.11.2019 Appellant in person and Addl. AG alongwith Ijazur

Rahman, DFO for the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents has furnished reply of
the respondents. Placed on record. The appeal is assigned to D.B -
for arguments on. 17.01.2020. The appellant may . submit

rejoinder, within a fortnight, if so advised. -

f-
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22.05.2019
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Learned counse_li for the appellant present. Preliminary argument%

s

<&

heard.

The appellant (Sub Dlvisional Forest Officer) has filed the present

service appeal /s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Set'vice.Trlbunal Act,
1974, and made impugned the order dated 13.09.2018 whereby minor

penalties of withholding of two (02) annual increments for two (02)

years, alongw1th recovery of pecumary loss to be calculated by the .

'k"*t"ﬁs

Forest Department, was imposed upon the appellant The appellant has '

also assailed the order dated 17.12.2018 through his departmental,

~.appeal wasl rejected.

Points urged need con31derat1on The appeal is admitted for |

=
,g GUflty&Proces,g Feo . regular hearmg subject to all the legal objectlons The appellant is

T e e

e N e R L e i o,

23| siq

__ directed to deposit security and process fee within ‘104 days. Thereafter,
notices be issued to the respondents for written reply/comments. To

come up for written reply/comments on 18.07.2019 before S.B.

18.07.2019 - Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan

Paindakhel, Assistant A.G alongwith Nadar Khan, SDFO for
the respo_ndents present.

Representative of the resp.onde‘nts'seeks time.for
submission of written reply. To-come up for written
reply/comments on 11.09.2019 before S.B.
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Form- A

]
‘ FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. _188/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
' proceedings ‘
1 2 3
,» 1- ‘ 08/2/2619 The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Rashid presented today by Mr.
‘ - Muhammad ljaz Sabi Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register
and put up to the Worthy Chairman for prop\r order please. oo™
. REGISTRAR “2;1‘5,,}: (e
é_ ' This case entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearmg to be .
put up there on j —/ 7 6‘*:1 5w ,
' g v [
S AL
1o . CHAIRMAN: -/
- 14.03.2019 None present on behalf of the appellant. Notice be issued to
‘ o v appellgnt and his counsel for attendance and preliminary hearing for
15.04.2019 before S.B. | . |
(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER -
15.04.2019 Appellant in person present and seeks adjournment as
his counsel is not in attendance. Adjourn. To come up
* for preliminary hearing on 22.05.2019 before S.BT o
' ember
Yo,
LY i- |

L~



The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Rashid SDFO Forestry Environment and Wildlife

oAk

Department received today i.e. on 24 01 2019 is incomplete on the following score which is

returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Annexures of the appeal may-be attested.

2- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.

3- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant. i

4- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.

5- Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be “annexed serlal wise as
mentioned in theé memo of appeal

'6- Wakalat name in favour of appellant be placed on file.

7- In the memo of appeal many places have been left blank which may be filled up.

8- Six more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect
may also be submitted with the appeal. '

0._ /é/ /ST,

No. ‘
A 2(')19- . | \-‘&rﬂwi e\ 1

. REGISTRAR
! . SERVICE TRIBUNAL
: : KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.
! ‘

Mr. Adnan Aman Adv. Pesh.

1@4‘0 amamr)(gfrc@ ’W“’{’” ;ODU%
T '
f" b peliminant W”‘O
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29.07.2021 Appellant present through counsel. :

|
Muhammad Adeel Butt learned Additional Advocate General for
respondents present. i
i R
Former made a request for adjournment. Request is accorded.

- To come up for arguments on 16.12.2021 before D.B.
' |

|
| |
(Rozina Rehman) Chairman

Member (J) o l
| |

|

|

|

|

|

|



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN

KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. f‘ 3‘% /2019

Through

Dated 18.09.2018

Mohammad RASNIA....cooreresmmrreeessnememeemseressss Appellant
_ VERSUS
The Chief Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa &
OIS, s vvreeeseeasaneennsssrseasas s e s Respondents
INDEX _

1. | Opening Sheet A

2. | Service appedl 1-8

3. | Affidavit 9

4. | Addresses of parties _ 10

5 | Copies of statement of allegations and} A&B i -
noftification regarding constitution of enquiry 12

_ coimmittee

6. | Copy of reply o the charge sheet C 13-15

7 Copies of enquiry report and Show Cause| D &E |l6- 2%
Notice is available

8. | Copy of reply to the show cause F 92- 3|

9. | Copy of the letter dated 16™ July 2018 G 39-34

10. | Copy of the letter dated 27/08/2018 H 35 -33

11. | Copy of the impugned order dated | 39
13.09.2018

12. | Copies of the departmenid
]l.$0.2018 and %ro:g:f nglai‘:ci) p??.ll g%ﬁg Jax 40 '43
conveyed on 26.1 2.2018

13. | Wakalatnama L4

Appellant

Muhammad ljaz Khan Sabi
Advocate Supreme Court

Adnan Aman
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
| ~ PESHAWAR

) . i . Khyber Pakhiukh
Service Appeal No. /2019 Serieo Trbana)

_Di;zl'y ™NoO. l D E :

Basod —ZLL/ =0 [—22/ 7

Mohammad Rashid:
Sub-Divisional, Forest Officer,

Forestry, Environme,nf & Wildlife Department, Peshawar
~' Appellant

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

"VERSUS

1. The Chief Secretary to Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar '

Ewvisonmen] & wildkife deporstmet
2. The Secretary Forests#to Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

3. The Chief Conservator of Forests, Central Southern
Region-l, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

4. The Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest Division,
TIMEIQAIrQ. e veneeienieeriiiinceiieenreeaeaes Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT,
1974, AGAINST THE ORIGINAL ORDER

rhcato-gay ~ DATED 13.09.2018 WHEREBY MINOR
et/ PENALTIES OF WITHHOLDING OF TWO

IRegiscray
> \\\1y  INCREMENTS FOR TWO YEARS ALONGWITH
RECOVERY OF PECUNIARY LOSS To ¢
AHE FOREST DEFIT,
cAtewatED 874 WAS IMPOSED AND THE

DEPARTMENTAL ~ APPELLATE  AUTHORITY



- e L,

Prayer

ORDER DATED 17.12.2018 WHICH WAS
CONVEYED TO THE APPELLANT ON
26.12.2018  VIDE =~ WHICH  THE
DEPARTMENTAL  APPEAL  WAS
REJECTED. |

BY ACCEPTING THIS APPEAL, THE
IMPUGNED ORIGINAL ORDER DATED

' 13.09.2018 AND ORDER OF APPELLATE
AUTHORITY DATED 17.12.2018, WHICH

WAS CONVEYED TO THE APPELLANT
ON 26.12.2018 MAY PLEASE BE SET
ASIDE AND CONSEQUENTLY THE .

APPELLANT  MAY  PLEASE  BE

EXONERATED/ABSOLVED OF ALL THE-
CHARGES LEVELED AGAINST HIM.

Respectiully Sheweth:

1.

Thdt the appellant wds inducted in the

respondents Department

* Environment & Wildiife Department) way back

in the year 2014_ohd recently he is performing

his duties as Sub- Divisional Forest Officer

(SDFO), Hangu Forest Sub Division, Kohat

Forest Division.

(Forestry,
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That the appellant while posted as Sub-

Divisional forest Officer (SDFO), Timergara an

N

( enquiry was initiated and charge
‘ | | sheet/statement of " allegations  was served
vpon the oppeﬁont" and an enquiry
committee Wwas constituted  to  conduct
dISCIplanI’y proceedings under sechon 5(1) of

The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civii Servants

Efficiency & Disciplinary Rules, 2011 (Copies of
statement of ollego’nons and notification |
~ regarding consh’ruhon of enquwy committee

are oﬁoched as Annexure —“A" & “B").

3. | That the oppellon’r submitted his de’rolled reply
in response to the aforesaid allegations with
solid, cogen’r and convincing evndence and
all the allegations leveled against the

appellant were rebutted. (Copy of reply to the

chorge sheet is attached as annexure “C").

4. That despite prO\}iding every single de’rc:i! fo
the enquiry committee during to course of

~ enquiry proceedin’gs; the enquiry WOS
decided agcunsT ’rhe appellant, and @ show

cause notice wc:s lssued under the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Qv;]- Servants Efﬁc:ency &

o




(O] ]
Disciplinary ‘Rules, 2011. (Copies of enquiry

report and Show Cause Nofice is available as

annexure-“D" & “E").

That in response fo the show cause notice, the
oppellon’r submitted his de’fcll reply and once
again all the charges leveled were rebuﬁed-
with valid” reasons and justifiable grounds.

(Copy of reply to the show cause is attached

as annexure — “F").

That it is per’rinen’r"’fo\menﬁon that during the

course of enquiry proceedings, the Chief
Conservator of Forests, Molakond; Swatl was
directed through letter dated 16th July 2018 to
colculq’re the amount of pecuniary loss
accrued to the Forest Department in the case
of.oppelldn’r. (Copy of"rhe letter dated 16"

July 2018 is attached ds annexure “G").

That D|V|5[onol Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest

D|V1$|on through his letter dated 27/08/2018

| submil"red his detailed report in response of

the (Annexure “G") of’rer holdlng a detailed
enqunry through Mr Roflqulloh Sub D|v1$|onol
Forest Officer, Tlmergc:ro Forest Sub DlV:Slon

and Mr. Rozcn Khan, Forest Guard of Tlmergoro



P i

' Forest Sub Division, wherein it was submitted

with documentary proof that no financial loss

has been accrued fo the department in the
instant case. (Coby of ’.fhe letter. dated

27/08/2018 is attached as Annexure - “H").

That despite the aforementioned exhaustive

explanations, the competent authority i.e.

- ({Chief Secretary, - Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa), even then imposed “minor
penalty of withholding of two increments for

two (2) years clongWith recovery of .pecuhiary

loss to be calculated by the Forest

Depart'r'ne‘nt. (Copy of the impugned order

dofed_»'1'3;09.201_8 is oﬁoéhed as annexure — -

“I").

That the appeliant being aggrieved of the
; impughed'_order preferred his deporfmen’ro].

appeal dated 11.10.2018 which was rejected

vide impugned order dated 17.12.2018
conveyed fo the ’op'pelilam on 26.12.2018.
(Copies of the dépcrtmehfoi oppéol dcfé_d
11102018 and " order dated 17.12.2018

conveyed on 26.12.2018 are attached as

annexures “J" & “K"),' .



10.

©

That the opp‘elldn’r now prefers this service

oppeol before this Hon'ble Tribunal for the )

following amongst other grounds:

GROUNDS:

a)

Mhat as stated in the body of the appeal that

all the allegations made in the statement of

J c:lllegoﬂon"s/cho}ge sheet Were Eebu’r’red and

denied with cogent, 'convincing and solid
reasons but even then the oppellon’r had
been punished with the impugned penaity

- which is liable to be set aside.

That ’rhroughou’r the course of enquiry
proceedings, the enquiry committee was
reques’red to' pay persohol visit to the areas
menﬁohed in the charge sheet to dug out the
truth, but they based their enquiry report only
on personal ossompﬁohs and presumptions
which their ocf/repo’r‘is against the norms of

justice and is liable to be set aside.

That it is established on the face of the record:
that the subject pldm‘o’rion was made on the
site but unfor’runofely fhe same was flooded
away and again fhe sgme was replanted buf
even then the oppellom‘ was saddled with hts
inefficiency and tnoc’non which requires The

interference of this Hon ble Tribunal.



a)

f)

o)

‘.. - @ -

That it is also established on record and as
reported by the inquiry committee comprising."
of Rafig Ullah, SDFO Timergara and Razi Khan,
Forest Guard that no Financial loss has

dccvued.  to the Forest D'épor’fmem‘ but even
‘then the appellant was burdened  with:

Penal
m-,mf,u@neh ottrj1d thus on this score too, the

. impugned order is liable to be set aside.

That it is floating on the face of the record that
the allegations leveled against the appellant
are evasive and having no substance as the

‘same s abundantly- refuted through many.

- documentary evidence as well as pictures of

the-subject site therefore, this Hon'ble Tribunal
needs fo step in for the rescue of the

appellant.

That keeping in view the qforesoid submissions, .
the impugnéd orders dated 13.09.2018 and
17.12.2016. (conveyed to the appellant on
26.12.2018 are illegal, unlawful and against

the record and 'c:'ré ‘fhus’ liable to be struck

down.

That the appellant has been freated against
the law and he has also been deprived of

equal protection of law.
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h)

That any other ground not sbecifically

mentioned here will be raised at the time of

arguments with the permission of this Hon'ble

Tribunal.

\ . It is therefore most humbly prayed that by
accepimg this appeal, the impugned original
order. dated 13.09.2018 whereby minor
penalties of withholding of two increments for
two years, alongwith recovery of pecuniary
losses to be calculated by forest department
and impugned order of appellate authority
dated 17.12.2018 (conveyed to the appellant
on 26.12.2018) may please be set aside and
consequently the appellant may please be

exonerated/absolved of all the charges

leveled against him.

Appellant
Through

Muhammad ljaz Khan Sabi
Advocate Supreme Court

Adnan Aman

Dated 18.09.2019 Advocate High Court
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" BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
o - PESHAWAR o

Service Appeal No.___ /2019

Mohammad RAShId........uuvueeeniiinneererneeeennnnn. Appellant

VERSUS

The Chief Secretary to Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa & others......cccoveviviiiiieinenennnen. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Mohammad Rashid Sub-Divisional, = Forest Officer,
Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Deportmenf,-Peshowor,
‘do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of the oécompcmying Service Appeal are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Court.
\ .

DEPONENT

I T i e -

T, T



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR \

Service Appeal No. /2019

MORAMMAA RASNIG. + e veveeeseeeeereeeassoeesaeereeseenes Appellant

SN VERSUS
The Chief Secretary to Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa & others........ eereeeetereneanenaeaes Respondents

| ADDRESSES OF PARTIES
APPELLANT:

'Mohommod Rdshid

Sub-Divisional, Forest Officer, o
Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department, Peshawar

RESPONDENTS"

1. . The Chief Secretary to Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar
Envisoment £ wildlife departmesit;

2. The Secretary ForestsT to Government of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

3. The Chief Conservator of Fo're.sfs, Ceniral Southern
Region-l, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

4. The Divisional Forest Officer, L r Pir Forest Division;

Timergara '
pellant
- Through
Muharﬁmad ljaz Khan Sabi
. Advocate Supreme Court
&

: o4
Adnan Aman

Dated 18.09.2018 Advocate High Court



"1 Abid Saeed,

" committed the foilowing 3 ‘ts/omissions,. Wit

. Forest Sub Division commit ed th

3y * For the purpuse of

a) " The Enquirv Officer/Enquir

-record its findings an

V.
>

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Chief Secretary, Khyber pakhtunkr «a, as
opinion  that Muljnam.mad,Rashiq, Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BPS-17) Timergara
Forest Sub Division has rendered himself‘ liable to be proceeded ‘against, .as he

“within the meaning of ‘Rule-3-0of the Khyber
pakhtunkhwa Go,\')e_jrnmen%; .‘Seryan.t‘s (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011.. A N N
| S © STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION . o

2 ‘That he while posted as Sub Divisiona
e following irregularities: _
i) , %‘Jhérg&;s fie wae called upcn Lo explain vide Conservat_br of Forests, Malakand = .
wast Forest Circle letter dated 19" August, 2016, the reply. furnishéd by him
vide letter datad 23" August, 2016 was not upto the mark and was accordingly . . .
commupnicatec L3 himi vide Conservator of Forest, Malakand West -Forest Circle .’
. letter dated 04" October, 2016: But till date, no satisfactory reply received - -
~ from his side. - D : - o o
st Division, jetter dated Ed

sional-Fo}esp Qfficer, Lower Dir Fore ‘
various shortfall.have | -

‘ii)‘ ‘_ As per 'rgport.of Divi ‘
14® April,- 2017, that due to his ﬁeg]igenceiinefficiency,“
‘been noticed.in p'anting stock; = T : .
iy It has been learn'. that the planE'distributed by
~- not in transparent manner;- - :
Yy - During visit of Secrétary Fblre_étry,‘"En'vi‘rénment & wildlife
* . pakhtunkhwa- nn 08" April, 2017, Nasafa Enclosure Compartment . No: 17,
the said enclosure ware 'seen. No Neghaban was -
in this regard was also called from him, - -

him undér free distribution was
‘Uepa'rffnent,:Khybe( .

Coats’land,Sheep's grazing in.
yreent/availablz there. An explanation |
put no response has been-received from his side till date.

v) Forms of large size gates, doors and ‘windows e, total 15 numbers of:.
" manufacture.-cf - Deodar, timber . were found in ‘edundant: from “his official . *;
residence, situitzd adjacent to his functional office; but during checking, the - -~ N
. same was naitter found in the record i.8.. Form NG 5 & 6, nor was present in "
. the Prosecution Cases Register, Comgpensation Cases . Register-and Bamage. -
_took Register; R LT T
He.explained Leore the raiding team:that h
auction, but h: could _not produce .- any documenta
defence/claim ix fore the Chief Consarvator of Forests. = -
' s - S e - et e e e N
Sher Palam "-plantation.. it: was fou
e, the entiré plantation was failed: While- the.rest of pits were .~
or sowing. The pits were'very small in size and - .
The charged area was 24 nectare while it -
ground. The payment made in excess need

) e has purc‘r-\a“s:‘é'd' the s,abje 'BuAring'.ff

wily ‘During: visit - of
* failure/neghgenc

completely-devo d of any plantor s
were hardly visidle on the ground.
was not more than 10 hectare on
to be recovered from him. =~ i
Enquiry against the said -acc
above. allegations, an Enciliry Officer/Enquiry Committee, C
constituted under rule 10 (1) (@) of the ibid rules:- '

| R AP ; SRR
. 5 Jf‘.r , 1 é_'...u;-i\_‘, /"“v’-’-’*"’ .

7

—

py
L

" :';‘ e A o et
ca \ et S0 &t T

Lot

“rules ibid, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused,
d make recommendations, within thirty -

r appropriate action-against the accused.
tive of the department

provisions of the
order, as.to punishment of othe
The accused and a well ‘conversant representa

Khyber pakhtunkhwa -
(Competent Authority)

competent authority, am of the:

EXURE
: &

"4

| Forest Ofﬁcef,(BPS-.l?), Tin';e.rg‘ara

ry. evidence in. his< ...

ncl'."fthabtv."ddé “to hls mee e

used with reference to the '
onsisting of the-following is

y Committee shall, in accordance with the .

days of the receipt of this .

5). .
“shall jointly proceed-onth2 daite,. time -and place :fixed by the Enquiry officer/Enquiry
Committee:. e T o /; fijwsrl
” ' AT A
Chi'ef Se(:irefz;f'g,



¢ N | | | ANNExukE

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
FORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

" o

Dated Peshawar the , 04t July, 2017

MNOTIFICATION N

No: SO(Estt)Envt/1-50 (183)/PF/ 2015: The Competent Authority has been
pleased to constitute an Enquiry Committee comprising Mr. Tashfeen Haider (PMS BS- .
13), P.D .Establishment of Housing .Foundation for Government Servants, Housing-
Department (as Convener). and Mr. Sher Nawaz, Chief Conservator of Forests (BS-
20)/Managing . Director, Forest Development Corporation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (as
member) to conduct disciplinary proceedings under Section-5(1) of. the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 against
Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BS-17), Timergara Forest Sub Division
of Dir Lower Forest Division, for the charges/allegations leveled against him in the
Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations:- -

The Enquiry Committee shall submit its\"ﬁndings within 30 days positively.

d

.~

Sd/-
| CHIEF SECRETARY
()2%3 - | KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

No: SO (Estt)Envt/1-50 (183}/PF/ 2015: Dated Peshawar the, 04" July, 2017 .

édpy' alongwith copies of the Charge Sheets/Statement of Allegations are forwarded to:-

1} Mr. Tashfeen Haider (PMS .BS-18), P.D Establishment of. Housing Foundation for
-Government Servants, Housing Department (Convener of the Enquiry Committee). -

2) Mr. Sher Nawaz, Chief Conservator of Forests (BS-20)/Managing Director, Forest
Development Corporation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Member of the Enquiry Committee). .

3) Muhamriad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BS-17), Timergara-Forest Sub Division of
Dir Lower Forest Division C/o Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle, Dir,
Timergara with the direction to appear before the Enquiry Committee on the date, time and
place to be tixed by the Enquiry Committee for the purpose of inquiry proceeding.

Endst: No: & date even

Copy-is forwarded to:-

1) Chief Conservator of Forests, Central Southern Forest Region-I, Peshawar. :

2) Chief Conservator of Forests, Malakand Forest Region-III, Saidu Sharif, Swat with the

- direction to nominate/depute a departmental representative well conversant with the facts
. of the case alongwith relevant record to assist the Enquiry Commiittee during the disciplinary

inquiry proceedings. '

3) PS to Secretary, Forestry, Environment & Wildiife Department for information.

4) Personal files of the officers.
5) Master file,

6) Office order file. ' ) /

e Section Officer (Estt)

S v e
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- 4 BET OI;C 'IIlE ENQUIRY COMMITTEE A N NEXURE

TR ~ I
R ~Subject: = CHARGB ? HEET - RLPL\"lllLRLOI' S R C o
nt. chmg,‘. sheet are tomlly b'\SClt.SS, - .
1ch are

t the” char 168 mcunom.d m tln. m:.t'u
havmg no ground 1eahty wh

It is- stated tlm
ith’ malaﬁde mtentlons

WEL D hy pothetlcal unfounded dnd W
Coex plamed pm‘a - wnsc as umlcr -

7/

R " The allegauun is' dmacd becausc most of Rlvcr Sldt. Pldunuon it - Shamaldm,
o Khal carried out in ' Spring 2016 Was® ‘flooded- awav in" April 2016. Subsequcntlv i
2 the ‘flooded area was. 1cplamed with sumble apemes which, was reported vndeu‘_;
- Oftice Lettér. No. 70/'1’ dated 23 /08/7016 Repl) to letter dated 4" Octob;r 2016 -
mcated v:de letter ‘No. 84/’ I’ dated 07/10/2016. (Annex-— A 'lmlf LT

menuon that no- rcplv “was commumuated to
dWest Forest C]l‘ClC : ‘ A e
the shoft fall ‘reported’ by Divisio’rial Forest N
vide his Letter No. 4466 — 68/E dated .
Division and is not only ‘for

was also.commul
- B).” Hence it is " baseless 10
""" Gonservator of Forests, Malakm
“The" allegation” is ‘denied ‘because {
Ofticer, Lower Dir Forest Division
. 14/04/‘70[7 is rel’xted 1o entire Lower -Dir Forest
, ‘Ttmergara F orest ‘Sub D1v1510n wluch is b'lseless on the following g grounds: - .
o DlVlsxonal ;orest Oftlcel, Lower Dir chst Dwxslon has lcpoucd 2!466000 o
'.‘v:plams ralsed in Depmu‘.,n' al s, axl a> Wi Private. seclor in This oftice letter No. - _.
4466 - : 68/13 dated 14/04/2017 Despue the figuic nn.uuoucd above le has also -
‘ 'reponed 19508100 Nos. of plants ‘raised in both Dx,paltmemal and Prlvme sector-
SRS T e " "vide his letter No. 2190/Accll dated Ub/l2/2016 in the: Action Plan for Spl ing Tree -
e el ) R l'mtmt, Cump.uk,n 2017, It is Llanlu.d that there is.a dltfeunu. in uumber of 1
‘_‘fpi.mts raised in tlxesc letters nst.lt (Amu\ ~C &D). . o
; {The short’ fal. of 5847579 Nos. of plants mcmloned i Dm:.lonal I‘ ou.sl thcel, o
_ _:Lowcr Du‘ l"crest Division Oftice Leller No. 4466 68/E dated 14/0-1/"017 isalso
'mcorrect -as {ir planting stock has l)u.ll dedue n_d/sublx'lctr.cl from rdﬁed plantmg‘l L
NS j"stock as 1s ci ear from-the letter llm.“ ~Also 1h ere is no_clarification” ip:the lelter‘ L
- ooreferre o4 ab0\ as whexe that >honl laII lits bu.n noticed. It is quhcr added {Hatin- R
L t‘Dmsmml Forest Officer, Lowu Du Forest Division Omcc Letter No 4466~ - RN
- 68/E dated 14/04/2017 ‘only clarilication was sought for the resolution of" xe'ihsuu
tigures from all. SDFO s in Lower Dir Forest Division.

-j‘j:Dnvnsxonal Forest: Officer, Lower Dir: Forest Division in his Office Letter-No.
.;328 - 3l/Accu dated- ’30 OS 2017 hus e pmted 136184"1 Nos. ol plants utilized . - - -

Anaex—-C and Annex - E)..

under varlous mu.nemlom (¢ ) .
: Actuall) the short fall is.only due to. non avmlablln) of plants v wnh pnvate :.euo: :

_ and on the basis of this.shortfull tlLdULllOll will be made in pdyment at.wldm;:l)

" This hasalso been repurted, vide letter dated 24/04/2017. 1t is further clarified that . f
“in Billion Trees Afforestation Pnoject undel anau. Nurseries paymmt 1o pnvalu .
made in three mstallments and tmal mstallmem amoummg to SOA ot'

yaid ou actual receipt of plants.
wtical .md uot physnc'llly

‘nurseries is
... total amount;sp
.+ The charge is theu.lon. hypotl

same is not 1raunaumble : : A
'The pomt i3 bascless because - chstubuuon of - pl'mts under Bxlllou Tlu,s” :

. Afforestation P[’OJLCI was exécuted m transpmcnt manner and data. W"IS 1er01du:|' o
ving CNIC No, Celi: No, Name, Address- and Numbu of - .
hlch has* also been repontgd vide letter No 147/' l (Ial(.d- . -

-

enquiréd‘.. Therefc_zre 1l1c

il -

T - on proper format hat
IS - plants issued: provided W
04/04/2017 (\nnex — E).

~
-
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- tisto mentlcn that the charge is- udlculous, hypothetical and framed on heresay..
“The: pomt i aseless becwuse prope1 answer/reply 0. the e\planation was .
. commumcate:l to: - Conservator.. of: Fou&sts,_ M*llakzmd West Fmest Cuclx., -
"Tl{nergara vide Letter No. 160/ £l LLqu 03f03/70[7 (Aunc\—G) A
o . The: alleganon is demed because: frames of; doors-and ‘windows are, the persowll
' '-"_'_hproperty ot the tather ot undelsngned wluch 1< legal umbcr and has been;_ R
»purclmsed under propernece:pt (Anuc\-—l[) - B
The charge is- baseles: and hy pothuu.al bec'luse the underswned was ot gwcn' T
. the chance 10 presem any proot to, Chief Lonservator of }-omsts M'llakand Forest -
<" :Region: M1, Swat; - Consewator ol Forests,, Mala}\and ‘West' Forest Clrcls-, , L
Tnmelgara and Conservator af Forests, M‘il:ﬁfand East Forest Circle, Swat.*
“The allcgauon xs denied. bu.duse the chax-.:: is lm:.ed on hl:.e assumptlons and

manons that llu. Ju,d ot atlmc;lanon is not mone Lhan 10 l—la The .

“-ocular. estl
- chargcd aic¢a.of Shall'llam Alloncsmuon is 20- Ha \»luch was planted i Spring

' - 2016 under. Bl“lOll Trees Alluu.smuon Pu)y.ct 2 times, monuounu of the area has_
- been: camed out by two- dl‘tlucm teams i.e. Working | Plan Unit = VI Swal’ and -
Billion Trees Afforestation Project team and all the data was recorded by them on Y
“proper formats. (Annex - I). ‘Failure is.a natural phenomenon and continuous :
ireplacemenl of fa:led phmu s Lin Lmllt.d out from time’to, time accordmg to

. :ecologxcal cmtabxluy Cuuemlv lhe me‘\ is m LOOd LOIIdl[lOl'l 'lnd siter mspect:on-
may, be dom, dccordmg{y : SRR '

Cdtis tmporl'mt to mention- that-in the - p‘\sl l’C‘ - I S rcuular «.\ercue ol beatmg up ot

R failure was camed oul lox three wnm.cuuvt years which is not the case for BTAP..
. lhe chargcs mentloned m Ihe charge sheet are mlsleadmg aud tmged wnth mahce These‘.., '

-are] only lmmed 1o vu.lumze the uudcxs:gnecl . e
Keepmg in-view ! th:nbove l'u.tual posmon it’is ncquested [lld[ lhc undcrmgncd mny. A

kmdly be- exonuatcc‘. from the cliar Hes lc\'c.lcd d".lmsl lum please

! wmh to ln. hc:ml in pcmm plu.nsu DRI
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Replies to lln, obse: vations/

1.
" inspection may- “be done accordlnﬂly :

2 -

e

o 'm Lower— Dnr Fo:cxt Dnmon vide letter’ No 7190
" Plan for Sprmg Trée Planting Campaign 2017 is 1950810

_April 2017 the pl
- Also, the then DFO Upper Dirhas :epoued

“been leponed '10

Circle. szergara to probe into the rhatter of shortfall leponed by

“relied on the letter dmed H
comtuuted by DI-U 1ower l)u
It is pertinent to-1

" Inithe personal hearing on 01/08/2017 it w.
Farm Forestry Ll:.l of pll\ ate mumm {I |:l\1ﬂ" p

':ANn 0197',1‘-7 Ic '.‘F.I' #v!-l 2l b

" the zuea whrch is: reﬂected i1 the letter w

I"»\nncbs bdum the -enquiry L.Ull]!]lll[l.l. tor charg
'-“plopextv aud plll(.hdbed by him, personally.. -
. Already cxplamed i repl\' {o-Charge Sheeli

h momtoung leponb of W m!\mu Plan.Unit
\mu_ is lunmshLd as Amnex — C.-

' 'GLNI:RAL OBSlr RVAT IONS

BEFORE THE ENQ UIRY-COMMILLT aa

Re erem'e persmml Iiem m" dated. 01/()6/201 7 e -

M. ema'
d heu.undel -

‘Giscussion on the above :etened ‘date are Iutmshe

1. i‘s.in‘ good _comlit~ion these days and site

The a1ea ment:onea in the Chalgc No

The report of Divisional Forest ()ihcu

lener dated \N'h Apnl 2017 contains nmlhumm,al munkea i.e. total plamuw stock faised
/Acctt dated 08/12/2016 in ﬂw ‘\dtmn

0 \\lu]e in lhe letter ddled 14

ants mentioned are 2 1466000 wimh is lnLOIICLl

ainst ‘the undelslgned W luch is also incorrect:.
y Comer\"uor -of Forests Malal\and ‘West Fores!

The enquiry commmee was constituted by
DFO Lower.Dir vide

letier dated 4 Aprik 2017 (wimh is Jl’lLOllECl) but regretfully the the saine conunitiee
\jml “‘017 and [hL rcpmt ol 1h< momlonm )mnm(n

vcnnon that SDFO szen uaxa submlued a 1epon on "4/07/”0] 7 (signed

by all SDFO’s in Fower Dir Forest Dl\*lSlOﬂ) on the enquiry

which is enough for proving the charge baseless (Annex — A}
as desired by the enquiry u)mmmu. to pres:m

ages lmm ! v \4) which-is au l(.lk.d us

'.ArmC\—B,,‘, _ S o _
S TS ..:> oo
e Arﬂux Statian P'iw\:u aud,

ke éx:f‘!osux'cs, ander Billics Tie ees
as left over area for grazing of local cattle.

It was dlscussed in-the first pen:.onal heaiing that if i wish-to produw any wimess in -
éction- \uth the Lh‘ug_ sheet: so'itis |u|£u.>led that i wish to produce my Father as

ges No ) .ns IhL Iramca are h|> Iwal

"11| .:"I in tls

(.0!1[

1/08/2017 it was des;.ued bv

In-the pelsonal heauno onQ
Vl S\\.u and Project Momtounu Team so lhc"

"\. R .
- NN . -

N

No report against the undersigned has been conmmmcmcd by DFG Lower Dir o’

[
higher ups and the charge sheet was also not menumul«.d from DFO Lower
SR b [T '
'f_’.'f'011l) the un(lemgned has been held leprHSlblL tor all the unfounded dllegations.
3. Charge No.' 3is framed before any proper enquiry |t.1u> tmdmﬂ enguiry), also it
sl\i!ﬂlll“ lllllT\hL! ol lnll\\.l\

is importan: 10 disclose that payment to almost m

: tuoueu has not been made.

4. The timber puu.hased may nat be considered as |I|cu.1! as it has bu.ll pun.h.m,d

" under proper invoice/biill and it has legal origin.
Report is submitted for favor of information and further necessary action please.
4 i'.‘. .g\'\ 7
| ‘O
»-"ﬂ’(((/“ : o IO\(
I 57 “’f’.!
MUIIAM\D\]) RASHID
~-SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OF FICER -
N . {BPS—. 17)

a-repoit in whicl’ over uuhzauon of plam> has

report.to DFO Lower Dir °

Lm\u Du chsl Dl\mon is. 1m.oucu as lhc‘ S

thc cnqum LOIl’llTllllc’C w plcxcl‘ll-
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ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST MR. MUHANMMAD RASHID, SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST
OFFICER (BPS-17) THVIERGARA FOREST SUB DlVISION

v

éA'CK GROUND
Enwronmem Department vide Notificatron NO. SO(Estt)/Envt/1-50((183)/PF/2015,
dated 4" july, 2017, constituted Enquiry Committee comprising of Mr. Tashfeen Haidar,

Project Director, Establishment of Housmg Foundation for Government servants,
Houusing Department (és Convener) .and Mr. Sher Nawaz, Chief Conservator of Forests/
Managing Director FDC (as ﬁember) to conduct disciplinary proceedings under Section-
5(1) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Disciplinary)
Rules, 2011 against NVr. Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest Officer (SDFO),

Timergara Forest, Sub Division, Lower Dir Forest Division.

PROCEEDINGS

~

Or receipt of Notification, the committee held preliminary meeting, where in Mr.

Muhammad Rashid, SOFO was directed to’ submit reply and attend the enquiry -

committee. He submitted his parawise reply to the charge sheet (see Annexure-l}.

Later on 01.08.2017, he was also called for'personal hearing copy of which is attached

as- Annexure-ll. Prosecution statement regardmg various queries is attached as
Annexure-lil. The record for the purpose of enquiry was thoroughly examined and

finally after thorough deliberations on each charge the foHowmg conclusions were

reached at:

CHARGES/ ALLEGATIONS.

He was called upon - -to explain vjde Conservator of Forests (CF),
Malakand West Forest Circle letter dated 19% august 2016, the
reply furnished by him vide letter dated 23 August 2016 was not

upte the mark and was accordingly communicated to him vide

Allegation (i)

Conservator of Forest, Malakand West Forest Circle letter dated -
04" October 2016, But till date, no satrsfactory reply received from -

. hlS side. -

Reply of accused Offlcer

The allegatron is denaed because most of River Side Plantation at-

Shamardin, Kha! carried out in Spring 2016 was flooded away in
April 2018, Subsequently the fiooded area was replanted with

-1-
1/
rd
. )
3
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suitable species which was reported vide Office letter No. 70/T

dated 23.08.2016. Rebly to letter dated 4t October 2016 was also .

[
<

;..

B
i

s

t

communicated vide letter No.84/T dated 07.10.2016 (Annex ~A &

B). Hence it is baseless to mention that no reply was co
to Conservator of forests, Malakand West Forest Circle.

DISCUSSION; - , »

letter No. 70/T, dated 23.8.2016 (see Annexure-A} 'stating that:

(i)

'(if:').‘

hold water or nutrients very well and water moves quickly through th-e
soil and air replaces it quickly this resultantly makes the sandy soil dry

- o
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R e -
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R w Wy 7 Searching for right seasons of planting i e. November onwards did not .
’ - (v.J matter now once the plants had dried up and govt. money had been
. . .

. %\U' lost just for wrong planning on part.of SDFO.
~ All the 3bove thiee factors narrated by the SDFO in his letter addressed to CF
'7(10 is a charge shieet prepared by the accused against himself for why the
, . ‘ plantations failal. The amount spent on original plantation and later beating
' Ll ' _ up done in wrong season be recovered from the SDFO.
) ﬁo{é./ The reply of SDFO if not considered satisfactory by CF was very right because -
\ the SDFO had himself carried out the plantation at the site and now the onus
U\;\J{’F of damages lie on him and no one else. -
o Findings: Charge stands proved.

L]

ALLEGATION (1)

As per report of Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest Division

o lotter dated 14" April, 2017, that due to his negligence/
o ‘  inefficiency, various shortfall have been noticed in planting stock.

The -allegation is denied because the short fall reported by
Divisional Forest officer, Lower Dir Forest Division vide his letter
No.4466 — 68/ dated 14.4.2017 is related to entire Lower Dir
Forest Division and is not only for Timergara forest Sub Division

which is baseless on the following grounds:

(a) DFO Lower Dir Forest Division has reported 21466000 plants raised
in Departmental as well as in Private sector in-his office letter No.

' 4466 — 68/E dated 14.4.2017. Despite the figure mentioned above
héﬁﬂas also reported 19508100 Nos. of plants raised in both
Departmental and Private Sector vide his letter No. 2190/Acctt,
dated 08.12.2016 in the Action Plan for 'Spring Tree Planting

: puffestdntul it
Campaign 2017. It is clarified that there is a difference in number
of plants raised in these letters itself. (Annex —C & D). '
(b) The short fall of 5847879 Nos. of p‘lants mentioned in DFO, Lower
Dir Forest Division Office letter No. 4466 — 68/E dated 14.4.2017 is
also incorrect as fit planting stock has been deducted/ subtracted

Reply :

- 3 - ) "/-"‘\‘
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from raised planting stock as is clear from the letter itseif. Also
‘there is ne” clarification in the letter referred above as where that
short fall has been noticed. itis further added in DFO, Lower Dir
Forest Division office letter No. 4466 — 68E, dated 14.4.2017 only
 clarificaticn was sought for the resolution of realistic figures from

all SDFO’s in Lower Dir Forest Division.
(c) DFO Low3 Dir Forest Division in hi
31/Acctt, dated 30.6.2017 has reported 15618421 Nos. of plants

© utilized under various interventions (Annex—C and Annex —E}.
(d) Actually the short fall is only due to non-availability of plants with

private sector, and on the basis of this shortfall deduction will be
as also been reported vide

larified that in Billion Trees
private

s office letter No. 3528 —

“made in payment accordingly. This h
letter dated 24.4.2017, it is further ¢
Afforestation Project, uridé\r' Private Nurseries payment to
nurseries is made in three installments and final installment

amounting to 50% of total amount is paid on actual receipt of

e plants.
(e) The charge is therefore hypothetic

al and not physically enquired. : L
Therefore the same is not maintainable. ' ' .

DISCUSSION:

The accused denies the allegation on the following ground that the letter

referred to in charge No.ll dated 14" April, 2017 refers to short fall of entire Lower Dir
Forest Division and not Taimergara Sub Division only, which is trué, but this letter also
gives us the portion of shortage of excess of plants with each SDFO (see annexure -C)™

%) He points out a difference in two letter of DFO annexure as C&D in his

- defense statement/ reply to char‘ge‘fsheet. But actually this difference is because the
two reports are generated at 4 months interval during which the planting stock might

have increased in nurseries because 4 months is a great time for new seeds t0 sprout
mber in nurseries. In either

‘aﬁd sprouted ones to grow in size and thus increase the nu
In that case too the

case-these reports were generated on information from field.

_ SDFO/RQ'’s are responsible for wrong reporting to DFO.
_ , : . b

He admits that.a short fall exits which is due to non-availability of plants

with private sector. But the facts on record speaks otherwise, he should have

- distributed less plants from. private farmers being short in plants but on the contrary

instead of distributing 20,0C,085 No of plants received from private farmers, he has
-4 - .
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~own free distribution of plants to a number of 40,01,700 to farmers. The figures on
record do not support his stetements of nursery stock. Also the enquiry on record made
sy DFO Hafiz Mugtada SFm'h & Mr. Raees Khan (copy attached- as annexure-IV)
Loncermng nursery stock produced and utilized according to available record of the
Di vrsron shows-that\Mr. Rashld SDFO Talmergara has over utilized 2499696 (including
‘79070 plants issued to othcrs) number of plants than available fit plantmg stock with
aim which could not be JUStlfled by him. He is saying that this shortfall is due to non-
avallabllrty of plants with private sector. If so then why he give a wrong and exaggerated

' figure of plants to deptt as per his own ’record on plants received from private nursery

owner. He has mislead his higher ups and concealed the true figures on planting stock

available with him and thus giving exaggerated figures. Had the enquiry and this charge .

sheet not unveiled the facts on record the same could have been used to embezzle the
reoh 2Rt

govt. money for hiding facts on record.

Findings: Charge stands proved.

Kl

'ALLEGATION (111)
it has been learnt that the plants distributed by him under free
distribution was not in transparent manner.

The polint is baseless because distribution of plants under “Billion
Trees Afforestation Pro;ect was executed in transparent manner
and data was recorded on proper ‘format having CNIC No. and Cell
No. Name, Address and Number of plants issued/ provided which
has also been reported vide letter No. 147/T dated 04.04.2017

‘(Annex-F). « N

Réply:

It is to mention that the charge is ridiculous, hypothetical and

A
framed on here say.

P :"DILVCUS‘SION:
distribution in transparent marner and for this statement to support; he has produced a
long list of person comprising of 84 pages to whom he had dsstrlbuted the plants The

very list he provided to enquiry committee in personal hearing shows that even hst
. provided by him speaks against hlS transparent way of dealing things. Almost 1445844 -

—
+

-5-

Response to this charge by the accused is that he had camed out-
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“umbers of plants were distributed either with missing father names, CNIC No, cell

numbers-or with no address at all which is almost 48.76% of the total distributed plants.
e

. Moreover not a single photo | for record is produced with the report submitted by SDFO

o which is also a due requirement of BTAP {according to DFO Salim Marwat statement

copy attached as aﬁ‘nexure -II!) It shows that print/ electronic media be engaged in

documenting tiie free distribution functions and photos to be loaded on to BTAP

_webstte..
Moreover, it was mandatory on the SDFO to distribute the plants after verification by
the monitoring committee which was not observed by him despite the verbal directives
. cf the then DFO Farooq (see statement of Salim Marwat DFO as annexure-li)

Thus the codal formalmes out!med by BTAP had not been fol!owed by him in totaf and

made him liable to be procoeded agamst

Fmdmgs' “charge is proved and wherever the documentation is incomplete
recovery for that amount to the tune-of numbers of plant be recovered from the

SDFO"

" _ALLEGATION (IV)

During visit of Secretary Forestry, Environment & Wildlife
Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on 08" April 2017, Nasafa
Enclosure Cbmpartme_nt No. 17, Goats and Sheep’s grazing in the
said enclosure were seen. No Neghaban was present/available

there. An explanation in this regard was also called from him, but
no response has been received from pis side till date.

The point is baseless because proper answer/reply to the

‘Reply:
L communicat‘ed to Conservator of Forests,

axplanation was
Malakand West Forest Circlé T:mergara vide letter No 160/T, dated :

05.05.2017 (Annex G).

. DISCUSSION:
Regarding this charge the SDFO has rebutted the charge and he further
states-that reply to.the explanation had been responded by him vide letter No. 160/T
4 dated 05.05.2017 to CF C/O DFO Timergara (copy produced as annexure-G). On query it
was found that the same ietter has not been received in DFO offlce rather direct reply

- | . ) 5 ) | )
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Jad been submitted to CF (copy of receipt attached as annexure-V). The Chief
Conservator of Forests, Maiakand-lll Mr. Qazi Mushtaq on 07.05.2017 was contacted byf
Mr. Sher Nawaz enquiry member on cell number of CCF Mr. Qazi Mushtaq i.e. 0345-
9585289 dated 11.53 AM through his cell No. 0349- 5181626 to comment on the reply to
explaniatlon by SDFO. The Chief Conservator of Forests Mr. Qazi Mushtagq totaily denied
' the facts that the areas where the: grazing was going on was outside enclosure. He
' stated that we had entered the enclosure and were inspecting the regeneration in
enclosure where we encountered the a'nimals grazing the enclosure area and that the
_ statement of SDFO is totally false and misleading. At that time when the CCF enquired
..~ from the SDFO on the grazing going on over there at Nasafa and enclosure i.e. Comptt.
No. 17 he submitted no reply to me and kept quiet because he had no reply to convince -
me {written statement of ‘Mr. Qazi Mushtaq is attached as annexure-Vl).‘Had the
chowkidar being- performing his funr:tion, he - would “have. obstructed ‘t.h'e-wén'i‘mals :
entering the enclosure.. Compartment boundar:es are very well defined in worklng
plans. If it was either to the left or right of Compartment No. 17 then it must be have
been 16 & 18 Nos of comportments. In any case grazing is altogetherumgﬂmmmﬂ
areas. Community land can_ be used for this purpose by communities if needed at all.
mply of accused is not 'convincing and enquiry committee feels thatthe'responsible
staff.at the range:had not: fulfitied thezr responsubmtles and hence the:CF/ .DFO-Lower Dir
were piaced in an-embarrassing: posmon at.the time’ of tour of Secretary Forests to area.

Reply of accused is doubtfu! and not accepted

FindingS' Ch arge seems to hold true.

ALLEGATION (V)

~ Forms of large size gates, doors and windows i.e. total 15 numbers
of manufacture of Deodar timber were4ound in redundant from his
official residence, situated adjacent to his functional office, but
during checking, the same was neither found in the record i.e. Form
No. 5 & 6, nor was present in the persecution Cases Register,
Compensation Cases Register and Damage Book Register. |

The allegation is denied because frames of doors and wmdows are

Reply:;
the personal property of the father of undersigned Whth is legal
timber and has been purchased under proper recelpt (Annex l-')
DISCUSSION:
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Since in the allegation No. vi it has been stated that the accused made a
statement that he had purchased the said timber found in his house iri auction,
therefore it is out of question that the timber would be present on official record of
range i.e. form 5 & 6 or prosecution case or compensation case register or damage
report register Hence this charge holds no relevance and sense. However the.
ownership of timber is discussed in the precedlng para i.e. allegation.No. (vi).

Findings: See findings of next charge against accused i.e. allegation No. (vi).

ALLEGATION (V1)

He explained before the raiding team that he has purchased the
same during auction, but he could not produce any documentary
evidence in his defense/ .claim before the Chief Conservator of

¥ ‘ The charge has been denied by the accused in reply to the aliegation.
However his change in statements has made things confusing and suspicious. Before the
- raid party his statement _was that he had purchased it in an’auction. When asked to
produce the documented proof he could not do so. When enquired on the subject
- about the purchase track of the said timber by enquiry committee, he referred to his
_reply to the allegation :n nis defense statement on the subject charge sheet. He stated
‘ that it was the rightful property of his father which he had purchased from legal source.
He also presented his father before the enquiry committee as a defense witness in the
.case. His father gave a statement to the committee {(copy enclosed as annexure. V) that
the timber in question was his property and not his:son property. He also stated that it
was legal timber purchased from legal source. -n support of his statement he produced
Aa recelpt of timber purchased (see Annexure- H) The source when verified from DFO

forests.
" Reply: The charge is baseless and hypothetical because the undersigned
: ' . was not given the chance to present any proof to Chief Conservator
k of Forests, Malakand Forest Region Ill, Swat, Conservator of Forests,
Malakand West Forest Circle, Timergara and Conservator of Forests,
: Malakand East Forest Circle, Swat. _ .
DISCUSSION:
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cwer Diri.e. Timergara was found to be illegal (Answer to question No.5 of DFO Saleem X
Mzrwat attached as annexure-Ill). The DFO states that the sale depot of Rehman Wood ° .
adustries was registerec with Dir Lower Forest ,Divsiion vide o/0 No. 53 dated
£8.02.2012, but till date he failed to renew his annual registration. The owner of the sale
Jepot was served\ with notices via letter No. 1956-57/G & L, dated 02.04.2014, No.
2143-45/G&L dated 2.4.2015 & N0.1979-81/G&L, dated 01.01.2016 to renew his
“egistration but he failed to do so. Therefore the timber. business carried-out:by"Rehman:: -
~#¢ood Industries is illegaliend agtion as. .per: Forest :Ordinance 2002 is being: mnt:atedﬁ'
' against the owner of sale D=2pot. Thus the timber. purchased by father of SDFO Rashid.if
at'allisillegal-and keeping iilegal timber in his house is an offence ""ﬂts_elf He: shouldube
dealt with under the Law for keeping illegal timber at his residence WlthOUt issuing a

damage report against the offender.

. Findings: Charge stands provéd.

ALLEGATION (VI!) | : C
During visit of Sher Palam plantation, it was found that due to his ».

~ failure/ negligence, the entire plantation was failed. While the rest .

of pits were completely devoid of any plant or sowing.. The pits

were very small in size and were hardly visible on the ground. The

charged area was 24 hectare while it was not more than 10 hectare

on ground. The payment made in excess need to be recovered from

TS e e e e e - . EET
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him.

' The allegation is denied because the charge is based on false
- assumptions énd ocular estimations that the area of afforestation is
not more than 10 Ha. The cﬁarged areg of Shalfalam Afforestation is
20 ha which was planted in spring 2016 under Billion Trees
Afforestation Project. 2 times monitoring of the area has been
carried cut by two different teams i.e. Working Plan Unit VI, Swat
and Billion Trees Afforestation Project team and all the data was
recorded by them on proper formats. (Annex-l). Failure is a natural
phenomenon and continuous replacement of failed plants has been
carried out from time to time according to ecological suitability.
Current!y the area is in good condition and site inspection may be
done accordingly.

a Reply :




@5

it is important to mention that in the past PC ~I is regular exercise
of,beating up of failure was carried out for three consecutive years .

wirich is not the case for BTAP. .

The charges mentioned in the charge sheet are misleading and
h tirged with malice. These are only framed to victimize the o

undersigned.

7

"DiSCUSSION:

The ac'cuéed denied the allegation stating that it was ocular estimation on
part of. charge framing. authorities while the fact is that two monitoring reports, one by
W/plan Unit VI Swat (See Annexure-L) and other by BTAP monitoring official (An:neere-
Vill) narrates otherwise picture of the site at Sharpalam. According to W/Plan Unit IV
official responsible for monitoring the project the site was reported to be 27 hectare on
18.05.2016 and when monitored it came out to be 29 hectare. This report showed
overall survival as 63% at the site. Another report generated by BTAP monitoring officer
on 27.11.2016 states that the area reported by staff is 27 hectare but on monitoring it
came out to be 26.61%. This report showeéd an overall survival %age of 60 — 65%. These
two reports differ on ';area measured. Also there is species composition difference
‘Working Plan officer showing species as Eucalyptus, Chir, Phulai & Robinia whereas
BTAP monitoring officials shows species of Eucalyptus, Chir, Phulai and Ailanthus. Both
these monitoring reports do not tally with one another and aiso with actual one which
has recently been carried out by DFO Lower Dir Mr. Saleem Marwat which report the

area to be 20 hectare measuréd through GPS with’coordinates (see question answer 6

of annexure-lil). The area if any extra charged in muster roll since day one be calculated
from Accounts of DFO office & recovered from the SDFO concerned. This has made the
monitoring reports doubtful both generated by w/plarf circle and also by BTAP officials.
An independent agency be given the task to monitor cent percent areas in this division
fgr validation of plantation of the remaining BTTAP, plantations so as to know the factual
position and ground reality because sampling some times lead to very misleading

" results. Enquiry committee takes the recent most report of DFO Mr. Saleem Marwat to
Jbe near to ground reality. Thus the original assumption of land being almost 10 hectare

by charge framing autfjorities Cannot be altogether discarded because the present
monitoring by DFO Lower Dir has nullified the area assessment made by earlier
monitoring reports. May be so that later on the SDFO has increased the area to 20
haf:tre i.e. the present status. Even if not charged and only reported to higher ups still
the SDFO has_i(_)mmitted a blunder by wrong reporting which-becarmé a part of official

-10-
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“rrasponsible attitude of the field formation takes pl
znat good with still almost 70% replacement of failures bge,enfundertaken; The very fact

~eport. The'progress report generated by higher ups became doubtful when sucﬁ 'Iikg"
ace. Even the current situation is not

that the recentiy- beated up area with eucalyptus has failed once again. Whereas
r2as close to it have given much better results because the

re performing their job very' well i.e. beating
d that the

which has

comparatively other a
chowkidar working in other close by areas a
.p failures in time and providing necessary water to plants. It is recommende

watch & ward of plantation and amount/ value of afforestation on beating up

failed be recovered from-the SDFO and his subordinate staff.’ ‘ ‘

Findings: Charge partially holds true. L
/—-‘_—"'“——————— ) ‘\\

-

" (Tashfeen Haidar)

(She
Managitg ljirector Project Director,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Establishment of Housing Foundation for
Forest Developh‘ 2ht Corporation Govt. servants, Housing Department,
(Menj_ er) Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

(Convenor)
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

FORESTRY, ENVIORNMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

- Compe

- Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, Muhamrhad Azam Khan, Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as

Officer (BS-17) as follows:

)

(if)

that consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you
by the Enquiry Committee, for which you were given opportunity of
hearing vide office  communication No.SO(Estt)FE&RWD/1-50

(83)/PF/2015/6283-9, dated 04™ July, 2017: and;

on going through the findings of fhe'Enquiry Committee, the material on

record and other connected papers including your defence before the

Enquiry Committee:

tant Authority, under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficiency &
you, Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest

I am satisfied that ;}ou have committed the following acts/omissions

specified in the Rule-3 of the said Rules:-

2

»(ii’-j) Inefficiency.
(i¥) Misconduct.

As a result ;hereof, I, as Competent Authority, have tentatively decided to

| impose upon you.the penaities of /Muou\.,/ //27»— .M_‘

under rule-14(4)(b)

3.

" of the Rules ibid.

You are, thefefore, 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.

4.

If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its receipt by

you, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case, an ex-

parte action shall be taken aga'inst you.

5.

A copy of the findings of the Enquiry Officer is enclosed.




_.show — cause no
to recommendations th

.-been i‘nquired/inves{igalaf
_ CHARGE NO. 1

«Shamardin”, a place in
. percentage of piantation was low.

Respected Sir,

- Monitoring and Evaluation Repo

-(FiA).-Also on th

" Timergara, ‘

. ori which is too app‘reciab!e,having surviva
CCFIB). R P

. good faith. The afforestat
- severely been damaged du

CHARGE NO. 2.
-Khan Divisional Fore

‘ground and record and under this situati

- was reported. The said report was en

‘. letter No. 3036/B&A date

BEFORE THE HONORABLE CHIEF SECRETARY, ‘GOVERNMENT OF
© T KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -

SHOW = CAUSE NOTICE. . . - T :
to. Section Officer Government of Khyber pPakhtunkhwa

rtment Letter

Subject: N
Memo: Reference is made
Forestry. Envi.onment & Wildlife Depa

50(183)/2017 dated 14" December, 2017. -

Rospactiully showeth,

With humble eubmissions, | have the honor to bring in
fice as per above quoted memo has been serve
Qe enquiry committee concerned.

Rgspected Sir, © , - }
Through recommendations of th
| against me and w

e enquiry committee ‘seven' charges have

ishfully concluded.as under:-

| was implicated for planting over improper site i.e. along River Panjkora at
“in Dir Lower District. It has further

e Plantation being adaptive _science . is a ma
replacement of failed plants. The practice prevailed an
rt of WWF ‘Pakista

e ditectives of Conservator of Forests,
. Sub’ Divisional Forest Officer, Timergara ins

and submitted his:rep

.the afforestation was carried out. as a
ion is adjacentto-the main Dir ~
e to river action-during last year
d in terms of Soil Stabilization. T

was to provide safety to roa
of the area have been consul

."As neither latest reports
re the findings of t

_nor any visit paid, therefo
: va'riapcﬂé to the facts”."

. it's submitted that the learned en

ional Forest Officer, Hafiz Mugtada Shah and Mr. Raees

‘basis of enquiry report.by Divisional F
“Thi en found to be against the facts on-
tor of Forests, Malakand West .

st Officer. This report has been
on the Conserva
tee vide Office Order No. 10 dated

Forest Circle, Tim
111 0/201'( (F/C).

The hew!y _conslitp'ted enquiry committee sub
and conceded to the number of plants already communi

ergara reconstituted a commit

ervator of Forests; Malakand West For

Forest Division vide Cors
d - 12/12/2017 for his views/comments (FID

contirmed the figures of the newly constituted commi
dated 14/12/2017 (FIE).

No. . SO(Est)FE&WD/1-"

your kind notico that a
d upon me consequent

sulted (FIA & FIB)
he learned committee are at

quiry conimittee formed-its -opinion on the.-

mitted its- report'on 11/12/2017 -
municated by me and no difference’
dorsed to" Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir . =
est Circle, Timergara . L
) who' also [ -+
ttee vide his letter No. 3018/Acctt: -

ANN ExURE

//F"

'(Throﬁgh,Pl;:c‘)pél"c.hanqel)‘._‘. .

been alleged that success " -

tter of trial and error ie. .
d as evident’ from recent .

n, 92% success has been reported- . -
Malakand West’ Forest Circle,..
pected the- site pri 22/11/2017
| percentage of 91%:.

n'i‘htegraté,d functipn':'and.in a .
Chitral Righ way which has” : ‘
flood. The intended purpose - BTN
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Al

. -Reépécted Sir, ;-
" the learned: committ

~ Also being a :techn

. discussed. . -

"‘ugirice the roport of Divisional. Fores
Divisional Forest Officer Raees Khan has
e newly constituted com

already been proved against
mittee and confirmed by the

the record by th ‘ _ j
Forest Officer, Lower Dir, therefore the opinion formed .-

- "sitting Divisional Forest Of
" by the learned committee b

o ased on an incomplete report is also against
k th\e_'norms"ofjustice”."-' s oo e T

© 'CHARGENO.3 - -

.. The committee formed its b@inibn’ on the following points:-: ‘
farmers are missing.

] That 48.76% CMIC, address and Cell Numbers of the
i “That the photog ‘aphs have notbeen presented. - .
i . That the distribution pm:@s‘ hayé ‘not.‘b'eenuploaded‘ on BTAP website. -
It is most humbly stated that the figdre mentioned as 48:76% is incorrect; also
eé did not ask me'to provide photographs. Had it-been desired by
" the committee.! wou : otos .of the pla
ical ‘matterthe- committee -did _not verify ‘facts -on _ground.” The
distribution functions havé been uploaded on’ the social media which can be verified
even now from the website. In fact what is written in the enquiry report has never been

‘urthermore lffeedis)tri@butfbh.qf plants is fully evidenced in the following:= "

Fu
“During distribution procéss most of the: local councilor of villages concerned

- has been invoived.. Proper record has. been kept
L purpose of both internal and external agencies. _
i, "~The then Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir addressed a letter to District:
' was requested to involve the local councilors -

regarding verification of sapling freely distributed at each village. -

“.The sitting’ Divisional Forest Officer,

_ . ‘be made. The committee so constituted -accordingly has been submitting its
" report.to. Divisicnal Forest Officer; Lower Dir and uptil now: no'irregutarity has
. been noticed. o : RN R L T
* “The enquiry co ‘
Division for vefification of this -technical aspect of “Billion Trees

" Afforestation Project”, rather they only relied on papers. Had it been

‘visited by the committee, the findings might not have boen the same.
Also: if ' there was.- any irregularity, the committee ‘constituted by

- Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir, for verification of plants and final

payment to the. private nursery growers (F/F), would have reported the

same but they could not find anything after ‘proper verification.’

Furthermore, it was ‘reported in writing and. also during personal
_hearing, the committoe was informed that payment has not been made
to nursery grower but they did not verify that and recommended

- recovery from the undersigned”.

CHARGE NO. 4 _
' _The charge is baseless. In fact, the closure area was much above the site

where Worthy Secretary Forestry,-Environment & wildlife Department had paid visit.

~-Thé'l'e'§|med enquiry committee . has formed its opinion on the telephonic

L -CO_nv‘érsatio:_y and ‘report of the Chief Conservator of Forests, Malakand. Region - i,
Swat. The léarned commitiee in its findings wrote “Charge seems fo be hold true’, this

finding does not hold the chargé squarely proved:but seems to hold true which appears

to be inconclusive. -

.
~

t.'Officer -Muqtada . Shah, and

Id have presented the photos..of the plants distribution ceremonies. -

‘updated for monitoring e

_ il eTh , ‘Lower vide office order No. 24 dated
- ' 12/09/2017 (FIF) . Dir has. constituted a. committee for: verification of the
distribution of plants in Timergara Forest Sub Division so that payment could .

X mmittee- did not bother to pay visit to'Tih\ergara"’S‘ub“ﬂ‘. L

LoeRr



The Chief Conservator of -Forests, ‘Malakand Region — lII, Swat is. his. -
) - statement, as recorded by the learned committee, concedes that the compartment
" poundaries are very well defined -in the Working Plans. This very statement irevocably .. ..
. ‘confirms that the Chiéf,:Consewatbr of Forests, Malakand Region — ill, Swat did notsee .= = . |
- the actual boundariés onspot. R o - EE T
. The factual position is that the closure has been |
local Village Development Committees (VDC).and the Scrub areas. h
for grazing of the local animals in consultation with vDC. T
. © “The committce _enquired . only ‘from’ Chie
G "Malakand Region - 1, Swat who. formulated my -
been enquirec" from the then. Divisional ‘Forest
(because he was my.superior-at that time) he would b
stance as-heiknows the basics of Lower Dir Forest Division and ‘the: =
circumstances might not have beeh the same as reported by enquiry [~
.committee. This shows biasness oh part of enquiry committee™. - - R

made in consultation with the :
ave been leftout -~

f Conservator. of Forests, -
charge: sheet. Had it -
‘Officer, -Lower Dir, -~
ave agreed tomy -

CHARGENO.5&6 ‘ _
I © ** These :charges. p rfain * to "doors’. and ‘windows'* frames. This timber: as .
. conceded by the committee under “discussion of ‘allegation -No: & that my father <. .7
. presented a genuine receipt of timber purchased from a sale depot. The committee in
. its statement under . discussion narrates_that the Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir -
corfirmed that the ‘depot -from where' the timber had -been purchased was registered T
- with Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir vide. office order No. 53 dated 28/02/2012 but . ‘
- x till- date the owner of the sale depot failed to renew his registration. Therefore the timber S e
R business carried -out by Rehman Wood Industries is illegal-and legal action is being I
R * initiated against the sale depot owner. - . o B

R .  “The timber purchased was notfor commercial p
TR Afo,r,do:rnestic,:,u‘_'sc.‘_ Proper procedure -was adopte
et e “Jegai- documents. - Also that . was a meager amou ' ,
ST }canho‘t;bé,attr.ibuteduth_rougl‘l any accepted legal standard. Furthermore. -“=— .- i+ Lo

LN e .. the registration of sale.depot has not been cancelled as-per provision of = .~ e T
" © " the Forest Ordinance 2002 (Section 69 ‘of Forest Ordinance, 2002 (FIG) " x"  . R
- dnd Clause 3 sub - clause 5 of Sales, Sawing and Processing of Timber i
- Rules, :2004) and. rules’ made théreunder (F/H). ‘Therefore- the timber R
. purchased cannot on any score.be termed ds lllegal because-it-has been: Lhe LT
,‘-pUréhésed’frbma_functicitiél sale depot’. . " L :

urpose rather that was -
d. and covered under " .- _
nt and onus of guilt ‘. - -

" Therefore the findings of the learnéd énqui& cbmmitie'e"arevbié'séa in the light R
of law/rules on the subject. G
CHARGENO.7. -7 "~ o

~ The allegation is quite contrary to the fact that severe drought was witnessed..
in the year 2016. Heavy failure occurred as a result of .no rain shower but continuous- " -
-efforts were resumed towards improvement in the afforestation -area. Latest maonitoring
report submitted by Divisional Forest Officer; Lower Dir to enquiry committee shows that -
the area is now in-a pretty good condition: Also failure is a natural-phenomena. and.
continuous repacement of plants is done after failure in afforestation site. - - IR
_ Furthermore the eenquiry committee in its report has conceded to the fact that =
the area of the afforestation site is not more than the charged area. Also iLis mentionéd - _
that replacement of failure has been made whichalso. concedes to ihe efforts.of me and -
my staff. R e Lo
- The learned committee has. also mientioned 'in their findings that the cha
. holds trug. This itself speaks of uncertainty on part of the committee.
“|t was the duty and responsibility of enguiry committee to visit the said -
afforastation but they did not do so. Also the enquiry committee rejected .
the report submitted- by Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir
(departmental representative} and racorded their own observations in a

'rgvé‘panially- B

3 .
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s worth mentionin
the area of the sald
no irregularity on par

afforestation is complete which

 doubtful marner. 1t |
t of me and my staff.

been carried out and
~clarifies that there is

rance of reply 10 instant

. Respected sir, .
be exonerated from the

: ©Itis, therefqre.:mbstjhunibly prayed that on the accép‘
. show-cause, the show-cause-may be set aside and | may kindly
‘above charges'.'pleas;e. . y L S :
ayed that | wish to be heard-in-person for

© - ltisfurther.pr more elaboration of
. facts, if allowed please. ~ .. . ' S

. Dated: 2anzi20d7 "
. MUHAMMAD RASHID. '
S-17

-
.
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v
S
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.
NI

g that proper maintenance has '
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
FORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

NO:SO(Estt)/FE&WD/1-50 (183)/PF
Dated Peshawar the, 16"‘July, 2018/’!‘v‘ Ve, 3}5

ﬂdepartment on priority basns for further course of action, p!ease

The Chief Conservator of Forests, -
Malakand Forest Region-III,
: .Saldu Sharif, Swat.

,Subject: - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST MR ASFI ALT. SHAH

AND _MUHAMMAD _RASHID, . SUB . -DIVISIONAL . FOREST
_ OFFICERS __ (BS-17), FOREST DEPARTMENT,' - KHYBER"
PAKHTUNKHWA ' o .- e '

I am dsrected o) refer to your Ietter No 7836/E dated 06m June, 2017

on’ the sub]ect captioned above and to say that the competent authority has

imposed minor penaity of withholding of two increments for a period, of two years

- . ~alongwith recovery of pecuniary. losses’ accrued - to the Forest Department Khyber o
'.,:~Pakhtunkhwa due ‘to neg. mence/inefflaency of Mr -Asif’ All Shah and Muhammad
.Rashld Sub D:vns:onal Forctt Ofﬁcers (BS 17). G b .

A: c2. In vsew of above, It is, therefore, requested that the actual amount of .
o .pecumary loss :accrued to .the Forest Department:in the subJect case due to the:
- neglic ;entellnefﬁuency of the' sa:d officers. may be calculated as. per: the findings: of

the inquiny report (copy. enclosed for ready reference) and . furnlshed to, thls

- (HAFIZ ABDUL JALIL)

' SECTION-OFFICER (ESTT)

Endst; No"-&dateeven: R S /( ‘
Copy is forwarded for mformanon to:- ' G

1 Chtef Conservator of Forest, Ccntral Southern Forest Reguon-l Peshawar
2. PS to Secretary, FERW Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

& e e

. R
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COFHICE O THE 2
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFY'ICER
LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION,

TIMERGARA
Phone N0.0944-881715

Dated Timergara the 8& ] /2018

1. SDFO Timergara.
2. Raza Khan Forest Guard.

SUBJECT: DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING AGAINST MR.ASIF AL! SHAH AND~:1
: MUHAMNAD RASHID SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICERS (BPS-17) :

FOREST DEPARTMENT KHYBER: PAKHTUNKHWA

Memo:. o
o .. Enclosed k-ndly find herewith Section Off‘ icer: ngatlon Government of Khyber
Pa:«htunkhwa F 'estry, Environment and Wildlife Department letter No.SO(Esstt)/FE&WD/1-50
(180)/PI‘-317305-7 ‘dated 16.07.2018 which is self contained and ‘self explanatory. You are
-&c&'ﬁ@s@gglhnrefore requested to asses the actual amount of pecuniary loss -accrued to the Forest; . .- -
‘Depaitment in.the ‘subject case; and may be calculated as per the fi ndmgs of the enquiry report e b

" and furnisl led the same for further course of action.

”

R Encls as above

NI : iVisional Forest Officer, -
ower Dir Forest Division, -
Timergara _




OFFICE OF THE SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER TIMERGARA FOREST SUB
- " DIVISION AT TIMERGARA.

: The Divisiohal Forest Officer,
;’l ‘ B Lower Dir Forest Divzsmn
A Timergara.
No. 21 . /T Dated the Timergara __24_ /08/2018
. Subject:\ DISCIPLINARY ‘PROCEEDING AGAiNST MR.ASIF ALI SHAH AND
! MUHAMMAD RASHID SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICERS (BPS-17)
- FOREST DEPARTMENT KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

Memo: : ‘
' Reference your Ietter No.543/G: dated 08.08.2018.

; Enclosed kindly find herewith detail report on the subject for favour of i N
furthef necessary action in your office as desired please ' '

Encls: as c.bove
-  Sub Divisional Forest Officer,

Timergara forest Sub Division,
At Timergara
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OFFICE OF THE
. DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER,
LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION,
' TIMERGARA
Phone N0.0944-881715

TNo 780 /Accit: _ Dated Timergara —__ theod 7 /¥ /2018
To ’ ‘
The Conservator of Forests,
Malakand Forest Circle West,
v : At Timergara. . /
SUBJECT:' ’ DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING AGAINST MR.ASIF ALl SHAH AND g'_

MUHAMMAD RASHID SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICERS (BPS-17)/ '

FOREST DEPARTMENT KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

I\':/{émo:. & -
: " Reference your.endorsement No. 671-72/E, dated 02.08.2018.

éfiquliéh SDFO Timergara ahd Raza Khan Forest Guard to assess the actual amount of -
pecunia

e per the ﬁndig’gs;pf,thg._enquiry report. In response they have submit their detail report which is self - -
. contained. : ary (Copy enclosed). From the perusal of the report it is clear that no ...
. financiallo ccrued to the Department in the instant case.

the report is submitted for favour of further necessary action in }

&1 Dir Forest Division,

Do S Timergara /€>

5 ‘ It is .subrnitted that the subject mentioned case was endorsed ‘to M/S

ry loss accrued to the lForest Department in the subject case and may be calculated as
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RTINS / TR re.
“¥DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDING AGAINST MR.ASIF ALI SHAH AND MUHAMMAD RASHID : .
SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICERS (BPS-17) FOREST DEPARTMENT KHYBER [’
' PAKHTUNKHWA. RS,

: : ‘That the DFO Lower Dir directed M/S Rafiquliah SDFO Timergara and Raz "
* .. Khan Forest  Guard to asses the actual amount of pecuniary loss accrued to the Fore: .
.. .Department in the subject case and may be calculated in the light of findings of the Enquiry Repo - .
- furpished by the Enquiry Committee vide Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir Forest Divisio - RS
“Timargara letter No. 543/G: dated 08.08.2018. : i

e R From per’hsaj of the findings of Enquiry Report, in the instant case we hav 2
arsonally:inspected the sites wherein irregularities detected/reported and Charge Sheet issue ...
alist Mr:Muhammad Rashid SDFO and the allegations are discussed one by one as under:- '

1. Allegatlon-!
: Thgt \ ;.-River Side Plantation Area at Shammardin planted'during 01/2016 to the tune c.=:
12:Ha'Charged in 03/2016 vide Muster Roll No.171/2015-16 for Rs.241500/- was inspecte! "~
_on 3.08.2018 personally and found that:-

IS
- > The area measured and found 13 Ha on ground. !
- ». The area on plants is 11.66 Ha. :
wiFal ¥ <Total number of plants is 12535 Nos.
.. > The overall survival %age is 80%. ‘
Therefore, there are no financial losses accrued to the Govt: (Annexed-A).

S S —

2. Allegation-Il

That the Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir letter No.4466-68/E, dated 14.04.2017 wa
issued direction to SDFO Timergara, Jandool and Chakdara and copy endorsed to Chie
Conservator Forests Malakand-IIl and Conservator of Forests Malakand Forest Circle Wes .
at Timergara to clarify/justify the differences and detail so that the problem could b . -
resolved based on reaist figure duly accounted for (Annexed -B). _—
ekl

-Accordingly, the Corservator of Forests Malakand Forest Circle West at Timergar::"j. )
constituted committee comprising of Divisional Forest Officer Upper Dir Forest Division ani .- -
Divisional Forest Officer Dir Kohistan Forest Division with the following TORs. L

i, To check the planting stock raised in Departmental and Privat{ :

Nurseries during Phase-!l (2016). o
i.  To check the record and ascertain the species wise planting stoc;’_ C

fit and un-fit. -
i To check from record the further utilization of planting stock il

Block Plantation, Woodlots and Free distribution. - i

The committee submitted his enquiry report with the direction that it should be ensured b'f
m Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir that payment for the less/un-fit/non production ¢
: 6142672 Nos of Plants in Private Nurseries is not disbursed else to recover the same fron
i the defaulted Nursery Growers (Annexed-C). The Conservator of Forests Malakand Fores
i Circle West at Timergara endorsed the said report to Divisional Forest Officer Lower Di *:
: - Forest Division for detail comments Vide his office No.450/B&A, dated 19.07.2017 whic|
was further endorsed to all SDFOs by Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir vide No.31 0’

' 12/Acctt: dated 20.07.2017.( Annexed:D) . L

./-




¢ submitted their detail joint clarification report regarding plants . **

d Private sector and subsequently utilization in Block @~
try (Annexed-E). Furthermore, the Divisional Forest i~ ..

s and requested the Conservator of : -,

novo enquiry vide letter i "

Similarly, ali the SDFO
raised in Departmental Nurseries an
Plantation, Woodlots and Farm Fores
Officer Lower Dir also agreed with the report of SDFO
Forests Malakand Forest Circle West at Timergara for de-

No.1607/Acctt: dated 09.10.2017 (Annexed-F).

« :
Consequent upon the report of Divisional Forest Offi
Forests Malakand Forest Circle West Timergara re-constituted the committee comprising of L

: Mr.Raees Khan DFO Upper Dir and. Mr.Perveez Manan DFO Malakand vide Office Order !

¢ No.10 dated 11.10.2017 gAnnexed-G). Lastly the said committee checked all the relevant
record and submit his detail report exed-H). That the said report was endorsed to

Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir for comments vide Conservator of Forests Malakand
Forest Circle West letter No.3036/B&A, dated 12.12.2017 (Annexed-l). Keeping in view the *
Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir agrees with the report stated that the committee have ;-
incorporated the missing figure which encompasses all previous achievements of BTAP |”
vide letter No.3018/Acct:: dated 14.12.2017 (Annexed-J). Thus there was found no losses | : .

to provincial ex-chequer.

cer Lower Dir, the Conservator of |’

3. Allegation-lil.

That the Farm Fofe'strleistribution of Plants under BTAP
" committee mentioned in detail under Allegation-Il above. Thu
Department cn account of Farm Forestry.

was also verified by the
s no losses accrued to thep: .~ - -°

1
i
4

4. Allegation-IV.
i 4 That during the visit of Wofthy Secretary Forestry, Environment and Wildlife Departmenfé"'A;" |
a on 08" April, 2017 to Nasafa Closure Compartment;:

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhw
No.14 and appreciated the natural re-generation. The Goat and Sheep grazing in the area

was allotted for grazing seen by the Chief Conservator of Forests Malakand Forest Region-

Il Swat and no damage done to t
are enclosed)( Annexed-K). Furthermore, GP
enclosed herewith (Annexed-L) which clearly speak the area reserved for grazing.

5. Allegation-V

~_been agreed by the comim
.is calculated. :

6. Allegation.Vl,

As mentioned under allegation-V above.

7. Allegation-V!I
That we have inspected the Shalpalam Area on 13.08.2018 physically and found:

' That the area has been charged 20 Ha through Muster Roll No.39/2015-1€
during 01/2016 a/c for 03/2016 for Rs.402500/- '
" » The area ch GPS is 29 Ha.
> That total area on plants is 21 Ha.
> That the overall survival %age is 70%. : k
. - B

\\




From perusal of the above, it clearly shows that no financial losses has been accrued to the
" Department (Copy.of GPS Maps and Coordinate is enclosed herewith Annexed-M). o

hY

Therefore, the report is submitted for favour of further necessary action please.

\ .

. Mr.Ra han ) Mr.Rafiqullah

Forest Guard » "~ SDFO Timergara
. | \\:"x R . |




“for the charges as mentioned in the Charge
"19/06/2017, served upon the ‘said officer;

. Project Director, -
. Department Khyber Fakhtu
"EDC was constituted to conduct the quiry ag

- reasonable doubt;

: “eoort and. other related c‘o;umen*s,

charges, eviderice .on’ record, :fi ndings of the Enqui
*_accused ofﬂCer nearmg him- in, _perso

with Rule 4(1)(3) (i) & (iii)of the ibid"
twa years .»'n‘ong with recovery of the pecunrary Joss.. ~

T "Wlthholdm g of two: mcrements for '
o be ca/c:_rlated by the Forest: Department"as .per the findings of mqunry comrittee.and .-

‘recover the same from Muhammad Rashld Sub D:vrsrona

Endst No. QO(Estt)[;tm: D/I- 50(1831[ g___

GOVERNMEN T OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

13t September, 2018

"pated Pesh:

e e

‘NOTIFICATION . .
S isd” 4

No.SO(E s tt)FE&QWD/I-5 (183)[2k18
sarest Officer (BPS-17) Forest Department Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa was proceeded against

under the Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa Governmen
Sheet and Statement of Alregatuons "dated

AND WHEPEAS an Enquiry Committee comprising Mr Ta

Estc.bllshment of Housing Foundation

nkhwa and Mr. Sher Nawaz, " Chief Conservator of Forests

(BS- 20)/Managing- Director,

accused officer,;
. AND WHEREAS the Enquiry Committee, after having examined the charges,
ficer, submitted its report, wherein the.

evidence on record and explanation of the accused of
ture have been established beyond.

charges agarnst ‘the officer bemg of senous na

_AND WH REAS the Competent Authorlty, after con5|dermq the’ Inqunry
of the case, ‘sefved a Show Cause Notize

S?Ild officer h‘\ whll‘h hﬂ "—“‘llﬁ"‘ =nf" ol u‘alu':u him Cppm LulllLy of px:wuual Il!:al'lng,

NOW 1HEREFORE the: Competent Authonty,

A and -exercising ‘his powers under Rule-14(5)(ii).read
‘rules; has been pleased to impose mlnor penalttes of

J Forest Officer (BPS- 17) Forest

Department.
CHIEF SECRETARY,:

 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. "

Dated Pesh: 13" September, 2018

‘Copy is forwarded to:- r : L ) »
1. Chref “Conservator of Forests Central & Southern Forest ReglonI Peshawar due"td
negligence of the abovz named officer. :
Malakand Forest Region- -I11, ‘Swat w/r to his letter No: 917/E

2. Chief Conservator of Farests,
dated 5" September, 2018 with the request to calculate and recover the amount of -

pecunrary loss sustainzd to Forest Department Khyber .Pakhtunkhwa as per the findings of
the inquiry. committee and take up the case \wth B&A Cell for recovery of the same from the
said officer. : .
Director. Budget & Acc Junts Cell, Forestry, Enwronmtnt & erdllfe Department

Pragrammer, B&A Cell of FE&W. Department.

PS to Secretary Forestry, Environment & wildlife D:.partment o r .
Muhammad Rashid;” Stb Divisicnal Forest Officer C/O Deputy Dlrector {(Planning) Cell'of .
FESW Department. Please acknowledge receipt. ' . : —_— Lo
Personal file of the ofiizer concerned

.Master file.
Office order fife. : . o L .
s o “(Hafiz Abdul Jalil) =
' SECTION OFFICER (ESTTY

ARSI S O]

©®N

I"ORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMFNT e

WHEREAS Muhammad Rashid, Sub Drvrsronal L

t Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, .

shfeen (PMS BS-iB), R
for. Govt: Servants, Housing -

ainst the said

after havmg con5|dered the" .
ry Commrttee the explanation of the : .- ..

dpun I’i‘v‘. ce

o mn
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. . BEFORE THE HONOURABLE CHYEF MINISTER,
P KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWX

e Suliject: - - Appeal against Order pacsed by the Hensucelis Chisd s

Khwber Pakhtunkhwa vide Section Officer, Forestry, Environment

& Wildlife Department Notificaticn Mo, SO(Est)FEEWD/I-50

(183)2k18/9482 — 90, dated 13th September 2518,

40

Respectfully sheweth,

With numble submlss.on, I have the honor to bring in your kind notice
that 1 was implicated for 7 Nos. charges {¥/A) at Timergara Forest Sub Livision, Lower
Dir Forest Divisicn to which I remained posted. T submitted detalled explanalions wit
justifiable reasons (F/ B) but unfortunately the enquiry commitiee did not actede o my
explanations and formed their vaiued opinion cn persona assumpiions without any J
irrevocable fact. Subsequently, on reception of show — causz notice from the competent
authority (F/C), wherein I was directed to explain as to why major penaity of removia
from service may not be imposed upon me, I explained every single detail with cogent

reasons & relevant facts in response to the show - cause nolice served upon 12 (Fri

The competent authority after considaring the enquiry repert subwnited ty the eng
Y
f “withholding wo increments for v

committee, finally imposed minor penalty of

~“_¢

] ' .
yeais along with recovery of the pecuniary losses t¢ bs ca/cu!atecz by Forssd
Department” from me (F/E). ,

) Bm,l\g:ound o
Before commenting on the charges proved by the enquiry coimmiizog

nittse constituisd

unfave fulty against me, 1 woutd fike to elaborate that the enguiry <omn
by the competent authority {F/F), formed their opinions on thair i serial assurnptions,
It did not base the enquiry report on documentary preoi nor Gig ihe depariments
representative (prosecutor) provide any. solid proof against me. From tme [0 L, i
during the process of enquiry, every single detail had been shared wirh the enguicy

cemmittee but not even one was acceded to, and enquiry report

(76} was submitted
by the enquiry committee based on their own will and mere assurmnptions. It is further
officials of Lower 2ir Forest

b

added that if any irregularity was involved, the concerned ¢

Division would have reported the same without @ny hesitation as out of 7 Nos. of
charges in my charge sheet, in 5 Nos. of charges, govermment money had been directly
involved. Enguiries are conducted by following proper preceduras, bul the engquivy
conductad by the enguiry committee is a clear-cut proof of biasnass and malaiide. Also,
after issuance of show — cause notice by the ccmpetent authority, every documeantary
proof was provided in response to the show — cause notice pui the perally imposed by

the competent authority is at variance to the racts on grourn:l,

it is pertinent to add that after finalization of enguiry, vite Sectis
Officer {Estt.) FE&W Department Letler No. SO(ESIL)/FERWIS/ 1-50{183)/P, dated 16th




AYTIRFTRGR T 7 e, L

July 2018 (F/H), the Chief Conservator of Forests, Malakand Forest Region — III, Swat
requested to calculate the actual amount of pecuniary loss accrued to the Forest

ik J
Department. In response the Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest Division vid@

letter No. 780/Acctt: dated 27/08/2018 (F/I) submitted his detailed report wherein it is,
mentioned in every allegation that ro financial losses have been accrued to Fores
Department in the instant case. The same report was shared with Section Officer
(Estt.) FE&W Department by the Chief Conservator of Forests, Malakand Forest Region
— III, Swat vide letter No. 917/E, dated 5th September 2018, which clarifies that the
enquiry was hypothetical and ridiculous. It is also added that when the subject
notification (F/E) was issued, a copy of it was sent to the Chief Conservator of Forests,
Malakand Forest Region — III, Swat to calculate and recover the amount of pecuniary
loss sustained to Forest Department. The notification was then sent to Divisional Forest

‘Officer, Lower Dir through Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle,

Timergara. The same response, which was sent vide (F/1) by Divisional Forest Officer,
Lower #Dir, was submitted to Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle,
Timergara through (F/3J) who further transmitted it to the CCF - III, Swat vide (F/K).
All the aforementioned explanation justifies that the enquiry had been made on
personal grounds and was conducted on rnere assumptions.

* The charge wise explanation is given as under: -

CHARGE NO. 1 '

Originally the charge was about non-submission of replies to the
explanations called by the Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circie,
Timergara, which was replied with supporting documents through reply to charge shezt
that'proper responses had been communicated and therefore the charge was baseless
and hypothetical. Afterwards, the charge was proved against me for planting over
unsuitable site i.e. along River Panjkora at “Shamardin” in Timergara Forest Sub
Division, Lower Dir Forest Division. It had further been alleged that survival percentage
of the plantation was low. It is important to point out that despite providing all the
relevant record to the enquiry committee and during perscnal hearings, the actuai
survival percentage of the riverside plantation was not taken into consideration which
was 92% and 91% respectively, as reported by WWF in January, 2016 {F/L) and
concerned Sub Divisional Forest Officer during the process of enguiry vide letter No.
99/T, dated 25/1.1/201'7 (F/M). 1t is also added that after finalization of the enquiry,
when CCF - III was requested to .calculate the amount of losses sustained to
government, the DFO Lower Dir as mentioned in the allegation No. 1 of (F/X), reported
that there are no financial losses accrued to the government. The same report (F/#4)
which was submitted by the departmental representative during personal hearing and
also by the undersigned in response to the show — cause notice, was enclosed with the
report by the DFO, Lower Dir as proof of the riverside plantation having survival
percentage of 92%. The aforementioned discussion clearly spuaks biasnicss on part of

-2




“Forest Circle, West at Timergara constituted committee compi

the enquiry conducted on personal grounds and the penalty imposed is at variance to

" the facts on ground.
CHARGE NO. 2

;

Under this charge, I was implicated for shortfall in planting stock
Lower Dir Forest Division vide letter No. 4466-

reported by Divisional Forest Officer,
gh reply to the charge sheet

68/E, dated 14/04/2017 F/I1(b). It was responded throu
and also in response to the show-cause notice that the above-mentioned letter is not

related specifically to Timergara Forest Sub Division and that the DFO Lower Dir had
sought explanation from all the SDFOs’ for resolution of realistic figures. 1t is added that
in response of theletter mentioned above, the Conservator of Forests, Malakand West

ising DFOs’ Upper Dir &
Dir Kohistan to probe into the matter of shortfall in Lower Dir Forest Division. The
commjttee submitted its enquiry report F/I(c) which was endorsed to DFO Lower Dir
for detailed comments vide letter No. 450/B&A, dated 19/07/2018 which was further
o all SDFOs vide DFO Lower Dir letter No. 310-12/Acctt: dated 20/07/2018

all the SDFOs submitted their detailed joint clarification report in
llion Trees Afforestation Project (BTAP)

endorsed t

F/1(d). Similarly,
respect of different activities carried out under Bi

- wherein the report of DFOs’ Upper Dir & Dir Kohistan was bluntly negated F/I(e). The

DFO Lower Dir also agreed with the report of all SDFOs in his jurisdiction and requested
the Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle, Timergara for de-novo
enquiry/reverification vide letter No. 1607/Acctt: dated 09/10/2617 ¥/ i(f). Consequent
upon the report of DFO Lower Dir, the Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest
Circle, Timergara reconstituted the committee comprising Mr. Raees Khan DFO Upper
Dir & Mr. Pervez Manan DFQO Malakand vide Office Order No. 10, dated 11/10/2017
F/I(g). The said committee checked all the relevant record and submitted its detaited
report F/I(h). The said report was then endorsed to DFO Lower Dir for comments vide
Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle, Timergara letter No. 3036/B&A,
dated 12/12/2017 FjXI(i) which was agreed upon by DFO Lower Dir vide letter No.
3018/Acctt: dated 14/12/2017 F/I(j).

It is important to mention that the same facts, explained by me

throughout the course of enquiry which were not acceded to,

were also explained by Divisional Forest Officer, Lowar Dir Forest

Division under allegation No. 2 of (F/l} that there are no losses

sustained by the government in the instant case.

CHARGE NO. 3

This charge was related to the free distribution of plants. The enquiry
committee formed it opinion on the basis of false assumptions and did not bother to
pay visit to Timergara Forest Sub Division for verification of plants on ground.
Throughout the proceeding of enquiry, every minute detail had been shared with the

3




uiry officers, but no one assented to the basic facts on ground. It is to add that

il ng tenure of the undersigned, free distribution of plants had been carried out but
after abrupt unlawful suspension and initiation of enquiry proceedings, its verification
and payment remained at the disposal of my predecessor who was not s¢ naive to
verify payment bilis without verification of the plants on record tiriler his jurisdiction.

If losses were involved and if any irregularity was involved in

respect of farm forestry/free distribution of planis, DO Lower

would not have reported under allegation Mo. 3 of the detailed

report (F/l) that there are no losses invoived in the instant

enquiry, submitted in response of notification at (F/&).
CHARGE NO. 4
: - The charge was baseless and hypotheticai; in fact, the area where
Secretary Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department had paid visit was much below
the closure site. Under this charge, the enquiry committee formed its opinion on thie
pretext of telephonic discussion with Mr. Qazi Mushtag the then Chief Conservator of
Forests, Malakand Forest Region — 1II, Swat who framed my charge sheet cn personal
grounds, though he was not authorized to formulate my charge sheet. Also, the enquiry
committee in its report mentioned that the “charge seems te be hold true’ w‘nc does
not hold the charge”squarely proved and appears to be inconclusive. In reply to the
shcw — cause notice, it was also explained that the CCF - III, in his statement, as
recorded in the enquiry report, concedes that the compartment boundaries are very
well defined in the Working Plans. This very statement irrevocatly confirms that the
CCF - 11, did not see actual boundaries on spot. It was also repoited ¢ dhat had it been
enquired from the relevant officials, i.e. DFO Lower Dir and - field staff, the
circumstances would not have been the same.

Unnecessary details apart, theugh my saxpanations and
documentary proof were not accepted, the DFC Lower Dir under
allegation No. 4 of (F/l) conceded to my stance whern he was
assessing the losses sustained by the government under the
subject case. He menticned in his report that during visit of the
Secretary FE&W Depariment, hs apprecizied the nzlural
regeneration. The cattle grazing iy the area wearg lefl for grazing
and no damage had been done to the enclozure, Siate—ment of
concerned VDC & Map of the enclosure was also enclossd by
the Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir which is avaifable at

FI(K) & FII(1).
CHARGE NO. 5 & 6. )

This charge was related to doors’ & windows’ framies about which the
enquiry committee, under discussion in the enquiry repoit concedad that o genuine




. enquiry committee. The committee unde

12002 and rules mad

tered sale depot was presented before the
r discussion in the enquiry report further
narrated that the DFQ-Lower Dir also confirmed that the depot from where the timber
had been purchased was registered with DFO Lower Dir vide office order No. 53, dated
26/02/2012 (F/N) but till date the owner of the sale depot failed to renew his
registration. Therefore, the timber business carried out by Rehman Wood Industries is

@geipt of timber purchased frorn a regis

illegal and legal action is being initiated against the sale depot owner.

In reply to the show — cause notice, it was explained that the depot
here timber. for domestic purpose had been purchased is a registered sale depot
has not been cancelled as per provisions of the Forest Ordinance,
e thereunder. The prosecutor also did not present any documentary
n of the Sale Depot. Therefore, the timber purchase cannot
illegal because it has been purchased from a functional sale

from w
and its registration

proof regarding cancellatio
on any score be termed as
depot.
It is to be noted that DFO Lower Dir while assessing damage
sustained by the govt. narrates under allegation No. § of the

(F/l) that the allegation regarding frame of large size

report :
y been agreed by the

gates, doors, and windows has partiall
committee hence no assessment regarding damage to the

department is calculated. This clarifies that the charge was
hypothetical and ridiculous.

CHARGE NO. 7

, This charge was framed on the basis of faise assumptions and ocufar
éstimations that the area of the afforestation site at Shalfalam is not more than 10 ha.
Also it was reported in charge sheet that the area was completely failed. It was
responded through reply to the charge sheet with documantary proof that the area of
the afforestation site is more than the charged area. The committee was also requested
to pay visit to the concerned afforestation site so that site inspection may be done. The
enquiry committee under discussion in the enquiry report partially proved the charye on
the basis of a report submitted by the departmental representative Mr. Saleem Marwat
DFO and reported that although the area is complete but 70% replacement had been
carried out in the afforestation area. This nature and report of the enquiry committee
proves their biasness and partiality. It is added that in response to the show — cause
notice, it was reported that the enquiry committee in its report had conceded to the fact
that the area of the afforestation site is not more than the charged area. Also it was
reported that replacement of failure had been carried out which also concedes to my

efforts.

Though all the justifications & explanations provided during the
course of enguiry proceedings, were not considered, but when
the DFO, Lower Dir was directed to calculaie the losses




g

B

sustained by the Govt. in the instant enquiry, he reported under
allegation No. 7 “F/l (m)” that the charged area is 20 ha,

[ 4
o L measured area is 29 ha while the overall survival percentage is

of the enquiry committele and the penalty imposed are at par to

70%. This very statement irrevocably confirms that the findings
the facts on ground. @

Respected Sir,

In light of the above narrated factual position, the enquiry conducted
and penalty imposed is unlawful and unjustified. All the evidences and documentary
proof provided during the course of enquiry were not accepted, but lately during
verification of the losses sustained by the government, the same had been provided
that no losses had been accrued in the instant case.

Respected Sir,
It is most Humbly prayed that on the acceptance of the subject appeal,
the enquiry report and subsequent decision may be set aside and the undersigned may

be exonerated from the charges, please.

Dated: - 11/10/2018
MUHAMMAD RASHID
SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFfFICER
(Attached with Deputy Director Planning,
Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department)
(BPS - 17)

e
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~ AHNEXUE%K

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
FORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT |

NO,SO(Estt)/FE&WD/I-50 (183)/2018 -
Dated Peshawar the, 17\" December, 2018

TO'\‘ )
L The Chief Conservator of Forests,
Central Southern Forest Region-1, )
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, o
Pa»hawar . : - ' P 23]
Subject: - APPEAL AGAINST NOTIFICATION NO: SO ESTT FE&WD 1-50

(183)/2018/9482-90 AND SO (ESTT)/FE&WD/1-50

(183)/2018/9504-12, DATED 137 SEPTEMBER, 2018

<
I am directed to refer to your letter No: 1341/E, dated 22" October, 2018

on the subject captioned above and to say that appeals of Muhammad Rashid, Sub
Divisional Forest Officer (BS-17), the then SDFO Timergara Forest Sub Division now
SDFO Hangu Forest Sub Division has been consudered and rejected by the Appellate

- Authority. ,

(HAFIZ ABDUL JALIL)
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

Endst: No: & date even.

Ceoy is forwarded for information to:-

Chief Conservator of Forests, Malakand Forest Region-11I, Saidu Sharif, Swat.
Conservator of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle, Timergara at Dir.

Mr. Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest Officer, Hangu Forest Sub Division.
PS to Secretary, FE&W Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

PDREVERD! -(Lﬂ\&

N }/ 2 ? / Dated Peshawar the 'Zé_

:I)S.&’r\) s

SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

/12/2018.

Copy fom arded to Muhammad Rashid SDFO Hanﬂu C/O Divisional Forest Officer Kohat Foresl

Division Kohat for. 1mermat101.

'CSLS

s
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FOREST SU%I VISION
‘A To
Divisional Forest Officer

Lower Dir Forest Division
At Timergara

No ?? /T Dated the T imergara 8571172017 '_:-,:
— ' ‘ ; R 5
SURJECT: EXPLANATION OF SHOW CAUSE NOTICE THEREOF \ -
" Meme  Reference your letter no 2241/dctt dated 16/11/2017 ‘
. Enclosed please find heremrh information regarh’mo Shamardin River Side planranon on prescrtbed f
format in the subject case for favor of information and furﬂzer necessary action ,as desired please. ; .
%%& !
P /pQ . Sub Divisional Forest Officer- |
0(,\3f - . 'Ea;' o F - 'Timergara Forest Sub Division ot
P\ W I oV : : ‘
. . '“;(/
A {7 N “va b
}J\’C\J \wf" " \J\;\f)
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Activity type:

Forest Division:

Location:

River Side Plantetion

Lower Dir
. B

Shamarden

Name of Inchareg:Khista Nabe

Forest Sub Division; Temergara

Planted Area 13

MONITORING REPORT RIVER SIDE PLANTETION SHAMAREN

Hectares

Remarks !
i‘
Central Co ordintes
. 3105138 1185250
if. | Sample Plot 50 Feet S.No Number | Numberof | Total Total Area
of Fit Failed Plants | Number i
plants Of Plants | 13 Ha
1 50 .. 06 56
I ] . Total Area
‘ 2 173 ® 07 80 On Plants
10.75 Ha
e 56 0a - 60
h 78 03 81
5 47 0Ss
52
6 48 10 58
A Pits Density 65 Plants-in 50 Feet pie diagram Requrid
' 78 Plants .
8 Spacing 10*10
C Species planted Eu::alyptus,papoiar,velo,puli
D0 | Number of Total Piants |* 10510 Plants About
Overall survival %age | . 91 %
Monitoring Team Mir.Raza kHan Forest Guard &Rafeq Ullah
N SDEO Timergara Forest Sub Division

i

measured and Assess theStatus of River Side Plantetionas Mentioned Above

Monitoring Report are submittad foryour kmd information and further necessary action.

Raza Khan Fo uard

SDFO Sub Division Temergara

b

1tis submitted that We have visited to the River SidePlantetion Shamarden On 22 T/ 11

/2017 And
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CFFICE OF THE

Dl\’ SIORAL FOREST OFFICE?

LOWER MR FOREST RIVISION o :
_ FIMLRUGARA i
i Phone No.0845-9250106 |
T ) » |
AT T At Timargara he J oy )
i
5. SDFO Timergera v .
2. SDFC Jandool v ) &t .
3. 8PFO Chekdara v/ =
SUBJECT FLANTIHG STOCK.
MEme

While checliing record of this Forest Division following ptants have bean

Fadsed during the yoar 2006 in l.owar Dir Forest Divisian.

Departient Tube = 4211500
Cepariment Bare Rootec= 721600. .. PR .
N Total = 4933100 .
Privete Tubes= 13150000 . -
Frivate Bare Rocled= 1425000 .
Total = 21466000 v .
As per Iuml report ! “urnish by SDFOs follow ing detail is reporied.
Tuba= 3598500
Rar Roet= /.14‘5500 ® . .
L4 Total= 15745050 -

~ e,

Fube =

Fromi the abow the follmvmg ,horl coming have been peinted zoming-as gize’

3763000 ¥V~ 1= .
As per free distribution of pfanits the following were shown by you,

Timergara= 4001700

Chakdara= 8374070
Jandool= 2615801 .
Totai= 11991371 v

From perusal of Monitoring repmt by the appomted team follawing planis

were received from private nurseries. .
Timergara= 2000085"
"Chakdara= 3881539
Jandool= 244881 1

Total = - 8430435
The difforence of 5560936 miay be ju%tlf’ed -=F
. You have made thz following interventions.
Free Distribution of Plants =~ - 11991371 " e
Plantation 2204 Ha .= . 2389300 . ..
Woed Lot 1170 Ha = © 1 1257750 . ;
Total = : 15618421

by

o. LLpG -7 e -
: Copy forwarded to the:-

1. Chief "onsery
2. Conservator of |

4016 be clarified.

The short falls: of vBﬂEﬂS calculateu from the raxsed plam‘ as’it stoou in

Pricr to the ahove “your, have submlt(cd the b{lls for pnvate nurseries for

' [\l :ymenl contravening the Monitoring :epoit. -
- You are therefore directed to clarify the same in detail so lhdt trm
- could be resolved based on'realist fi fgx ress dully accounted for, 7 /J

alor of Forest Matakand Forest F 2
“orest Malakand Forest Gircle 7

B
REw \' L N
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X i STOCK RAISED UNDER BTAPIN LOWER
i DIk FOREST DIVISION

‘ot was constituted by Conservator of FO
2/5/2017 0 probe/check the plan
2016 under BTAP phase - Hin Lower

dings within 7 days.

rasts Malakand Foraest
ting stock of nurserles
Dir Forest Divislon

= £
Sruier-No15 dated
iprivaie), raised during
below and to submit its fin
hairman)
{Member)

5 3da Shah DFO Upper DI (C
Zaoé Khan DFO Dir - Kohistan

.

d in Departmental and Private nurseries during Phase-il, (2016},

eck ‘the planting sltock raise
the spp: wise planting stock fit and unfit.

e record and ascertain

To check th
J the further utilization of planting S

tock for;

~To check from recor
i,  Blouk ptantation

ii. Whaod lots. -
fii. Free distripuﬁon

-Proceedings

’ The, commitiee held its nieeting to proceed. As the planting stock raised in nurseries has already
utilized and was not avadible for physicaly checking the same on spot therefore DFO Lower Cir was

. . requested to supply requisite record far scrutiny and analysls vide tetter and subsequent reminders No
5881/G, 6065/G & g3/¢; dated 18-5-2917, 30-5-2017 & '4;_7‘;201;7.'To discuss statistics given in the
requisite record. 2 meetiag was also convened in the: officeof; DFO Lower Dir Office. The record,

supplied vide DFO Lovat Dir letter No 85/Acctt dated 5:7:2017 was analyzed and following facts

explored. . .
PRODUGTION OF PLARTING STOCK B
ies for Monsoon 2016 a$:per Di

Planting Stock shown ia durser visional Progress report {on 28-

5.2046)

No of Plants | Remarks™™* — l ¥

S No | Kind of Narseny
RE — raised -
1 Deparimantal 4952977 Munda, Gambir, Chakdara, Khanpurand Bandagai -
? = | 6050000 Temargarah, Chakdara and Jandool Sub Divislon i
/ privale (Additioral 2015)
‘%‘ﬁ-\r . | nu‘rseries
p’f‘i’# YL 3 _ Privale (Farmer etC) 8575000 -do-
d § Total:- 19527977 * e o
.. Planting Stock shown in aurseries for Spring 2017 ss. per. ply,lsiorialgPrch?ess.repo y
-(on 08-12-2016) e OV
m S No 3ub Divislon Locatian Plants ralsed Fit Plants
T | 1 Timargarah (Deparmental) Bandagai, Goro_|_ 1324550 1324550
2 Chakdaia (Depzrmenial) Chakdara 2470600 2400600
3 Jandool @gggﬂmenlaL Munda .Gambir_| 1137850 1137650.
3 : _ Sub_Total —| 4933100 4862600
N Private (All) 14575000 >< 10329016
. G.Tutal:- E 49508100 15492118
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JLOWER HRZARA CIPCLE FRX NO. =

Unfit planting stock in depeimenlal nurseries was 70000and in Privalg nurseries was 4245994,

UTILIZAT!ON OF AVAILASLE PLANTING STOCK

r Planting stock utilized during 12/2016 & 1/2017 as per Divisional BTAP fortnight progress report.
Activity fonths [Area(ra) ‘ Bianis utilized
" Depanimental Plantation | 12/2016 and /2017 _ [ 53¢ . .. 1576200 . E

Balance Eit planting stock evaluated in Private nurseries as per monitoring report for spring 2017 (o

31- 1-2017) '_ \
§Ho [SubDwmion Fit Plants -
PR T KK | Temargarah 2000079 _
Ee 2~ __{ Cnakdara 3983438 -
3" Jandoaol 2448811 ~
Total [em32328
’_‘______————’

Against the 14575000 plants raised in private nurseries, plants productnon evaluated on 31 1-2017
- 58432328 hence reported unfitiess/non production is 6142672 No plants.

Total-available Fit planting stock in all nurseries while comparing with report for spring 2017, is as

. under,
Sub Bivision Departmental Privateinufseriea as on | Totai
. . nurgeries 34-1-2017

- Temargarah T 171324550 2000079 - 3324629
Chakdara . - 2400600 3083438 6384033
Jandool 1137950 2448811 . 3586761
Utilized durmg 12716 & 1020497 | - ) 576200 576200

4862800 29008528 13871828

Against the above planls araduction, the SDFOs have reported production/utilization of plan!mg ‘stock

_till 30 6-201§ as under,

Sub Deptt. ¥ioadiots | Farm Beating | Others | Total L'gsa-' | G total 3
L Divigion planting Forestry | up production
M-"‘?ﬁ‘l , In - private ;
B nurseries o
Temargarah | 904075 | 268175 4001700 | 181305 79070 | 5824325 | 581176 - 6405500
Chakdara 415850 | 684045 3514878, | - - 4614773 46147733
Iandoal 1000150 | 391100 2615601 150000 | - 4156851 : 4156851: .
2320075 1333320 | 10132179 | 331305 _| 479070 14595949 | 581175 15177124

- 794321 no planting stock is shown utilized over and above than available fit planting stock at divisionéj '

level.
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ons in production!utiliza&lon of Stock is a8 undert;

variati

R
]"Q,ux—-‘ Sub Division | Plaats Blants
. preduction Uthization . .
-———-'-—-——-—-"'""‘—-',"—'—“‘ i o 479070 plants issund.
324628 24325 2408696 plants( including plants ;
1 Temargarah I 30243 to others) are over Utilized than aveﬂaplg fit
. planting stock
PR __._.._.._._-_,_— S S At ‘._...h_-.',_-_--_-n et e w1 - 1
5 | Chakdara 65334038 4614773 1760265 plants are un uhl.uzchbalance fram,
L available fit planting stock 1wy s
- - .- e - o — T ———— & ey T v ﬂ' .
"y | Jandool 3566761 ATRGOG | 570090 plants are ovel iized than avajable it k.
" o ptanting  S1OCK out of which 4581885 pIAMD ) -
T received from Chakdara/Temargara 23
576200 Blants Utilization .b
:" B . plants also.
4 | —[giTies | 1A0ses |
Ao : 13371628 14595949
r-- .
,  FINDINGS

» Qver utilization of 2498695 plants in Termargarah @ nd(57009 :

*Division than ava(tgble fit planting stock needs justification
lanting stock in Chakdara Sub

> 1769265 No Un- Utilized/Malance fit p

. justification

: 5 724321 no planting stack shown utilized over and above than available: 3
. _ divisional Jevel needs justification 3

. ’ R ° i

.= .+ » 70000 pianting siock shown unfit in departmental nurseries should be:u!
. become fit for planting- SR RAT

. ‘ , - : SESIREREE i

it should be ensured by DFO Lower Oir that payment for the Less/ 'rlf&ﬁgaé{)jﬂdlfd'on of =

‘6442672 plantsA’n private nurseries is not disbursed else to (ecog{‘g@gt NG ‘gﬁfgg; from }h% g

2; > -rzg_‘l{.. K .

- e
Ly oo ' mir.Rages KBz
) . Divisiopal Forest Officer : DiVisional-E;gmw.‘g@ l&ﬁ;‘
i upper Pir Forest Division Lower Dir’ ForaskBIgh!
e Kohjstan Ké’ﬁi’sltq:<'§-ﬁ‘§ 3
' - / (Chalrman) s ey
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é # ,W) (13- Chief Conservator of Foresls, Maiakand Fores
H i .

/ |

\P.

) No., g_g__/ PS Dated Abbutlabadthe ‘_lH__l 2017 :

" Subject: -

. actlon please

. Dl .-S!O al For(

'No'.' : :/. R

@ Divisioml Forest Officer Lower DI

- ]am (231

----- o

DIVISIONAL FOREST Of FICER
PATROL SQUAD LOWER HAZARA
CIRCLE ABROTTARAD

.Ph: 0992-9310425

I"ax 0992- -0310233

T

'l/ue Conservatnr of Forests

Malakand Circhs West

at Timergara _ ‘

" OFFICE OébER NO.15 D&TED 02-05 2617/ENQUIRY
EBORT THEREOF . )

- REPORT THEREOX

Réference your offica, NO. §120-23/P&D, dated 02-05-2017
d herewnh fact fndmg enguiry report conducted by the enqulry

Enclosed please fin
our of fudher course of

committee along-with enqu;ry file from page 01 to 112 for fav

z Ofﬁcer
Patrol Bquad Lower Haza
Abbo abad /,.«'

Eopy forwarded to the -~ ‘ -
1 Region (Region”

Sharif-Swat for favour of mformatlon please.
r Forest Division Txmergara for information.

and nacessary action.

(3)- ~gMr. Ruaes Khan (Member Committee) Divisional Forest Ofﬂ,er Uppef Dir -

%&GJ orest [ uwsuon at Dodbah for mformatlon £ Q,{JT
) A
| - e
N v
Dwrsnonal Fo/ast Officer . %
Patrol Squac Lower Hazara Circle

2L oN

. Abbottabad
. . L \



O FICJ‘ OI' THE SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER, TIMERGARA
FORIST SUB DIVISION, LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION

- To

Divisional Forest Officer
Liower Dir Forest Division

L - AL Timergara :
Oﬂ T - Dated Timcroara, Lower Dir

SUBJ’ECT OFFICE ORDER NOQ. 1% DATED 02/05/2017 — ENOUIRY REPORT THEREOQF.

Memo: ~

~

Reference your letter No. 310 — 12 /Acctt. Dated 20/07/2017

-

4
AT, It is submilted that the enquiry report received with your letter under reference was

thoroughly checked/examined with regards to .shortfall/deficiency of planﬁno stock particularly received
tilized from private sector. The detaiied point to point clarification is furnished as under-- ‘

rﬁﬁg
- hat the comrmttee has taken the raised and subsequent fits planting stock from the record of DFO

€

Lower Dir. It is imperative to men;,_on that total utilization of plants from private sector is 11442074
. Nos. of plants instead of 8432328 Nos. of plants reported by monitoring teaun constituted by DFO
" Lower Dir vide officc order No. 19 dated 16/01/2017. Keeping in view 1198100 Nos. of plants have -

been shiown utilized over and above than the reported fit planting stock The said deficiency is occurred

due to non actual ealeul: thon which was humanly not possible. Al\o utilization of it plants was carried

out after 3 or 4 months of the reporting which will definitely increase the number of fit planting stock.

That the utilization of available fit planting stock before monitoring and evaluation committee from

Nov (2016) uptv Jonuaty (’)017) in Block Plantation, Woodlots and Farm Forestry has not been

ncorporated in the report. Besides the DFO Lower Dir also allotted the target under BTAP which also

111cImes farm forestry lo the tune of 354000 Nos. of plauts vide his letter No. 960 — 62 /Acctt. dated

&
b

7

- ',"’/09/2016 Hence the following interventions have been undertaken prior to the visit of monitoring. k

7 ) Thc dm.‘uIa of which is furnished as w ulu - %
__I\_Igﬂm_c__g_l_:?y!; Division | ¥arm Forestry | Block Planiation | Wouadlofs B/Up of failare | Total —l ‘
Jandool 0 720250 - | 172371-| 100000~ 992621 )
Timergara 354000 - 698750 - 188125 ~ 90000 - 1330875
Chakdara 0 376250 - | 200000~ 110000 - 686250 |
Total - ' | 354000 1795250 © | 560496 300000 30097@




mmmmmmmwww w-—»-*f__-.“.

Similarly in the above referred figures, the enquiry committee has not incorporated the alreadyv utilized -

plants. Furthermore the monitoring committee has not reported the plants utilized/disposed off before

their visit despite the same task was also assigned to them as is evident from the report. It is further

expinined that the cnquiry committze has reported the deficiency of 6142672 Nos. of plants in private

sector. (Reported of divisional monitoring committee is subtracted from the fit planting stock).

3. Report of the committee regarding utilization of 14595946 Nos. of plants till 30/06/2017 by SDFQ’s

against various interventions is incorrect. In fact the SDFO’s have reported in writing to the committee

which has not been incorporated the factual position. However the following targets have been

acy.. yved upto 30/06/2017 by various sub divisions in Lower Dir Forest Division. The detail of which is

\

furnished as under:-

)3
P UTILIZATION OF PLANTING STOCK IN RESPECT OF LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION
" Sub Utilization
% Division l‘l;l:::):(li(ou Woodlow 14‘}::"(:;;:)' BL{?}:HS QOthers Total Ut;lli(;;r;lio"
Cimkdaa | sa71as | 685850 | 5374070 | 246921 | 90000 | 6943986 | |
: Vimorgara | 904075 | 258175 | 4001700 | 197355 | 463070 | 5824375
Jandool 908375 | 414950 | 2615601 | 221007 0 4159933 | 16375224
. [ Tatal 7359595 | 1358975 | 11991371 | 665283 | 553070 | 16928294

4. Moreover the detail of fit planting stock so utilized/received from departmental and private nurseries

are: tibulated hereunder:-

DETAIL OF FIT PLANTING STOCK IN RESPECT OF LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION

5 Ovm all posmon of Sub Divisions:~

Sub Dept. Private - Received from Provided to other
Division | Nurseries | Nurseties | other sub division Sub Division Total
Jandool 11380C0 2522683 499250 .0 4159933
‘Visnergara | 1313550 4510825 0 463070 5361305
"Chakdara | 2470600 4473386 0 90000 6853986
Total - | 4922150 11506894 499250 553G70 16375224

Overall utilization of fit planting stock available in respect of Timergara Forest Sub Division is

5361305 against 5824375 Nos. of plants. Thus the un-utilized plants were provided to Jandool

Forest Sub Division and Warri Forest Sub Division (409250 to Jandool Forest Sub Division and

53820 to Warri Forest Sub Division).

e e T

ST T PO L - A
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e

iii.

6. Resultantly 3132926 Nos. plants were

Nos. of

Therefore payment to the less productiyn in planting stoc

11 utilization 1n J:mdlool Forest Sub Division is 4159933 Nos. of plants against

Similarly cvera
92,50 Nos. of plants were received from

the available fit plants of 1660683 numbers. Hence 49

Timergara and Chakdara Forest Sub Division (Timergara — 409250 and Chakdara — 90000 =

Total — 499250).

Against 6943986 Nos. of fit plarding stock available in Chakdar
s interventions mentioned above and 90000 Nos. fit plants

4 Forést Sub Division, 6853986

Nos. of plants were utilized in variou

provided to Jandoos Forest Sub Division.

sound less productien/unfit in private secto.r (Raised 14575000

‘plants and 11 442074 Nos., of. “fir/utilized plants = 3132926 Nos. of plants).
k with regard to private sector 10 the tune of

LAy : : .
#25332926 Nos. plants will not be paid.

The dztailed report is submitted for favor of fu

. oy \0J
Sub Divisiona Forest Officer

Timergars

rther necessary action as desired please.

Iz ok

7 .
Sub Divisioha; Forest Officer
Chakdara Forest Sub Division

Forest Sub Division " (/\ ‘

Sub Divisioral-Forest Officer
Jandcol Forest Sub Division



OFFICE OF THE
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER,
LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION,

TIMERGARA
Phone No.0945-9250105

Dated Timergara the © 7 /) 12017

To
The Conservator of Forests,
- Malakand Forest Circle West,
At Timergara.
ﬁ%ﬁ;‘,‘;‘:bjeck- .. OFFICE_ORDER NO.15 DATED 02.05.2017-enquiry -1
_ thereof. .
.. Memo; ' .
% Reference your endorsement No.450/B&A dated 19.07.2017.
It is submited that due to variation in Fit Planting stock of this dlwsmn,

and subsequent utilization during Spring, 2017, your good office constituted a commiittee. v1dei
offize order mentioned in the sutject cited above. On receipt of enquiry report your good_s

endorsed the same for detail comments vide letter under reference.

Accordinglv clarification/comments were asked from SDFOs vide this .
_office No0.310-12/Acctt, dated 20.07.2017. In response they have made their detail :
clasification jointly vide No.4/T, dated 24.08.2017 (Copy enclosed). Besides, this office also
_thoroughly checked the said con.mittee report and found the following discrepancies;-

That the committee itseIf admitted that they have relied on the record provided by
the DFO office as the planting stock were not available on ground during currency
of enquiry. Contrary, they have not incorporated the figure/record provided
whereas the Departmental Nurseries raised by SDFO Chakdara were not shown in

the report.
That the progress report provided by this office up to 30.06.2017 were also not

mcorporated in toto as this office has achieved the target of the following
interventions’with utilization of plants:~

S.No | Activity Quantity No of Plants Utilized
1 Departmental Plantation | 2204 Ha 2369300
2 . | Wood Lot 1170 Ha 1257750
3 Farm Forestry Nos. 11991371
' I Total 15618421

i, "That the committee did not incorporate the plants utilized before visit of Monitoriﬁg.

Similarly, the findings o< the report were also perused and found variations with the
record of this office, wh:ch are given below:-



/s

-

A. The Committee has shown over utilization of plants in Timergara and Jandool to tune
. of 26‘11618 and on the other hand stated 1769285 plants are still lying in balance in

¢ Chakdara Forest Sub Division without any justification, whereas the report furnished
by SDFOs neither reflects over utilizations nor any balance planting stock in Chakdara

Forest Sub Division.

B. At cbncfuding para of the report, the committee recommended nonpayment of
© 6142672 plants to private sector and has supported the figure of initial Monitoring
comnittee (total plants raised in Private sector 14575000 minus Monitoring report
8432328 the difference comes to 6142672 which definitely affects the achievements of

this Division already reported.

, Keeping in view, the above "ex-position the Monitoring report is
incomplete as they were directed to verify the stock on ground and disposed off if any but
they have only reported the avliable stock on ground from the office record. Therefore, it is
requested that denovo enquiry may be conducted in the instant case so as the issue could

be settled once for all please. , .
gyl . v

%&‘ ‘ : Divisiohal Forest Officer, 7&

“%@@
Lower Dir Forest Division,

| . ) Timergara W

.\‘




01 FICE ORDERNO._!C__ DATED_{! /10/2017 ISSUED BY MR.SHAUKAT FAYAZ

é’) 9 CONSERYATOR OF FORESTS MALAKAND FOREST CIRCLE WEST TIMERGARA.

¢ f fo /7 . For analysation /verification, the obscervation of DFQ Lower Dir over
(-')mmlllu report constitnted vide this office order No. 15 dated 2/5/2017, the existing Comumittee
constituted vide office order relerred .above, is hereby reconstituted. The Commutee should verify
the (,lzum of DFO Lower Dir in the light of its previous report and record.

1Y Me. Waees Khan DEO Upper l‘ii'-
2) Mr. Pervez Manan DFO‘MaIakand

Sd/-

(MR SHAUKAT FAYAZ KHATTAK)
CONSERVATOR OF FORESTS
MALAKAND FOREST CIRCLE WEST

TIMERGARA.

1§36 -3% E

Copy forwarded to the:-

1. ‘ Ch}éf Censervator of Forest Malakand Forest Region-I11 Saidu Sharif Swat for favour of
information please-

2. Divisional Forest Officer Lower Dir Forest Division Timergara for information and necessary
action. He is requested to provide the relevant record to the Committee as and when required..

3. Divisional Forest officer Upper Dir Forest Division Upper Dir for information and necessary
action.

i 4 Divisiona] Forest Officer Malakand Forest D1v1510n at Batkhela for information and necessary
action.

e | Q) M

e A MALAKAND FOREST CIRCLE WEST
1y Vg g o
Y (- : TIMERGARA. '
q;\LQ./ O« v/
v N .//L .



‘observations on the said report, consequent

following officers
“enquiry report.

" The committee met on 07.12.2017
" Timergara scrutinized the refevent
" journals, afforestation jourrais, Monitoring reports, previous

.. corraspondence among the coricerned a

40

NG PLANTING STOCK RAISED AND UTILIZED UNDER BYAP tN RESPECT OF

ENQUIRY REPORY REGARDI
’ LOVWER DIR FOREST DIVISION TIMERGARA.

]

€

d Forest Circle West Timergara office order No.15 dated 02.05.2017
uted to probe/check the planting stock of Nurseries (both
B8TAP Phase-ll in Lower Dir Forest Division Timergara. .

\'-le Conservator of Forests Malakan
the following committee was cnnstit
Departmental and Private) raised under

1. Mugtada Shah DFO Upper Dir {Chairman)
2. Raees Khan DEO Dir Kohistan {Member}

\
The committee’ submitted its mport vide DFO Patrol Squad Lower Hazara letter No.28/PS, dated
14.07.2017. theé DFO Lower Cir vide his letter No.1607/Acctt:, dated .09.10.2017 raised certain

ly Conservator of Forests Malakand Forest Circle West
ted this committee comprising of the

a vide his office order No.10 dated 11.10.2017 constitu
e light of the previous

Timergar2 _
to verify the claim/observation of the DFO Lower Dir in th

1. Mr.Raees Khan DFO Upper Dir.
2 Mr.Pervez Manan DFO Malakand.

and 08.12.2017 in the office of the DFO Lower Dir Forest Division

record including progress reports, planting stock reports, nursery
enquiry report and relevant

nd the following factual position has been explored.

V3. In Pilvate Nurseries 14575000 plants have been r

P S P per
CHustertar -] Plani . . . Total
P Anieed fit Hants | wiilieatlen Letotn Manitecin. Monitorn | Plants utilized aler Monitocing veeasen | 100
. . € Acpat
Y
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Demupl | Baatieg | Wood Furm Depte: Seating | Wood Farm
Cantlen | Vo ots foresty | Tonl Plants up Tots Forestry Total Fit | Unfe
s’ - " - i3
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Relavant record reveals that 16375224 pla
While 53820 plants have been supplied t
ivislon, Thus a total of 16429044 plants have been utilized.

.InADij_aftmental Nurseries ‘4922150 Nos of plants have
Gtlized; -

W g2 reported ilt and have been utilized accordingly.
© 4 Flgures of At pl Ating stock and its subsequent utilization are properly reconciled.
. L ool y

! ) “Qﬂ ’
{ ’il j\
M:? ¢.1:;“""‘> 3 \ \‘1 ] .
. Divj e@al%&‘ﬁcer, ' Di%gic\\\;iaws\!u icer,
//Upp 7 Dir Forest Division, | Malakand Forest Division,
S At Dodbah At Batkhela

nts have been utilized by Lower Dir Forest Division’
o Wairai Forest Sub Division of Upper Dir Forest

aised out of which 11506894 Nos have been

¢ been raised which has totallyAbeeh' ‘
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» .
/
Name of Jants
oot Nurserles Type Plan Fit Plants  |Utalization bef
- - Ralsed .
Division
Deptt:Plan {Be:
S tatlon Up
/ B -
Fimargara Departmental 1313550 1313557 |0 ‘|0,
Chakdara | 2470600 [2470600 [0 6
Jandool ) 1138000 1133000 [+] Q-
S.Totall 4922150  {4g22150 {0 o
Timergara |Frivate 5375000 (4510825 698750  |S0C
Chakdara‘l 5625000 3473386 376250 |11C
Jandool 3575000 2522583 720250 10C
S.Total 14575000 [1150€894 1795250" 30C
G.Total 19497150 [16429044 .[1795250 30C
NOTE:

A, Total utallzation Is Included 518.10 Plants provided to

“|Is coine to 16375224 Plants.

B. Departmental Piants utallzation
Private Nurseries Plants utalizat.on

Tolal utalization |

492215C

11506894
1642
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«f.;i;;;fj TONSERVATOR OF COLONY LOWER DIR
s FORESTS, TIMERGARA )
# MALATKAND WEST Ph. 0945-9250120

FOREST CIRCLE

O

YFax. 0945-92590119

TIMERCARX cimhkdwest@gmail.com
No3s3 ¢4  /B&A  Dated Timergara the 2 _/12/2017
. TrnE ARTENAS
SO /'.{ﬁ';‘ —“Qh
Tu Vo T
: s/ 2 g 7 VI
J / !‘I/o"‘q }:'.‘9‘%_2_ !

The Divisional Forest officer,

Lower Dir Forest Division,

. Timergara,

OFFICE ORDER NO.10 DATED 11/10/2017- ENQUIRY REPORT THEREOF.

The subject enquiry report received from DEQ Upper Dir letter No. 2971/G, dated 11/12/2017.
this rggard you are requested to offer your views/ comments on the subject

‘Reference DFO Upper Dir Endorsement No. 2972/G, dated 11/12/2017.

Y

date, so that fusther action could be taken accordingly.

/B&A,

No /
Copy forwarded to Divisional Forest Offi
ts tetter cited above. -

with reference to h

.

cer Upper Dir Forest Division Dir Upper for informatis:

nquiry report to this office at an ear

~ \’&J\/\Ff

et of 5/&’15/\
szcl%::nd Wt"esf Forest Cirg
. Timergara.

A\

Conservator of Forests,
Malakand West Forest Circle,

Timergara
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.« . OFFICE OF THE ~

" DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER,.

LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION,
TIMERGARA

Phone No.0945-9250105 . ‘

A}

Datixd Timergara the /& 11212017

prev

. perysal of the instant report o
figures with regard to utilization of planting stock in va

" encompasses

iaus report of the committee vide this office

) Plantation, Wood Lot,” Beating up ©
=+ Divisional and Sub. Divisional offices. Therefore,

The Conservatar of Forests,
- Malakand Forest Circle West,
Timergara.

ry report there'of'f

OFFICE ORDER NO.10 DATED 11.10.2017-enqui
Reiarence your letter No.3036/B&A, dated 12.12.2017.

it is submitted that thi.s office have raised certain observations on the .
letter No.1607/Acctt, dated 09.10.2017: Om

f committee, it was found that they have incorporated the missing: .
rious Forestry interventions like -BlocK

f Failure and Fam Forestry from relevant record. of
. the figures mentioned in the table

orts please.

all previous aehi;evernents of BTAP progress rep

i / -
| =
Divisionél Forest Officer,
Lower Dir Forest Division,
Timergara
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WAKALATNAMA

‘ ; - (Power Of Attorney)

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

| (Pefitioner)
( L) | (Plaintiff)
MUIA avv\'vv\acj ........ a/j ....................................... (Applicant)
(Appellant)
(Compilainant)
(Decree Holder)

vfnsus

T&l (Respondent)
TjM @\l e §ec~5€/ 0 & ofhexs [Defendant)

.......................................................................

(Accused)
. (Judgment Debtor)

I/ We,_. _ The undemqned a/fDP@ﬁJ’Q”/Lt in the above

noted §€:W\ ce & [obe,a/g , do hereby appoint Mr. Muhammad
ljaz Khan Sabi, ASC & Adnan Aman, Advocates to appear, plead, act,

compromise, wifhdrdw or refer' to arbifration for me/us as my /our counsel in the
above noted matter, without any liability for their default and with the authority to
engage/ appceint any other Advocate/Counsel at my/our matter. . )P

/f
9
Aftested & Accepted By. Signstdre of Executants
: MUL\&W\‘W‘“‘J ﬁmu‘}
Muhammad ljaz Khan Sabi ccp F0)

Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan

Afpestiant

Adnan Aman

Advocates High Court, Peshawar
B-15, Haroon Mansion, Khyber Bazar,
Peshawar Offlce 091-2551553




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service appeal No. 188/2019

Muhammad Rashid

Sub Divisional Forest Officer

Forestry Environment and Wildlife Department,
Peshawar.

...................................... Appellant.

VERSUS

1. Chief Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. '

2. Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Forestry, Envit: and Wildlife Department,
Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

3. Chief Conservator of Forests, Central Southern,
Region-I Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest,
Division Timergara.

..................... et RESPONdent.
INDEX
S.No | Description of documents Pages
1 _| Parawise Comments 1-09
2 Affidavit 11
3 Annexure-A Statement of allegation/Charge sheet 13-15
4 Annexure-B Order of Enquiry Committee 17
5 Annexure —C Enquiry Report 19-37
6 Annexure —D Show Cause 39
7 Annexure —E Assessment Report of Pecuniary Losses 41-43
8 Annexure —F DFO Letter No.5375/Acctt: (Recovery) 45
9 Annexure —G Notification of Penalty 47
) ' s
:DivisionalForest Off;cea
Lower Dir Forest Divisio
"+ Timergara
'Q ——
- ‘\‘Eq h.:
Y e I L. T - N et




R e

'~‘SFFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR .

g | ' ~ Service appeal No 188/2019

Muhammiad Rashid. |

Sub Divisional Forest Officer A

- Forestry Environment and Wlldlrfe Department,
Peshawar

e ' '.: .................. Appellant.

VERSUS

1, Chief Secretary to Govt ‘of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Civil Secretarrat Peshawar.

2. Secreta_ry to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Forestry, Envit: and Wildlife Department, “ .
Civil Secretariat Peshawar. - ' )

3. Chief Conservator of Forests; Central Sot]-t,hern, ' !
Region-I Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. .

4. Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest
Division Timergara. ! g

e e [UETTURTTUTT ....Respondent. \ |
SERVlCE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBERi PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
erlBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE ORIGINAL -ORDER DATED 13.09.2018 WHEREBY"
'MINOR PENALTIES OF W|T;|‘T11HOLD|NG :.OF TWO INCR:EMENTS FOR TWO YEARS
ALONG-WITH RECOV\/E_BYA OF PECUN|ARYL\'I._OS TO BEA_C[.!\LCULATED BY THE FOREST |

DEPARTMENT WAS IMPOSED AND THE DEPARTMENTAL APPELLATE AUTHORITY

(e o

ORDERED DATED 17.12.2018 WHICH WAS CONVEYED TO THE APPELLANT ON

26.12, 2018 VIDE WHICH THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WAS REJECTED.



" RESPECTFULLY sFiEWEIH. R

-of enquiry is Annexed-C)

el TR R

The reSpondents No. 01 to 04 respectfully submltted as under:-

PRELIMINARY LEGAL OBJECTION, |
|
|

. That the appellant has no cause of action or locus standai to file the instant appeal, as such the

same is hable to be dismissed.

. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

. That the appellant-has come to the tribunal with malafide intention.

. That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.

FACTS

. Correct.

. That the appellant while posted as Sub Divisional Forest Officér tl’imergara was rightly charge

sheeted for the allegattons/:rregu!arltles mentioned therein and also enquiry committee was

constituted by the competent authority (Annexed. A&B).

. That the reply of the appellant to the charge sheet was found not convincing having no

documentary evidences/proofs hence the charges/allegation stoclad proved in the enquiry. (Copy

4. That after proving the allegation/charges by the impartial enquiry|committee and after fulfilling all

the codal formalities, the appellant was issued show cause notice by the competent authority
|

(Annexed-D).

. That the reply to the show cause notice was found un-satisfac{ory by the competent authority

and has rightly imposed minor penalty of withholding of two anniuat increments and recovery. of

pecuniary losses to be assessed against the appellant.



|

b,)» 6 That the appellant has nghtly been drrected for the recoupment pecuniary losses sustained by
R

him to the Government in the llght of enquiry report of the enqmry committee constituted for the

purpose.

7. That the report of Mr. Raﬂqullah SDFO Timergara and Raza Khan Forest Guard was found

incomplete and as such the said SDFO assessed and oalculated'the pecuniary losses sustained

to the Government vide his letter No 192/T, dated 19. 06 2019 whlch was subsequently up hold
by respondent No. 04 vide letter No. 5375-77/Acctt: dated 28.06. 2019 (Copy Annexed-E&F).
8. That the appellant has rightly been awarded minor penalty ‘of withholding of two annual

increments along-with pecuniary losses after observing all the codal formalities as required

under the KP E&D Rules, 2011.

9. That the Departmental appeal of the appellant has rightly been rejected by the competent

authority in the light of enquiry report of the enquiry committee asiweil as relevant record.

- 10. That the se‘rvlice appeal of the appellant may kindly be dismissed:- -

GROUNDS

a. That the charges/allegations have been proved by the enquir;’/ committee and subsequently

awarded punishment by the competent authority after fulfilling ali the codal formalities. Hence

the |mpugned order is in accordance with law and rules.

b. In correct. The enquiry was conducted as per Rules, further there was documentary proof which

was sufficient against the appellant hence rightly lmposed penalties against the appeliant

C. Incorrect. The area was found extremely deficit in the claimed plantation.

i
!
|
i
|
d. In correct.

e. That the Shalpalam Afforestation area has physically been checked by Rafiquilah SDFO

Timergara and Raza Khan Forest Guard which was found '70%, hence need.no further

investigation (Copy Annexed-G).



@,

. : |
That the appellant has rightly been awarded punishment vide Notification dated
13" September, 2018 and subsequently rejected departmerlntal representation in

the light of valid documentary proofs, hence the appeal of ttz1e appellant is liable

to be dismissed.

. That the appellant have provided full chance of his defen;se like reply to the

charge sheet, personal hearing, show cause notice and personal hearing in
: !

connection with reply to the show cause notice and not deprived from his

|
protection. '

. That in the light of above mentioned narrated facts the app:ellant is liable to be

|
deait with for capital penalty on the face of the record by this Honorable Tribunal.

It accordingly respectfully prayed that the appeal being rlnis-conceiv'ed, may

kindly be ordered to be dismissed with cost in the interest of jiustice.



=
el

Respondent No. 01

Chief Setretary,

oVernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
‘ Peshawar |

Respondent No. 02

stry, Environment and Wildlife,
Department Peshawar.

Respondent No. 03

Respondent No. 04

Divisional Forest Officer,
Lower Dir Forest Division,
Timergara ‘
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7"—’{ + BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL"KHYBER"PAK‘HTUNKHWA PESHAWAR. |

: : : !
: /s L . ‘

II
/ . |
Service appeal No. 188/2019- !

Muhammad Rashid |
Sub Divisional Forest Officer '

Forestry Environment and Wildlife Department,

Peshawar. .

...................................... Appellant. !

VERSUS

. _ |
. Chief Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, _ |
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. A

. Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, |
Forestry, Envit: and Wildlife Department, |
Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

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

Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest, . |
Division Timergara. ‘ ‘

.........................................................................................................................

AFFIDAVIT. |

| Ejaz-ur-Rahman Division Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest Division at Timergara do hereby

affirm and state that the content of the comments/annexures are true and correct and

: !
nothing has been kept concealed from this Honorable Court. '

|
Ejaz-ur-Rahman !
Divisional Forest Officer,
Lower Dir Forest Division,
Timergara !
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% 1, Abid Saeed, Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as ¢
opinjon that Muhammad Rashid,” Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BPS-17) Timergara
* Forest. Sub Division has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as he -

Py
T TR TR,

<

eten ”authdrity, 'é'm‘of the

comsﬁitted the Fo!lowing acts/omissions, within the meaning of Rule-3 of the Khyber
pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. ‘

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

-

2) * .That he while posted as Sub Divisional Fo-rest Officer (BPS-17), Timergara
Forest Sub Division committed the following irregularities: . :

i) Whereas he was called upon to explain vide Conservator of Forests, Malakand
West Forest Circle letter dated 19™ August, 2016, the reply furnished by him
vide letter dated 23 August, 2016 was not upto the mark and was accordingly
communicated to him vide Conservator of -Forest, Malakand West Forest Circle
letter dated 04" October, 2016. But till date, no satisfactory reply received
from his side. - : :

i) As per reboi't of Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Fo'_'res‘t Division letter dated
14™ April,. 2017, that due to his negligence/inefficiency; various shortfall have
been noticed in planting stock; ) '

ii) It has been learnt that the plants distributed by him. under free distribution was
not in transparent manner;

iv) During visit ',of Secretary Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa on 08" April, 2017, Nasafa Enclosure Compartment Noi 17,
Goats and. Sheep's grazing in the said-enclosure were seen. No Neghaban was
present/available there. An explanation in this regard was also called from him,
but no respo‘nse has been received from his side till date. -

v) Forms of large size gates, doors and windows’ i'.)e., total 15 numbers of
manufacture of Deodar timber were found in. redundant from his official
residence; ‘situated adjacent to his functional office, ‘but during checking; the
same was‘neither foundin the record i.e., Form No:.5 & 6, nor was present in
the Prosecution Cases Register, Compensation Cases Register and Damage
Book Regjster;. - : -

vi) He eprIa‘.i:ﬁ‘?ed before the raiding team that he has purchased the same during
auction, "but “he ~could not produce any documentary evidence in his
: defence/claim’ before the Chief Conservator of Forests.

vii) During visit -of ‘Sher Palam plantation, it was found "that due to his
faiture/negligence, the entire plantation was failed. While the rest of pits were
completely devoid of any plant or sowing. The pits were very small in size and
were hardly-visible on the ground. The charged area was 24 hectare whilé it
was not more than 10 hectare on-ground. The payment made in excess need
to be recovered from him. : ‘

3) For the purpose of Enquiry against the said accused with reference to the
above allegations, an Enquiry Officer/Enquiry Committee, consisting of the following.is
constituted under rule 10 (1) (a) of the ibid rules:- ' "

, oAy .
- I i 8 A;ﬁg,,» -
¥

EN e A P '  Divisiona T
fi- in s by AJAS ’1} &xder Dir Forest Division
, : s Timevgara
4) The Enquiry Officer/Enquiry Committee shali, in accordance with the

provisions of the -rules ibid, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused,
record its findings and make recommendations, within thirty days of the receipt of this
order, as to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

5) The accused and a well conversant representative of the department
chalf ininthy nraceed nn the date, time and place fixed by ghg Enquiry officer/Enquiry




,,L .1, Abid Saeed, Chief Secretary, Kh.yber 'PakAhtur‘ikhh\'/\-fa] as'competent:authority, 'gri,dgr:f_‘_‘_“_ y
.+ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁciency. & 'Discipline) Rules, -20;_1'1," do .
£ hereby serve you Muhammad.Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BPS-17) as follow:-

1 That you while posted as Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BPS-17), . _
Timergara Forest Sub Division, committed the following irregularities: :

i) Whereas you were called upon to explain vide Conservator of Forests,
Malakand West Forest Circle letter dated 19% August, 2016, the reply furnished
by you vide letter dated 237 August, 2016 was not upto the mark and was
accordingly communicated to you vide Conservator of Forest, Malakand West
Forest Circle letter dated 04™ October, 2016. But till date, no satisfactory reply
received from your side. '

i) As per report of Divisional Forest Officer, Lower Dir Forest Division letter dated
14% April, 2017, that que to your negligence/inefficiency, various shortfali have
been noticed in planting stock;

i) It has been learnt that the plants distributed by you under free distribution waél
not in transparent manner; o

iv)  During visit of Secretary Forestry, Environment & Wildiife Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa. on 08" April, 2017, Nasafa Enclosure Compartment No: 17,
Goats and Sheep'’s grazing-in the said enclosure were seen. No Neghaban was
present/available there. An explanation in this regard was also called from you,
but no response has been received from your side till date. ‘

v) Foris of .large size gates, doors and windows i.e. total 15 number of
manufacture of Decdar timber were found i redundant from your official
residence, 'sithated adjacent. to your functional office, but during -checking, the
same was neither found in the record i.e., Form No:' 5 & 6, nor were present in
the Prosecution Cases Register, Compensation Cases Register and Damage

. Book Register; - ' '

vi) Ybu.éx-pla‘i‘ri’ed before the raiding team that you have purchased the same
during, auction, but. you could not produce: any docurnentary evidence in your
dgferjc,e/&_i_gffn before the Chief Conservator of Forests.

vii) During V[Slt of Sher Palam plantation, it was found that due to your
fail,ure/qjégligénce,,the. entire plantation was failed. While the rest of pits were
completely devoid, of any plant or sowing. The pits were very small in size and
were hardly visible on the ground. The charged area was 24 hectare while it
was not-more than- 10 hectare on ground. The payment made in excess need .
to be recovered from you.” .

2. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of, misconduct and in-
efficiency under Rule-3 of Knhyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &
Discipline). Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties
specified in Rule-4 of the Rule ibid. |

3 You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within seven

days of the receipt of this Charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer/Committee, as the case
may be. : ‘

4. . Your written defense, if any, should reach the enquiry officer/enquiry
committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have
no defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person. ;-

6. A statement of a!!egj%ions is also enclosed.

Divisional Ne®¥st Utiicer Chief Se;creta ry,
Lower Dir Forest Divisiop | Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
X Timergara (Competent Authority)




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA ,
'FORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT .:

Dated Peshawar the , 04" July, 2017

NOTIFICATION. N ' . . B NY

No: SO(Estt)Envt/1-50 (183)/PF/ 2015: The Competent Authority has been

pleased .to constitute an Enquiry Committee comprising Mr. Tashfeen Haider (PMS BS- .
13), P.D .Establishment of Housing .Foundation for Government Servants, Housing -
Departmen: (as ‘Convener). and Mr. Sher Nawaz, Chief Conservator of Forests (BS- . : %
20)/Managing Director, Forest Development. Corporation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. (as :
member) to conduct disciplinary proceedings under Section-5(1) of. the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁciency and Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 against
™ Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest. Officer (BS-17), Timergara Forest Sub Division .
~* of Dir Lower Forest Division, for' the charges/allegations leveled- against him in the - --

’ < o
s, SN D
LA 43;-: 2are Slea v 1
i .

FSurel

... Charge Sheet and Statement o7 Allegations:- o “’j
52 - The Enquiry Committee shall submit its findings within 30 days positively. A
. ) ’ - - - - 5

) : < e ,'“vz

. Sdy- o rH

- - . CHIEF SECRETARY N 4
BT - 67-%5 -4 | KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 4
" "No: SO (Estt)Envt/1-50 (183/PF/ 2015 Dated Peshawar the, 04" July, 2017 . o
: e . B . - . < -3,
~Zopy alongwith copies of thie Charge Sheets/Statement of Allegations are forwarded to:- N
-1y Mr. 'Tashfeen Haidef . (PM5 "BS“18), 'P.D Establishment of. Housing Foundation for %

- Government Servants, Housing Department (Convener of the Enquiry Committee). - ) nEe
-7 2) Mr. Sher Nawaz, Chief - CQDSGF}/&‘COF of Forests (BS-20)/Managing Director, ‘Forest
L Development Corporation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Member of the Enquiry Committee). .

_~3) Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest Officer (BS-17), Timergara-Forest Sub Division of |
/ - Dir Lower: Forest: Division. C}’o’>Con$éNa£t_9r of Forests, Malakand West Forest Circle, Dir,
F o Timergsrd withs the direction to.appear before the Enquiry Committee on the date, time and
 place to be fixed.-by the:Enquiry Committed for the purpose of inquiry proceeding.

R

. "
o
PRt

' E'ndis_i;: No & date even
) LCOpY'IS forwarded to:--

*. 1) ChiefConsérvator of Forests, Central Southern Forest Region-I, Peshawar.

2) Chief Conservator of Forest;< Malakand Forest Region-III, Saidy Sharif, Swat with the

direction to nominate/depute a departmental representative well conversant with the facts
- of the case alongwith relevant record to assist the Enquiry Committee during the disciplinary

inquiry proceedings. . ’

3) PS to Secrétary, Forestry, En/ironment & Wildiife Department For information.

4) Personal files of the officers. .

5) Master file.

6) Office order file.

Divigionai rerest Chilcer /

Lower ngﬁ;‘::gztmomswn\ Section Officer (Estt)




- ENQUIRY REPORT AGAINST MR, MUHAMMAD RASHID, SU

B DIVISIONAL FORES
OFFICER (BPS-17)

TIMERGARA FOREST SUB DIVISION.
BACK GROUND ' .

Envfrohment D\\epartment vide Notification NO. SO(Estt)/Envt/l-SO,((183)/P'}:720';1
/o ) . ' ) i
dated 4" july, 2017, censti nqui

Project. ‘Director,

ing Foundation for G'overr{r.nen"f‘_.‘sé’rvaht‘s,:
and Mr. Sher Nawaz, Chief Conserva'tor{o?f"?6i*es‘ts/
to conduct disciplinary proceedings under Section-
overnment Servants (Efficiency and D'iscipffn.ary)
r. Muhammad 'Rashfd,‘ Sub. Divisio

nal Forest Officer (SDFO),
ivision, Lower Dir Forest Division.

Housing»Department (as Cohv'ener)
Managing Director FDC, (as fnembef}
S(i)' of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa G
Rules, 2011 ‘against M
Timéfgafa'ForeSt, Sub D

" PROCEEDINGS

-.Op _re‘é"efpt‘ of Notificat

MQ‘hammad'.Rashfd, SJFO was directed to submit reply and attend

the en‘quiry—
committee. He submitted his parawise reply to the charge sheet (see Annexure-I).

where in' Mr.

Later on 01:08.2017, he
’-__—_»—_'W ta

was ‘é!so called for‘fperso‘nal
as- Annexure-1I., - Pr . Cepats

hearing copy of which s attached
' yé’ri"ous queries is attached ‘as
_ - ‘ir_Y'Was théroughl.y examined and
finally aff'e?r’ fhdroU‘g"hﬁfd’ie.lIbeu,rat'iéri; on each charge the following conciusfﬁns were,
reached at: S : I - '

Annexure-i|].

- CHARGES/ ALLEGATIONS. -
- AHe""gétion: (i) - He wasca“ed “UbOn to expf'afq' vide Conservator of Fo'rests.(CF)i;
"Mafakahd 'Wefslt__"Forés"t Circle letter dated 19% august 2016, the
reply furnished by him vide letter dateg:i 23™ August 2016 was not:
upic tl - ¢o '

€, no satisfactory reply received from - -
his side, . | ‘

Rep!y of accused-Ofﬁcér:

The allegation is denied b
Shamardin_, Kh

April 2016, .
:t"}'

al carried o

ubsequently

ivicior rofest Oftcar
Divietorn3 o
Lower Dir Forest Divisich) |

Lo ".ff::i-f': |
= Timergara ¥ : i - T



Office letter No.‘7Q/T
October 2016‘wasﬂaf§_o-
7.10.2016 (Annex <A ';

Suitable specjes which was Feported vide
dated 23.08. 2016 Reply to letter dateqy 4™

. . - COmMmunicated vide letter No.84/T dated 0

&xamined ang. jt was
bed p!_antatfo_n Over =R

-

‘Bivisiona] Forest Oﬁ’ el }
F::::oﬁi? Forest Division' { A
° == Timergaia B




Findings:  Charge stands proved.

- All the above three factors narrated by the SDFO in his letter addressed”o €
is a charge sheet prepared by the accused against himself for: wh
plantations faila 1. The amount spent on or:gmal plantation and later beatl
up done in wronz season be recovered from the SDFO

of damages lie en him and no one else.

ALLEGATION (I}

:...Reply:

As pEx report of Divisional Forest Ofﬂcer Lower Dir Forest D[vxs:on‘

Searching for right seasons of planting i.e. November onWaras did‘n_ot:.‘,‘.'-'-
matter now once the plants had dried up and govt. money had Vbe'er,_gﬂ_i;‘,.__:v )

lost just for wrong planning on part.of SDFO.

The reply of SDFO If not consrdered satasfactory by CF was very rlght because
the SDFO, had himself carried, out the plantation at the site and now the or}us

b

.letter - dated 14" April, 2017, that due to his negf:gence/ e

.mefﬂcrency, various shortfall have been noticed in p!anting stock.

The aIlegatlon is denied” because the short fall reported by
Divmona! Forest ofﬂcer Lower Dir Forest DIV!SIOH v1de hrs fetter
No 4466 — 68/E dated 14.4.2017 is related to entire Lower Dir

) Forest DJVISIOI‘I and IS -not only for Tlmergara forest Sub Diwsron'

whrcl" IS baseless on the ro”owmg grounds:

) ( ) DFO Lower Dir Foresi Division has reported 21466000 plants raised

in Departmental as well as in Prlvate sector in-his office letter No.

j 446b - 68/E dated 14 4 2017 Desplte the figure mentioned above
he ‘as also reported 19508100 Nos. of plants raised in both

Departmental and. Prlvate Sector vide his letter No. 2190/Acctt,
dated 08.12.2016 m the Action Plan for Sprmg Tree Planting
Campargn 2017. It is clarified that there is a difference in number
of plants raised in these letters ltse!f. (Annex — C & D).

(b) The short fall of 5847879 Nos. of plants mentioned in DFO, Lower

Dir rorest Division Office letter No. 4466 — 68/F dated 14.4.2017 is
also mcqu rect as fit planting stock has been deducted/ subtracted -

Divisiona & ‘ J
Lovrer Dir Forest Division' i J y
W“i’iﬁ’i 3 :"g 31 @ " 1\1. )‘: - A




m the letter itself. Also

from raised planting st.ock as is clear fro
there is n¢’ clarification in the letter referred aboye as where that
short fall has been noticed. it is further added in DFO, Lower Dir
6 — 68E, dated 14.4. 2017 only

Forest Division office letter No. 446
on of realistic figures from

clarificaticn was sought for the resoluti
~ all SDFO’sin Lower Dir Forest Division.
(c) DFO Lowar Dir Forest Division in his office letter No. 3528 —

31/Acctt, dated 30.6.2017 has reported 15618421 Nos. of plants

S w0 utilized under various mterventrons (Annex — C and Annex —E).

(d) Actually. the short fall is only due to non- avarlablllty of plants with
- private sector,. and on.the basrs of thls shortfa!l deductio
~ made in payment accordmgly This has also been reported vide
letter dated 24.4. 2017, it is further clarifred that in Biflion Trees
Afforestatlon Project, under Private Nurseries payment to private

nurserres is made in three installments and final installment

amounting to 50% of total amount is paid on actual receipt of

plants. :
The ChchO IS tnerefore hypothetical and not phys:cally enqurred

|herefore the same rs not m: ntarnable i

DISCUSSION: o

The accused demes the allegatlon on the fo[lowmg ground that the letter

referred to in charge No. AT dated 147 Aprx[ 2017.refers to short fall of entrre Lowe

Forest Division and not Tatmergara -Sub: Division: only,
zives us the portion of shortage or.excess of p!ants with each SDFO (

%> He pornts out a drfference in two letter of DFO annexure as C&D in his
defense statement/ reply to charge ‘sheet. But actually this difference is because the

two reports are generated at 4 months interval during which the plantmg stock mrght
t time for new seeds to sprout

see annexure C)

have mcreased in nurseries because 4 months is a grea

ﬂnd sprouted ones to grow in size and thus increase the number in nurseries. In either
:ase' these reports were generated on mformatron from field. In that case too the

:DFO/RO s are responsible far wrong reportlng to DFO
K

He admits that a short fall exits which is due to non-availability of plants
with private sector. But the facts on record speaks otherwise, -he should have
distributed less plants from. private farmers being short in plants but an the contrary

nstead of distributing 20,CC,085 No of plants received from private farmers, he has
\
-4- '

DivisEor. DYest Officer
Lower Dir Forest Division\
- Timergara

n-will be -

r Dlr"'

whlch IS true but thls letter aiso"
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~ALLEGATION (i)

. provided by him speaks against his transparent way of dealing things. Almost 1445844 -

st Officer | Y j o

¢, . L n . .
“Yown free distribution of plants to a number of 40,01,700 to farmers. The figures on

ecord do not support his statements of nursery stock. Also the enquiry on record made
Raees Khan (copy attached as annexure-iV)

ay DFO Hafiz Mugtada Shiah & Mr.

concerning nursery stock:p':roduced and utmzed according to available record.of the

Division shows that*Mr. Rashid SDFO Talmergara has over utilized 2499696 (including
_79070 plants issued to othcrs) number of plants than available fit planting stock with
=im which could not be justified by him. He is saying that this shortfall is due to non-
avax!abmty of plants with private sector. If so then why he give a wrong and exaggerated

f:crure of plants to deptt as per his own record on plants received from private nursery

owner. He has mistead his hngher ups and concealed the true ﬁgures on planting stock
avarlable with him and thus glvmg exaggerated figures. Had the enquiry and this charge
eet not ngQIled the facts on record the same could have been used to embezzle the

.‘Jl

20 vt money for hlding facts on record.y :
e Cersud \"0«\)N1'

Findings: Charge stan‘ds proyed.

It has been learnt that the plants drstrlbuted by him under free

distrzbutjon was not in transparent manner.

Reply: The p_&ii'nt‘:is baseless because distribution of plants under “Billion

Trees":'_/:}ff;ofrestation Project”. was executed-in transparent manner
and data was recorded on proper format having CNIC No. and Cell
No. Name, Address and Number of plants issued/ provided which
has also been reported vrde Ietter No. 147/T dated 04.04. 2017
(Annex Fe - < .

~ It is to mention that the charge is ridiculous, hypothetlcal .and

o
framed on here’ say

oibcussion:

- Response to this charge by the accused is that he had camed out-
'dlstnbutlon in transparent marner and for this statement to support; he has produced a

long list of person comprising of 84 pages to whom he had distributed the plants. The
very list he provided to enquiry committee in personal hearing shows that even list

s\

Dmeiohaz i
. Lower Dir Forest Drmasnon\ L

e THMOIGaTA




Reply:

‘?Jumbers of plants were distributed either with missing father names, CNIC No cell
numbers or with no address at all which is almost 48.76% of the total distributed plants.
Moreover not a singie photo for record is produceme report submitted by SDFO
which. is also a due requirement of BTAP (according to DFO Salim Marwat statement

copy attached as annexure -Il). It shows that print/ electronic media be engaged in
free distribution functions and photos to be loaded _on to' BTAP

documentmg ‘tihhe
website.

Moreover it was mandatory on the SDFO to distribute the pfants after verification by

the monrtorlng committee wh:ch was not observed by him despite the verbal d:rectives

cf the then DFO Farooq (see statement of Salim Marwat DFO as annexure-lii)

Thus the codal formalities outlined by BTAP had not been foIfowed by him in total and

made him liable:to be proeeeded agamst

Fmdlngs charge is proved and wherever the documentatlon is incomplete
recovery. for that amount to the tune-of numbers of plant be recovered from the

SDFO”

ALLEGATION (1V)

Dunng stft of Secretary - Forestry, Environment & Wildlife
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa onM&O_J Nasafa
Enclosure Compartment No. 17, Goats and Sheep’s grazing in the
said enclosure were seen. No Neghaban was present/available
there. An- explanatlon in this regard was also called from him, but
no response has been recelved from his side till date.

The point is baseless because proper answe‘r/replyf to the

LT B ' .
axplanation’ was communicated to Conservator of Forests,

f\/‘afékand West Forest Circle Tlmergara v1de letter No. 160/T, dated -
05. 05 Z017 {(Annex- G). :

DISCUSSION:

Regarding this charge the SDFO has rebutted the charge and he rurther

~itates that reply to.the explanation had been responded by him vide letter No. 160/T

lated 05. 05 2017 to CF C/O DFO Timergara (copy produced as annexure- -G). On duery it
jas found that the same h.tter has not been rece:ved in DFO ofﬂce rather direct Féply

NG
-6
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;.ﬁad been submitted to CF (copy of receipt ‘attached as annexure-V). The Chlef.
Conservator of Forests, Maiakand-lil Mr. Qazi Mushtaqg on 07.09.2017 was contacted by
Mr. Sher Nawaz enquiry member on cell number of CCF Mr. Qazi Mushtaq i.e. 0345-
9585289 dated 11.53 AM through his cell No. 0349-5181626 to comment on the reply to
explantatioh by SDFO. The Chief Conservator of Forests Mr. Qazi Mushtaq totaf!y denied

the facts that the areas where the. grazing was going on was outside enclosure. He'
stated that we had entered the enclosure and were inspecting the regeneration in
enclosure where we encountered the ammals grazing the enclosure area and that the
statement of SDFO is totally false and misleading. At that time when the CCF enquired
from the SDFO on the grazing going on over there at Nasafa and enclosure i.e. Comptt.
NG. 17 he submitted ho rep{y to me and kept quiet because he had no reply to convince .
me (written statement of Mr. Qazi f\/lushtaq is attached as annexure-Vi). Had the
chowkidar being: performing his functlon he- would have obstructed the ammaIS'
entering the enclosure.. Compartment boundarles are very well defmed in workmg
plans. If it was either to the left or right of Compartment No. 17 then it must- be have
been 16 & 18 Nos of comportments. In any case grazing is altogether unwanted in forest.
argas. “Community land can oe used-for ithis. purpose :by:communities if needed at all.

The, reply of accused:is: AGt: convmcmg and enqunry committeefeels; thatithe' responsnble

o v f "lnu... X T e e o
e ._'_staffat the range had notfulﬁlled thelr esp‘onsnblhtles.and hence:the:CE/ . DFO:Lawer Dir
-§ t. s, Sy o w').’; By
‘woro placcd in.an, cmbarrasmng po>:t|on at the* tlme of tour ofSecretary Forests'to. area.

Reply of accused is doubtful ‘and not accepted. -

Fmdlngs Charge seems to hold true.

a

ALLEGATION (V)

Forms of iarge size gates, doors and windows i.e. total 15 ‘ngmbers
of manufacture of Deodar timber werefound in redundant from his
official residence, situated adjacent to his functlonal office, but
during checking, the same was neither found in the record i.e;Form
No. 5 & 6, nor was present in the persecution Cases Register,
Compensation Cases Register and Damage Book Register.

The allegation is deniéd because frames of doors and windows are
the personal property of the father of undersigned which is legal
timber and’ has been purchased under proper rece:pt (Annex-H).

Reply: .

CISCUSSION:

Divisional Yorest Oftser ’
Lower Dir Forest Division| = N
= Timergara : J




; -zwer Dirj.e. Timergara was found to be illegal (

-Acustries was registerec; -
28.02.2012, but till date he failed to renew hiSa
Sepot was served with notices via letter No.

<143-45/G&L dated 2.4. .
gistration but he failed to do so. Therefore the timber business-carried out by"’Rehm‘aan--}

-
=

. %ood Industries is illegaliand action as :per. Forest -Ordina
" 3gainst the owner of sale D2pot, Thus the timber. purchased by father of SDJ

Marwat attached as annexure-il).

at'va_{“ is illegal-and keepf‘ng "filegé‘i:tfmber»iﬂ his houée— 'is,é,n'oﬁféiﬂili_
cealt with under the Law for‘-k‘e‘__épingl illegal timber at his residence

gamage report against th e offender.

Answer to question No.5 of D.FO-‘SaI‘eer'r-.)’.-f%f"

The DFO states that the sale depot of Rehman W"‘o"od‘_‘:
with Dir Lower Forest Divsiion vide 0/0 No. 53 dét-_ed_"
nnual registration. The owner_ofthe_,}""w

1956-57/G & L, dated 02.04.2014, N

2015 & N0.1979-81/G&L, dated 01.01.2016 to renew his

nce 2002 is being'initiated”
0 Rashid,if
eshotldebe

— -,

Findings:  *Charge stands proved.

ALLEGATION (V1)

Reply :

During visit of Sher Palam plantation, it was found that due to his
failure/ negligence, the entire plantation was failed. 'Whiiéjt:ﬁé rest
of pits were completely devoid of any plant or sowing. The' pits -

- were very small in size’ and were hardly visible on ‘the'ground. The

charged area Wwas 24-hectare while it was not more than 10 hectare
on grotind. The payment made in excess need to be recovered from

him. =4

'Th,ef‘:éliegation- is denied ‘because the charge is based on fakse
- assumptions and ocular estimations that the ares of afforestation is

notmore than 10 Ha, Thecharged area of Shalfalam Afforestation. is -
20 ha which was planted in 'Spring 2016 under Billion ;‘_Trees
Afforestation Project. 2 times monitoring of the area has,:been
carried cut by two different teams j.e. Working Plan Unit VI, Swat
and Billion Trees Afforestation Project team and all the data was
recorded by them on proper formats, {(Annex-1). Failure is a natural
phenomenon and continuous replacement of failed plants has been
carried out from time to time according to ecological suitability.
Currenbtiy the area is in good condition and site inspection mayﬂbe

done accordingly.

. B “
.Lower Dir Forest Dlvusaen \
A Low“‘"\'i'imergarg -

-9. ~
Divisionat rorest Officer \ j




0N 27.11.2016 states th

“results. Enquiry committee takes the recent'm'ost Te

it is imbortant.to mentibn that in the paSt’.'.P;:C. :
of,beating up of failure was carried out for three consecutive years . -

witich is not the case for BTAP,

The charges mentioned in the charge sheet are mis!eading and
tirged with malice. These are only framed to victimize . the

undersigned. |

—_

DISCUSSION:
The ac‘cu_ﬁed denied the allegation stating that it was ocular estimation on

part of. charge framing._authorftie.s.whfle the fact is that two monitoring reports, one by -
W/plan Unit Vi Swat (See Annexure-L) and other by BTAP monitoring official (Annexure-
narrates otherwise picture of the site at Sharpalam. According to W/Plan‘Unit v

Vi)
e 27 he‘ctare on

official responsible for monitoring the project the site was reported to b
hen monigo'red it came out to be 29 hectare. This report showed
at t‘h.é;.gfte. Another report generated by BTAP monitoring officer
at-the area reported by staff is 27 hectare but on mo:ﬁitorfrjg it

Came out to be 26.61%2- This. report showed an oversll surviva!"%égé of 60 —-65%These e
' position difference

18.05.2016 and w
overall survival as 63%

two reports differ on'{area measured. Also there is species com
‘Working Plan officer shbﬁvihé”épeci‘es as Eucalyptus, Chir, Phulai & Rgb'ini';‘!‘ whereas
BTAP monitoring officials shows species of Eucalyptus, Chir, Phulai and Ailanthus. Both
these monitoring reports do not tally with one another and also with actual one which
has recently been carried out by DFO Lower Dir Mr. Saleem Marwat which report.the

area to be 20 hecta;re__'rp"eas'uréd through GPS with coordinates (see question answer &

of annexure-lll). The é‘r'é_:a':‘q'f any extra charged in muster roll since day one be calculated
from Accounts of DFO(;\d.‘ﬁ:".if:'e & recovered from the SDFO concerned. This has made the
monitoring reports dothful- both generated by w/plarf circle and also by BTAP officials.
An independent agency be giVen the task to monitor cent percent areas in this division
for validation of plantation. of the remaining BTTAP plantations so as to know the factual

position and ground reality because sampling some times lead to very misfeading

port of DFO Mr. Saleem Marwat to

be near to ground reality. Thus the original assumption of land being.almost 10 hectare
by charge framing authorities’ cannot be altogether discarded because the present
monitoring by DFO Lower Dir has nullified the ares assessment made by earlier
monitoring reports. May be so that later on the SDFO has increased the area to 20

haf:tre i.e. the present status. Even if not charged and only reported to higher ups still
the SDFO has&mitted a blunder by wrong reporting whij aTME a part of official

“DivisionaMedrest Officer
Lower Dir Forest Divizion\
T Timergara

s-regular exercise-" ¢




t. The progress report ‘generated by higher ups became doubtful when suchﬁ )ke‘
lace. Even the current srtuatlon ISA :
been undertaken. The very'fact
as falled once -again. Where

r results because:

-zpor
rresponsible attitude of the field formation takes p

zhat good with stifl almost 70% rep!acement of failures

zhat the recently ‘beated up ‘area with eucalyptus h
it have given much’ bette
forming thEII‘]Ob very well i.e. beati
plants It is recommended that t!
on beating up which h

7

eomparatlvcly other ar2as close to
r‘1owk|dar working in other close by areas are per
_p failures in time and provrdmg necessary water to
antation and amount/ value of afforestat;on

fatch & ward of pl
and his subordmate staff.

‘ranied be recovered from the SDFO

Findihgs: harge parualiy ho!ds true.

(Tashfeen Haldar)
- PrOJect Director,
Establrshment of Housmg Foundation f
Govt. servants, Housihg Department
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
(Convenor) '

Forest Devetopn‘\sl t Corporatron
(Mem er) ‘

T Divisional Forest Qi
: Lower Dir Forest D% .
XFimsrgara

%
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. GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
FORESTRY, ENVIORNMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, Muhammad Azam 'Khan, Chief Secretary, Khybér Pakhtunkhwa as

tent 'Au'chority, uncler Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficiency &

Compe _
- Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you, Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional Forest

Officer (BS-17) as follows:
(i) that c‘onse‘quen‘t upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you

by the Enquiry Committee, for which you were given opportunity of
hearing  vide  office  communication No.SO(Estt)FERWD/1-50

(83)/PF/2015/6283-9, dated 04™ July, 2017: and;

(ii) on going through the findings of tEe Enquiry Committee, the material on
record and other connected papers including your defence before the

Enquiry Committee:

I am satisfied that‘yoq have committed the following acts/omissions .~ -

specified in the Rule-3 of the said Rules:-

(#) Inefficiency.
_(i¥) Misconduct,

As a‘result thereof, I, as Competent Authority, have tentatively decided to

2.

impose upon vou.the pepaities of 4

under rule-14(4)(b)

- of the Rules ibid. , :
You are, thei"efore, required’ to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid - i
d not-be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be !

3.
penalty shoul
heard in person.

4, . If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its receipt by
you, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case, an ex-

parte action shall be taken against you,

, 5.. - Acopy of the findings of the Enquiry Officer is enclosed.

\ woe | Vo

Divisional FOTest Officer
Lower Dir Forest Division!
o Yimergara
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=" . OFFICE OF THE SUB DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER TIMERGARA FOREST suB.
¥, . DIVISION AT TIMERGARA

// | The Divisional Forest Officer,
Lower Dir Forests Division,
Timergara. '

No. ‘,‘ éj} T B - Dated . Timergara the )q / "6,“/2019

Subject: - DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST MUHAMMAD RASHID SUB
| DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER (BPS-17) FOREST DEPARTMENT KHVBER
PAKHTUNKHWA.

Reference. your letter No. 4088/G, dated 28.03.2019 and No. 4269/G, dated
04.04.2019.

On perusal of enquiry report as well as detail physical enquiry conducted by the
_ U}g&gom‘mittee vide letter No. 21/T, dated 24.08.2018, it is ascertained that the following pecuniary
2 oses sustained to the Forest Department have been assessed with regard to plantation carried
out at Shalpalam and Shamardin River side which were found 70% and 80% respectively.

1. Shalapalam BIocR'PIan‘tation.
That the area of Shalpalam has been charged 20 Ha through M. Roll No. 39/2015-16

during 01/2016 a/c for 03/2016 whereas, the same during physically inspection was found
| 70%. ‘ :

> Total expenditure incurred on account of planting charges  Rs. 402500/-

> Total cost of plants Rs. 129000/-

> Total cost of Maintenance/watch and ward Rs. 252000/-
Total................. i Rs. 783500/-
Pecuniary loses assessed - Rs. 235050/-
Divided by two i.e SDFO+ Muhammad Islam FG Rs. 117525/- (Each)

2. Shamardin River Side Plantation.

That the area of Shamardin river side plantation has been charged 12 Ha through M. Roll

No. 171/2015-16 during 01/2016 alc for 03/20186 whereas, the same during physically
inspection was found 80%.

> Total expenditure incurred on account of planting charges  Rs. 241500/-
> Total cost of plants , : Rs. 77400/-
> Total cost of Maintenance/watch and ward Rs. 126000/-
Total................... : Rs. 444900/-
Pecuniary loses assessed " Rs. 88980/-
\

Divided by two i.e SDFO+ Khaista Nabi FG Rs. 44490/- (Each)

Divisional Fo4t Qﬁ@iqer :
Lower Dir Forest Divisien!
K Timergara



® 4 G.Totalof pecuniary loses assessed (1+42) - Rs. 324030/-
AR ‘Total pecuniary losses _asseSs'ed against ~ Rs. 162015/-
/ Muhammad Rashid SDFO. 4 . : ~
/ -~ Total pecuniary losses assessed against - o Rs. 117525/~
/o . Muhammad islam Forest Guard S ,
Totallpeou'niary losses assessed agaihst | _ Rs. 44490/-
Khaista Nabi Forest Guard L -

The report is submitted for favour of further necessary action in your office as desired
~please: ‘ ' ‘

\ R Sub Divisional Forest Officer,
u ‘ Timergara Forest Sub Division,

< At Timergara

@ﬁvﬁ@i@ﬁ;i Ferest Offinsr
Lower Dir Ferest Divisien!

=< Timergra
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- .. OFFICE OF THE- S
- DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER, ': Lot
LOWER DIR FOREST DIVISION; o
. TIMERGARA
Phone No.0945-9250105 ,

Dated — — Timergara e I3 iA 7079

The Chief Conservator of Forests,
Malakand Forest Region-1], -
Saidu Sharif Swat,

Subject:- ~ RECOVERY."
Memo:

Reference your letter No. 4328/E, dated 26.03.2019.

It is submitted that pecuniary losses sustained to Government Have been
assessed by SDFO Timergara vide his -letter No.192/T , dated 19/06/2019 Copy enclosed).
f&Tﬁ%Sg";"?-"urthermore, the recovery calculated are furnished Hereunder--

1. Shalpalam Block Plantation

> Muhammad Rashid SDFO Rs. 117525/-

» Muhammad Islam Forest Guard Rs. 117525/-
2. Shammardin River Side Plantation,

» Muhammad Rashid SDFO Rs. 44490/-
> Khaista Nabi Forest Guard | Rs. 44490/-
Total pecuniary losses assessed against Muhammad Rashid SDFO Rs. 162015/-

Keeping -f‘ir_l'view-, the pecuniary losses assessed, have been divided
equally against the SOFO ‘and concerned staff,
Encls:as above:

.

G
Divisional Forest Officer, :
- . Lower Dir FOres\t Division, Q
. Time’rgar%
- £ . .
sge  NO, 02 7677 JAcctt: P /
T Copy forwarded to the:- &

1. 'Conservator of Forests Malakand Forest Circle West at Timergara for favour of information
please. - B -

Divisional Fotest Officer,
| Lower Dir Forest Division,.. /.~

Divistonat st Ofiear Timeraara <o
Lower Dir Forest Division .

© 7 Timergara
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
FORESTRY EN\!IRONMENT & WILDLIrE DEPARTME\!T

Dated Pesh: 1 13 Septemmber, 2018

b, L qupte v’

D/1:50(183)/2k18:" WHEREAS, Muhammad Rashid, Sub Divisional

grest Officer’ (B _-.17) Forest Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa was ‘proceeded against

; .;;;_f =3u3\1ger the Khyber,- akhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency-&.Discipline)- Rules, 2011,
=forzthe charge asf mentioned m the Charge ‘Sheet’ and Statement of Allegations dated -

’ ] AND’i’ H_EREAS an Enqurry Committée: comprlsmg Mt Tashfeen (PMS -BS- 18),
roject Direttqr,- Establishment "of ,Housing.. Foundation. for. -Govk: . Servants, Housing:
E“;T)'artment Khybeerakhtunkhwa and Mr. Sher-Nawaz, Thief ’Conservator of Forests:
AP BS-ZO)/Managm%@lrector ‘FOC was constltuted to ‘conduct the mquwy agamst the sazd-

used officer;; -sge
AND WHEREAS the Enquary Commlttee, after- havnng examined- the charges, .. -

3 evndence on recor and ‘explanation of the accused.officer, submittéd its reéport, wherein. the:
- he‘ o‘ﬁcer belng of serious - nature have been estabhshed beyond-

" "r.,

':EWHEREAS, the Competent .Authority, after “considering the Inquiry
lated” documents, of the case, served a Show Cause.Notice upon the
he rep.led and provided him opportumty of personai’ heanng,

O THEREFORE ‘the -Competent, Authortty after Raving con51de|ed the
& charges evudenc 1'Eton record, fi ndmgs of the Enqu1ry Commuttee, the explanatnon of the

=-accused officer; heermg hirn in person and. exercising’ his powers under Rule-14(5)(ii) read
) & {ifi) of the ibid rules, has been pleased to impiose miinor penalties of
W{thholdmg ofr 'a increments for two- years ‘alongwith.recovery:.of the pecuniary. loss
to_pe ca/cu/ate’ by ‘the Forest Departmenr”as per the'fi ndmgs of inquiry committee and:
cover the samegfrom Muhammad Rashid Sub Dlwsnonal Forest Off‘ icer. (BPS—17) Forest

CHIEF SECRETARY .
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

. D'a"ted. Pesh: ‘1'3‘" .Septem ber, 2018.

negligence: of th,g., Sbove named officer. - -l

-2."2Chief Conservatpr. of Forests; Malakand Forest Reglon III Swat w/r to hIS Ietter No: 917/E

4 idated: s™ September 2018 with- the request to : calculate and recover the amount of -
Zpecuniary loss: ustaaned to Forést Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as per the findings of

o } the inquiry- commnttee and take up the case with B&A Cell for recovery of the same from the
isaid officer. ~;‘

3. % Director Budget& Accounts Cetl Forestry, Envnronment & Wﬂdllfeﬁoepartment .-

4. ‘Programmer B&A Cell of FERW Department ST ﬁ..u .

5. rPS to Secretary;forestry, Envsronment & Wlldilfe ,Department..; IR x

6 Muhammad Ra§hrd Sub Davuswnat Forest Oft‘ 'er: C/O eputy Dzr tor (PIahn{ng)'Cell" of

t\t - s

] 8..:‘Master file.
2 9. #Office order fil
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