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i ^ w^ m ^ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.APPEAL
NO.1891/2022

V v>
V Usman Khan, Foodgrain Supervisor (BS-07), District Food 

Controller Office. District Upper Chitral Appellant
Versus

Secretary Food, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Civil 
Secretariat, Peshawar.

1
Respondents

Director Food, Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.2

The District Food Controllers, Chitral Lower and Upper3

JOINT PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS 01 TO 03.
Preliminary Objections

1. The appellant has neither got locus-standi nor has he come to this Hon’able Tribunal with 
clean hands.

2. The instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
3. The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file this appeal.
4. The appeal is based on malafide intention and ulterior motives.
5. The appellant has no cause of action
6. That the appellant is barred by Law and limitation.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

On the recommendation of Departmental Selection Committee, Directorate of Food 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar Mr. Usman Khan was initially appointed as 

Foodgrain Supervisor (BS-06) vide Directorate of Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, office 

order No. 261121/ET-542 dated 24-11-2008 and posted in the office of District Food 

Controller, Chitral now Upper vide Office Order bearing No. 27336/ET-542 dated 28- 

11-2008. (Annex-A)

1.

The District Food Controller, Chitral reported vide letters No. 1554-58/Usman Khan 

dated 06-06-2014, No.1561-65/Usman Khan dated 06-06-2014. No.1591/Usman 

Khan FGS, dated 10-06-2014 and office order No.2535-39/4/3-ET, dated 02-10-2014 

that during physicaj verification of wheat stock carried out of the godown in his 

custody a quantity of 789 bags (78.9) M. Tons wheat valuing Rs.2761500/ was short 

detected in PRC Booni and Kushum. An amount of Rs.350000/ on account of cost of 

wheat/ empty gunny bags was recovered from the accused and deposited into 

Government treasury through proper Challan leaving behind, a balance of 

Rs.2411500/- He was served last notice by the DFC Chitral with the direction to 

deposit the remaining balance into Government treasury and produce Original 
Treasury Challan within one weak time, but he failed to deposit the outstanding 

amount. Therefore, disciplinary proceedings were initiated against him under E&D 

Rules 2011

2.

After completion of all codal formalities, the appellant was removed from 

service vide Office Order No. 2037/PF-1123 dated 21-04-2015 (Annex-B) and case 

was also forwarded to the Anti-Corruption Establishment Department for recovery

Para Wise Comments (Usman Khan FGS ) dated 14-06-2023 i
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from him. The Anti-Corruption Establishment initiated Open Inquiry and FIR was 

lodged against the accused on 12-04-2017. At present the case is subjudice and the 

appellant is on bail (Annex-C).
&

Vi
V

■T

The appellant filed Service Appeal No. 1029/2016 In Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal against the order No. 2037/PF-1123 dated 21-04-2015. His Service 

Appeal No. 1029/2016 was partially accepted by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal Peshawar vide its Judgment dated 26-01-2022 with the direction to the 

respondents to re-instate the appellant and conduct De-novo Inquiry within 90 days of 
the receipt of this Judgment (Annex-D). In compliance of Judgment the accused was 

re-instated into Service vide Office Order No. 916/PF-11223 dated 14-03-2022 

(Annex-E). To ascertain the charges, proper formal de-novo Inquiry was ordered vide 

Food Directorate letter No.1461/PF-1123 dated 05-04-2022 (Annex-F).

After the de-novo Inquiry (Annex-G) the accused was awarded minor 

penalty of stoppage of 03 Annual Increments for a period of 03 years with immediate 

effect by the Competent Authority. Moreover, the intervening period has been treated 

as extra ordinary leave vide Food Directorate, Office Order No. 3290/PF-1123 dated 

01-09-2022. (Annex-H)

As per reply given at Para-02 above. 

As per reply given at Para-02 above. 

As per reply given at Para-02 above. 

As per reply given at Para-02 above.

7. As per reply given at Para-02 above.

8. Para No. 08 pertains to record.

9. Para No. 09 pertains to record.

10. Para No. 10 pertains to record.
11. Para No. 11 pertains to record.

12. Incorrect.

ON GROUNDS

Incorrect. The appellant herein has been treated in accordance with due procedure and 
relevant laws / rules, as explained at para-02 of the facts.

A.

incorrect. As per reply given at Para-A of the grounds.B.

Incorrect. During the proceedings of de-novo Inquiry proper statement of the appellant 
along with District Food Controllers Chitral Upper and Lower were recorded by the Inquiry 
Officer (Annex-I).

The appellant herein has been treated in accordance with due procedure and relevant laws 
/ rules, as explained at para-02 of the facts

C.

D.

Incorrect. As per reply given at Para-02 of the facts. On the recommendation of the Inquiry 
Officer the accused was awarded the minor penalty of stoppage of 03 Annual Increments 
for a period of 03 years with immediate effect. Moreover, Jhe intervening period was treated 
as extra ordinary leave vide Food Directorate, Office Order No. 3290/PF-1123 dated 01-09- 
2022.

E.

Para Wise Comments (Usman Khan FGS) dated 14-06-2023
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’3# F. Incorrect. As per reply given at Para-02 of the facts. The appellant herein has very astutely 

misrepresented the facts to create an impression of being subject to vindictiveness. It is 
therefore, humbly prayed that the Hon,able Court may graciously dismiss the instant appeal 
of the appellant vwith cost being devoid of merit.

It is therefore, requested that the appeal of the appellant may kindly be dismissed.

r •
SecretaryvFood Kh\per Pakhtunkhwa 

Khyber Parahtunkhwa 
(Respondents No.01)

/ Director Food 
<hyber Pakhtunkhwa 
(Respondent No.02)

Districtrood Controller 
Chitral Low^r 

(Respondent Nol53]

District Food Controller 
Chitral Upper 

(Respondent No.03)

Para Wise Comments (Usman Khan FGS ) dated 14-06-2023

Ls_
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BEFORE THF SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. 1891/2022Si
Mr. Usman Khan,
Foodgrain Supervisor (65-07), 
DFC office District Upper....... APPELLANT

VERSUS

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

2. Director Food, Food Directorate 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

3. The District Food Controllers, 
Chitral Lower and Upper....... RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT
I Muhammad Saleem Iqbal, District Food Controller, Upper Chitral, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the contents true & correct to the best of myare

MA M
m\q

.0
:<>•5^

JX DEPONENT
CNlCNo. 17301-1611493-7 
Cell No. 0308-5418969
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FOOD DIRECTORATE, NWFP, 

PESHAWAR. 
Mn,2.73%6 /ET-542

Dated4i£/ll/2008

OFFICE ORDER

Consequent upon the acceptance of appointment offer bearing
of NWFP,No.261121/ En'-542 dated 24-11-2008 and in pursuance

Establishment 86 Administration Department Circular letter No.SOR-VI (E86A)1- 
10-08-2005 Mr. Usman Khan S/O Kameen Khan Mohallah13/2005 dated

Batti Koroona Village 86 Post Office Hathian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan

is hereby appointed as Foodgrain Supervisor , (BPS-06) on temporary basis on 

the terms and conditions laid down in his appointment offer referred to above.

7

On appointment as Foodgrain Supervisor (BPS-06), he is hereby 

posted in District Food Controller Office Chitral. against the vacant post.
2

He shall be on probation for a period of one year which can be 

extended subject to his performance as per rules.
3.

W

® NWFP,DIREC
■ PESHAWAR..

Dated AS /I1/2008ET-542
Copy forwarded to 

P.S. to Minister Food for infoimation of the. Minister Food, NWFP

E.No.,

1.
i Peshawar.

P.S. to Secretaiy Food, NWFP for information of the Secretary Food, 
NWFPPeshawar.
Accountant General, NWFP, Peshawar.
The District Accounts Officer Chitral /i)FC Oklf^indl'
The Budget Officer Food Directorate NWFP Peshawar.
The District Food Controller, Chitral.
Mr. Usman Khan S/O Kameen Khan Mohallah Batti Koroona village 86 
Post Office Hathian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan 
ET-542/Personal File \\'

2.-

3
4r
6

t,-- ;
>•:

/ •
DIRECT0R\¥4^ NWFP, 

PESHAWAR.'

h
c

ET-542 Office Order for appoinimcnt Usnuoii ICnii'i ET-542 25-11 -2003

>
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m3FOOD DIRECTORATE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR
No /PF-J123 

Dated f)4 /•3^/20l5

OFFICE ORDRR
Where

58/Usman Khan- dated
as the District Food Controller, Chitral reported vide letters No. 1554- 

Khan dated 06-06-2014. 
order No.2535-39/4/3-ET, dated 02-

06-06-2014, No. No. 1561-65/Usman 
No.l59r/Usman Khan FGS, dated 10-06-2014 and office 

10-2014 (copy enclosed) that during physical verification a 

.vheat valuing Rs.2.76 Million quantity of 789 bags (78.9) M. Tons
SunervisnrT i, o. detected against Mr. Usman Khan Foodgrain
upervisor Incharge Provincial Reserve Centres Boom and Kushum

on account of cost of wheat/ empty
deposited into Government

An amount of Rs.350000/ 
gunny bags has been recovered from the official and

Rs 2411500/ He - balance of

“ - --

S..r.

2 The District Food Controller Chitral has worked 
basis of issue price ie. 3500 per bags however the landed cost of the 

out to be Rs.3.353 Million 

Rs.3.003 Millions

out the cost of wheat on the

embezzled quantity comes 
out of which the accused has deposited Rs.0.35 MilHons while 

still outstanding against you.are

3 Mr. Usman Khan Foodgrain Inspector (incharge of PRC Booni & Kushum Chitral)
letter No. 6533/PF-l 123 dated 06-11-2014

21-11-2014 and No. 1258/PF-,039 dated 27-02-2015.for appearance before the

was served 

No. 6793/PF-I039 dated 

competent authority along with 

not only failed to 

rather absented himself

with Show Cause Notice

I, ‘reply to the Show Cause Notice for personal heari s.

anng on 19-03-2015 to proceed, further but he yappear before the authority to be heard in 
from the office.

person, depositing the outstanding amount bat

4 After fiill consideration of the case, the said official is held responsible for

The embezzlement / misappropriation quantity which 
recovered from his moveable / immoveable property as per Rules.

‘

embezzlement/
h '

5
Still oafstandirfg against him will beare

f.

KHyjf^jajPvVfOIfCJNKirvVA,
ff^hawarEndstt: rtf even Nn A

Copy is forv/arded to:-. \
1 Deputy Commissioner Chitrai.

4 TJe District Revenue Officer Chitral 
6 SeSaidu gliarir
; ........

Mr. Usman lUian FGS Chitral 
9 Personal File.

■ -- }
■.y

/ y

i
/
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I •P/n’clfffnvrrfu-«;/‘

L



«•>
■(/4t

.'f'

GOWRHMEMTOF 
- ^ KHYBEM FAKMTWMiraWA ■■;

' . 'r FOOD DEFARTMEMT ' ^

f-'r"
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\
i :

,/6a^oS.

NO.SpG/FD/7-23/2015-16 
. Dated Pesh: the 10-10-2017

T:
‘ ••'•y* :,r*. ,

To •
:■

\
•• The Director P'ood,

, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar'•

. ;
Subject;'-' -awmAL-REPORT.

Dear Sir,

I am- directed to enclose herewith copies of Initial Reports No.' 
15215-20/AaE and 15209-14/ACE both dated 06-10-2017 received from 

Assistant Director Crimes, Anti-Corruption Establishment Peshawar along 

copies of FIR^s kdged by DEC Chitral. against Usman Khan, Ex-Food Grain 

Supervisor and Dinar Wali, Food Grain Inspector, for information and further 

necessary action, pies se.
EmcS; as above.

Yours faithfully^
C^.

SECTION OFF^CE%(GENER^)
CCs-

1. PS to Se :retary Food, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

i
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/T-'<
m ■ ' Peshawar•ADC ■

TNTTIAL REPORT

-V'PS. ACE.Ghitral 
FlRNo.2datec! 12.04.2017 
409, 5(2) Pc, Act.
Sher Fay.az EX- DFC,Food Department. 
Usman i<.han E.x-Food Grain Supervisor 

■ Food Department Chitral.

Name of Police Station 
FIR No. and date 
Section of Law 
Name of complainant 
Name of accused involved

J — ,

’/VtI *

X) 1 d
BrieLfacts of the case are that on the complaint of DFG Sher Fayaz that 

huge loss to’Govt, lias been occurred in Food Department Chitral. An'Open enquiry 
No. 14/2014, has been initiated which Audit has been got conducted and a loss to the tune

detected and hence above stated FIR has been registeiedof Rs.3n33715/- has been 
against Usman.Rhan Food grain Supervisor.

o c;v

The Circle Officer, ACE. Chitral is investigating the case. Further follow- 
up will be communicated soon.

Rhan. 
irector Crimes,

Na,
^/dsistailT 
Anti-Corruption Establishment 

Peshawar
/10/2017./ACE, dalr4

Copy forwaried fo;r information and necessary action to the:-

to Sec retary Food Department Peshawar.
2. Director .-ood ,D‘'’partment Peshawar.
3. Director .^CE, RF, Peshawar.
4. DFC Chitral.
5. CQ, ACE, Chitrai for follow up.
6. SA, ACE, Peshav.-r for record

No.
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'KwrmKR PAKHTUNkMWA SERVICE%
BEFORE' THEV

'i:*

-TmmmAL PESHAWAR. IChyber Pakbtukhwa 
,' ScrvtiTc TrSbwnal

103^'j

ln%^ 72016Service Appeal No, ^ DScs-y No.

oi{^fo-2^U■j’f
DatedX

\

'-VNi-ti : ■!' U .

Khan S/o Kamin Khan R/o Mohallah Bhatai.Korona 

Village Hathain Batkheja, District Mardan.
/,V'Usman■

■'XX -

\
A

(Appellant)
X

■

VERSUS's:
i
i?SJ^

y
, Civil1. Secretary to Govt; of K.P.K Food Department 

- Secretariat Peshawar-
. Director (Food) K.P.K Food Department Peshawar.

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

. District Food Controller, District Chitral.

i (as 2

i'J.-
'k

'•^,1 4 (Fiespondents
- 4

J:

-1974a PPFA/ IJ/S 4 OF K.P.K SERVICE TRIBUNAL AOL^ 

AGIANST THF IMPUGNED ORDER NO. Z037-PP1123

HATED 21/04/2015

Cr:

i ?

fi.
■J

PRAYERS:•’i

nM ArCFPTANCB OP THE mSTmLMEm-WJ-Qm^ 

cop kfTTING aside of the impugned ORDERSMMM 

—SEHVICEJMLLI INSTATMEi'^T OF THE APPELLANT QM
f RFNPPITiS MAY KiNDLY_BE^,^^kM^I ALL BACKiledto-'sSay

iHDo ///I
FFCPfCTEULL Y 5HEWETHIL

The appellant submit? as.-under:-
appcTn'ted i^ood,. Grs5i

ET-5^
appeUsnt' was 

Supervisor (BPS-^06^ jide 

dated

order '-lO. 75"ii?-2-2 f

- .<>rvdatsor5the r-?2^-/11/^POS, onI

Departnrental
' appointment order (s annexed as annexe,

I

•A''l ■
Commit'-ep,:SeJei'Eion
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BEFORE THgKHYBER PAKHTUMKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWA.R..—
v-i-

Sei-vice Appeal No. 1029/2016 S

\f—
ti’,

04.10.2016
26.01.2022

■ Date of Institation 

Date of Decision
\ Ji■ \

. •> \ V
S ✓

■ ; - ■ Usman.-.Khan'S/O Kamm Khan,-R/O-'-Mohaliah' BhataiKorona - ■ 

Village Hathian Batkhela, District lyiafdan
>•• > i.- . ? (Appellant)

VERSUSA

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhw/a FoodSecretary to
Department, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and three others.

(Respondents)

Noor Muhammad Khattak, 
Advocate For appellant.

Kabir Ullah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.

Chairman 

Member (J)
Ahmad Sultan Tareen 

Rozina Rehman

/ IIIDGMENT

RnzTNA REHM&M MEMBER 0): The appellant has Invoked the 

this Tribunal through above titled appeal with the• •-n jurisdiction of 

prayer as copied below:i

off this appeal, the order for 

impugned orders- and
"On acceptance 

setting aside the 

reinstatemei^t of the appellant on his aewices

with all back benefits may kindly be pasred".



^r
,r

2

The relevant facts leading to filing of instant appeal are that 

appellant was appointed as Food Grain Supervisor (BS-06) on 

24.li.2008 on the recommendation of Departimental Selection 

Committee. During service, the District Food Controller, Chitral 

reported the matter that during physical verification, quantity of 789 

bags (78.9) M.Tons wheat was short detected against the appellant A 

two Member Inspection Commission- Team was constituted but 

respondent No.4 did not wait for the report of Inspection Commission 

rather imposed the responsibilities upon the appellant and directed 

him to deposit the Government dues and one Riaz Ahmad Food Grain 

Supervisor was directed to take the charge of PR Centers Boon! and 

Kushum from, appellant Accordingly, show cause notice was issued, 

whereby, the appellant was charged for embezzlement and major 

penalty i.e. removal from service was tentatively imposed upon 

appellant without inquiry and lastly, he was remd\/ed from service 

without fulfilling the legal and coda! formalities, he, therefore, 

preferred departmental appeal which was turned down, hence, the

present service appeal ■

We haye .heard Noor Muhammad .Khattak Advocate foi 

appellant and Kabir Ullah Khattak, ■ learned. ^Additionai Advocate 

General for.the respondents and have gone,through the record and 

the proceedings of the case in minute,particulars;

Noor Muhammad Khattak Advocate, iearne'd counsel appearing 

behalf of appellant, inter-alia, contended that impugned order v\'as

3.
\

4.

on

(■

,■' O
, s



^(43 :

without observing all the legalpassed in haste and cursory manner 

and codal' fdrraalities which order -is,^therefore-, illegal,.and;without

lawful authority; that the Impugned-order, is- against the qrinciples of

opportunity. of ..personal hearing was
natural justice - because '• no
afforded to the appellant. Learned counsel further conterided that the

the result .of poor storage system and
alleged damage caused 

rough weather which was

was

properly reported to the respondent No.4 

of embezz-lement is wrong /by the appellant while the allegation 

baseless being concocted. It was further submitted that,the impugned

was kept in dark -which

the appellant when he requested for

1

* •
/ •

kept concealed and the appellant 

order was not communicated to 

his future posting time and again 

that no full-fledged inquiry was 

impugned order and that the 

report of the Inspection 

setting aside of the impugned order.

order was

Learned counsel further argued 

conducted before issuance of the 

passed before the detailed

Commission. He, therefore, requested for

same was

contended that District Food 

physical verification, a quantib/ 

short detected against 

of cost of

Conversely learned AAG5.

Controller Chitra! reported that during

Rs.2.76 Million wasof 789 bags wheat valuing 

appellant and an amount of Rs. 350000/- on account

rovered from the offidai/appellantwere recwheat/empty gunny Bags 

and deposited into 

leaving behind a
notice by the DFC Chitra! to deposit the remaining

Chalian r •

Government Treasury through propi-i

therefore^ servedbalance of Rs.24115G'0/'. He was,

balance but
with a

\ ^
■

•"
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;

vl4

he failed. He contended that appellant was served with a show cause
V

notice but he .did not. submit his ■feply^a'nd--Vhat ■an’ opportunity‘of

aiso-given but he failed to appear-and he'did
' • .. ’■ 5

outstanding-, amourit'■■father ’ absented ’

personal hearing vyas 

not deposit' the remaining 

himself from office. He submitted-that after fuil considerafi6n''bf'the

held.responsible’ for erhbezzlement/misapprbpriatiorf of 

78'9 bags and violation of Service Rules, therefore, major penalty was 

imposed under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efnciency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. He contended that the appellant 

punished according to law which does commensurate with the

•case, he was

i

was

gravity of guilt.

From the record, it is evident that appellant Usman Khan 

was appointed as Food Grain Supervisor (BS-06) vide Director Food

Pakhtunkhwa office order dated ' 24.11.2008 in

the office of -District Food

6.

FoodKhyber

Department and initially was posted in 

Controller, Chitral, The District Food Controller, Chltral reported vide 

10.06.-2014 reported the matter that during physicalletter dated

verification carried out In the current financial year, a quantity of 789

short detected againstbags wheat valuing Rs.2761500/- was 

appellant and the Director Food was apprised by the District Food 

Controller, Chitral to forward 'th'e'case to Director Anti-Corruption
. T ^

Establishment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for further necessan/

action. The appellant was also directed.,vide letter No.1553 dated

a week time. It merits06.06.2014 to deposit Government dues within 

a mention here that in order to have the factual position of stock or



i?m-.: y 5m:my^ wheat, Mr. Arshid Hussain, Assistant Food Controller, Mastuj and Mr. 

Riaz Ahmad, Food Grain Inspector were appointed to conduct physical

verification of wheat at PR Centre Boni and Kushum with direction to.

stock of wheat and other dead■submit autbentic report regarding

Ahmad Food Grain Supervisor/Incharge PR Center 

the charge of PR Centers Booni and 

vide order dated

articles. One Riaz

Muikoh was directed to take over 

Kushum from appellant in addition to his own

present appellant then submitted an application to02.10.2014. Thei'
Food for further posting but to no avail and it was onthe Director

06.11.2014 when the competent authority dispensed with the inquiry

. From the above, itand directly served him with a show cause notice

authority while invoking jurisdiction ofis evident that the competent 

Rule-5 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &

Discipline) Rules,- 2011 dispensed with the inquiry and directly served

dated 06.11.2014. Rule-5(1) (a) ofhim with a show cause notice
Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline)

required to be recorded in
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Rules, 2011 provides that reasons are

writing in, case the inquiry is dispensed with but the respondents while

such reasons. Thedispensing with the inquiry, failed to show any

candidly violated the^ set norms and rules and

an authoritarian manner. We have
I

kept deprived of affording 

. Ho- regular inquiry was conducted

respondents have very 

conducted the proceedings in

observed that the appellant was 

appropriate opportunity of defense

Pakhtunkhwa Governinent Servants

wei! j seitied legal
as is required under Khyber

Discipline) Rules, 2011. It is a(Efficiency. 8l
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proposition duly supported by numerous judgments of the Apex Court 

that for imposition of. major penalty, regular inqui?Y is a must We 

smack malafide on the part of respondents as no inquiry was 

conducted, no charge sheet with statement of allegations were issued 

and no evidence was recorded. The case is still lying in the Anti- 

Corruption Court which has not'been decided so far but this aspect of
, ''i' • * '

the issue was also not taken care of. The trial is still pending and the 

appellant's guilt has not yet been proved.

The preceding .discussion vividly transpires that the 

appellant was not'treated in accordance with law. As such, the instant 

service appeal is partially accepted. Appellant is reinstated into 

remitted to the Department with direction to conduct

7.

s

service. Case is

de-novo inquiry within 90 days of the receipt of this judgmene. 

Needless to mention that the appellant shall be provided proper 

opportunity of defense during the: inquiry proceedings. The issue of 

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

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED. ■
26.01.2022

)
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jCRo^aVehMan) 
/MerriBier (J)
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DBRECTORATE OF FOOD, PESHAWAR

No: f//- /PF-1123
Dated: M12022

/ ■

^091^9225378MfoQddirectoratekDk@Qmail.com&oodKPGovti^@foodkpgovtJ

OFFICE ORDER
In compliance with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar 

Judgment dated 26-01-2022, in case of Service Appeal No. 1029/2016, wherein the 

Hon,able Service Tribunal partially accepted the Service Appeal that Mr. Usman Khan 

Foodgrain Supervisor office of District Food Controller, Chitral Upper
i'

Therefore, he is re-instated into Government Service for the purpose of de- 

novo Enquiry with immediate effect.

2

■\ /

fotRECTOR FOOD " 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 

PESHAWAR
Endstt: of even No & Date

Copy is forwarded to:-

1 The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2 The Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar with reference to

noted above.
3 The District Account Officer, Chitral Upper.
4 The.Assistant Director Food. Malakand Division at Dargai.
5 The District Food Controllers, Chitral Upper.
6 PS to Minister Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
7 PS to Secretary Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
8 Personal File.

'■•I

X\f/{ ! \ {i; ____
'bIseStor food

S •;r^

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
■ PESHAWAR

•nV-
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DIRECTORATE OF FOOD, PESHAWAR

No: /¥/<>> /P.F-1123 
Dated: ^1^12022

0')07Car- ■. ('/

37.)
^091-9225378 r^fif>ddirectoratekpk@amail.com momPGoy^ l@foodl(pgovti

i
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

Kashif Iqbal Jiliani, Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, being competent authority, am of the 

opinion that Mr. Usman Khan, Foodgrain Supervisor Office of District Food Controller, Chitral now Upper hae 

rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following act /omission, within the meaning o 

Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011:-

I.

a) The District Food Controller, Chitral reported vide .'letters N0.1554-58/Usman Khan dated 06-06 
2014 No 1561-65/Usman Khan dated 06-06-2014. No.t591/Usman Khan FGS, dated 10-06 
2014'and office order N0.2635-39/4/3-ET. dated 02-10-2014 that during physical verihcatiof 
carried out in the current financial year a quantity of 789 bags (78.9) M. Tons wheat valuing 
Rs.2761500/ was short detected against Mr. Usman Khan Foodgrain Supervisor !ncharg( 
Provincial Reserve Centres Booni and Kushum. An amount of Rs.350000/ on account of cost 0 
wheat/ empty gunny bags has been recovered from him and deposited into Governmen 
treasury through proper Challan leaving behind, a balance of Rs.2411500/- he was served las 
notice by the DFC Chitral with the direction to deposit the remaining balance into Governmen 
treasury and produce Original treasury Challan within one weak time, but he has failed U 
deposit the outstanding amount.

b) The District Food Controller Chitral has worked out the cost of wheat on the basis of issue pric( 
ie. 3500 per bag however the landed cost of the embezzled quantity at the present rate comei 
out to be Rs.3.353 Million out of which the accused has deposited Rs.0.35 Millions whik 
Rs.3.003 Millions are still outstanding against him.

After completion of all codal formalities the official was removed from service vide Office Order No 

dated 21-04-2015. Now in compliance with Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawa 

of Service Appeal No. 1029/2016, wherein in the Hon,able Service Tribuna

2

2037/PF-1123

Judgment dated 26-01-2022, in case 
partially accepted the Service Appeal to re-instate the appellant and the Department is directed .to conduct th€ 

de-novo Enquiry within 90 days of the receipt of this Judgment. Therefore, for the purpose of inquiry against the saic 

accused with reference to the above-cited allegations, Mr. Hafeez ur Rehman Assistant Director (Litigation) Fooc 

Directorate Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar is hereby appointed as an Inquiry Officer under rule 10 (1) (a) of the ibic

rules.

The Inquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the'ibid , rules, provide reasonable 

. record his statement and submit the inquiry report within thirty days of .the
3

• opportunity of hearing to the accused 

receipt of this order.

The accused and a weli-conversant representative of the department shall join the proceedings dr 

the date, time and place fixed by the Inquiry Officer.
4

‘X

'm^oBSOOih—^ 
6^/i1khtun khwa,KRYB!

PESHAWAR
Endorsement No & date Even
A Hafeez® ifR^maf Assistant Director (Litigation) Food Directorate Khyber

initiating proceedings against the accused under the provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&D Rules 
2011 (Copies of Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations are enclosed)
The Assistant Director Food Malakand Division for informatiSn with the direction to submit / provide complete 
record to the Inquiry Officer for the purpose of the enquiry proceedings
The District Food Controllers, Chitral Upper and Lower for information with the'direction to submit I provide 
complete record to the inquiry Officer for the purpose of the enquiry proceedings.

Kh...

1)

2)

3)

4) Mr. Usman
appear before the

____\ \ t ___
food,

------KHYBER PAttHTUN S^HWA,
PESHAWAR

\ v--U
CltirjK Htea Uuni* Khan CCS ditnl lOJlt-i/lU

mailto:ddirectoratekpk@amail.com


DIRECTOR fOQD, 
^KHYSER PAKHTUK! KHWA. 

PESHAWAR

DIRECTORATE OF FOOD, PESHAWAR
^f~iA / /PF-1123 

Dated; 12022
No:

-9225378 Mfooddirectoratekpk@amail.co_m )@foodKp80VtIfoodKPGovt

CHARGE SHEET

I, Kashif Iqbal Jlllani, Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as competent authority hereby charge yc 

(Mr. Usman Khan Foodgrain Supervisor) as follows:-

T-hat you. while-posted as- 

committed the following irregularity:-

a) The District-Food Controller, Chitral reported vide letters ]N°-|f54-5®/Usman Khan dated O6-O1 
^ 2014, No. No. 1561-65/Usman Khan dated 06-06-2014. No.l 591/Usman Khan FGS dated

06-2014 and office order N0.2535-39/4/3-ET, dated 02-10-2014 (copy f ^^^ed) that dun 
physical verification carried out in the current financial year a quantity of 789 bags (769) P 
Tons wheat valuing Rs.2761500/ was short detected against you (Mr. Usman Kt'®" 
Supervisor Incharge Provincial Reserve Centres Booni and Kushum). An amount °t ^^000
on account of cost of wheat/ empty gunny bags 2^15-0/ Yc
Government treasury through proper Chailan leaving behind, a balance of Rs^241 ,ov.0/ Yc

■ served last notice by the DFC Chitral with the direction to deposit the remaining 
GovXnment treasury and produce Original treasury Chailan within one weak time, ,jut yc 

have failed to deposit the outstanding amount. ■

b) The District Food Controller, Chitral has worked out the cost of wheat on the basis of 'ssue pnc
ie 3500 per bags however the landed cost of the embezzled f ,1 ? nf
out to be Rs.3.353 Million out of which you have deposited Rs.0.35 Millions while Rs.3.

Millions are still outstanding against you.

Foodgrain Supervisor office of District .Food Controller,-Qhitral novy U.ppi
2.

■v.

balantwere
into

be guilty of misconduct under rule-3 of the Khyb'By reason of the above, you appear to
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant Efficiency & Discipline Rules 2011 which rendered you liable to all or any of tt 

penalties specified in rule-4 of. the ibid rules. Mr. Kamal Ahmad Khan AFC Food Directorate was appointed c

Enquiry Officer, wherein he submitted an 

versed and expert officer, therefore Mr.

3.

application dated 17-03-2022 that.his name may be replaced with
^J)_^is hereby appointed as an Inqui

W{

17
Officer.

Your written defence, if any, should reach the inquiry Officer within the specified period; faili.

ex-parte action .shall I
4.
which, it shall be presumed that you have no material in your defence and, in that case,

*, taken against you.

Please also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person. 

A statement of allegations is enclosed.-'^

5
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FOOD DIRECTORATE 
raiYBER FAKHTmSKBWA, 

FmUAWAR 
■ Npi_23li/C-6-(S.T) 

Dated OQ 705/2022

*-

To

The Director Food, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

•-'i

Subject:- IMQUJIRY REPORT ‘ AGMHST MR. RBAM E^-FOO'D
GRAEJJ SUPERVISOR OFFICE OF DISTRICT FOOD 
COHTROLLERs . CESITRAL UPPER REGARDING ALLEGED 

■CHARGES OF' EMBESSLEMENT/MISAPPROPRIATION OF 7S9 
I17B.9 M.TOH} -WHEAT BAGS VALUING RS.2.76aS MILLION AT 
PRC CENTERS BOONE & EfflUSUM, DISTRICT CHITRAL UPPER.I

Reference to charge sheet/-statement of allegations dated 

05.04.2022 on the subject noted above.
In this regard inquiry conducted by the undersigned containing 05 pages 

and 23 i\nnexures are submitted for perusal and further necesseoy action, 
please.

DIRECTOR LITIGATIONASSISTANT.
-■ FOOD DIRECTORATE 
lOTYBER PUraTUNRHWA

/

s..

“•

;
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momUY' REPORT

“ ■ FOOD) ORMM 
,, CHETRMr UFFES^ 
EMBE^SDESiiSl'EHT/

M.TOMi WHEN'S* ^ BAGS VADTUnSJO
Boom & SSHUSUEfli, district

IKOTORT REPORT AGAIHfST MR.., USM^ KHAKI _K- 
®OTER¥ISOR OFFICE OP DISTRICT ■.FOOD . COHTRODLER 
regarding ALliEGED CHARGES OF 

MISAPPROFRIATIOW OF TS9 , JTS.®;
RS.S.TSIS MILLIOK AT pRC CEHTERS 
CHITRAL UPPER.

The Director Food, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa /competent authority
1460/PF-l 123 dated 05.04.2022 has appointed the undersigned as 

conduct formal inquiry against Mr. Usman Khan, accused
on account of allegations

vide a

letter No.
Inquiry Officer to
official ex-Food Grain Supervisor, DFC Chitral (upper)»Sn.d in the charge sLt. served upon hin. in this r.g»d

toacrgrouwd

Food Grain Supervisor, FGSMr. Usman Khan joined Food Department as rvc: 11 oi /irr
(BS-06) vide Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, office order no.261121/CT
542 dated 24 11.2008 'and was assigned the charge of Provmci 
Centers, Booni and Kushum, District Chitral {AaaeK HE &
Controller, Chitral reported vide a letter no. 1553/Usman kh^ 

letter No. 1560/Usman Khan dated 6.6.2014, letter
Hated 10 6 2014 that during physical verification a quantity of 789 bags /o.y
m Toil'thci vSrtag RS.2 7615 Million w.s short d.tec.^i against Mr. Usman

4r'»charge ProvinolM Reserve Centers Boom mrd Khusum 

Khan, fUto, incnaig ocnnnn/ on account of cost of wheat/empfy
V,¥I §5 mij. An amount of Rs.350000/- on accoun r„tre,-nTnent

ir^pro “ee'‘oSll Chmin hut he
failed to deposit the outstandmg amount till date.

The District Food Controller Chitral had worked out tlie cost of wheat
^-pc'^SOD-ner-bae axid thus the total aiiiount including 

the basis ofissue price i.e. . P . ’ + tn bp Rs'3' 353'Milli'oh) nut of
ral";"SZ:;«d Rat..5 «,nMh.le-Rs.3.00a

Still outstanding against the accused official.

d-^

on

0

Million are

Rohce^:

vi^as also given to the accuse , . fUnritv to be heard in person JAimsaeis-
he failed to appear before the of
WE, IH .8. HI. The accused “absented himself. time and
Rs.3.003 rnUlion into ex-official was held responsible
again. By doing .b'ags- (78-.9M:''tons-.:wheat costing.
.for embezzlement/misappropnation .of^739 ,..J authoriy while.-exercising ..his
Rs.3.003 milUon). A9..2L7/PF-I 21:04.20r5 rhad ■

vide Food Directorate ledet N0.203//P outstanding
this effect that tire embez^ed /misapp^ropnated^^i^_^^-----powers 

directed to

11 P a g e
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TOOTOMY REPOMT

== Be ==
CIHIITSSM* TUPPEIR.

'S':rj-j=:^:==:z=~T^
offical. ex FoM

vide a

letter

contained in

MAC^'K^WBVm
Food Grain Supervisor, FGSMr. Usman Khan joined Food Department as o« 1191 /FT-

fBS 06i Vide Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, office order no.26n21/ET 
?42 hIm 24 nToOS .and was assigned the charge ot Prownc.id Reserve 

SLers, Booni and Kushum, District Chitral {Ammex IH & Wl 

controir, Chitral reported “f Foi

rTo»)Th°a..TlgR=.oT«^^
Khan, FGS, Incharge Pt»vind«e
y,m & VIIJ. An amount of Rs.350000/ on accoun rovemment
gunny bags had been recovered from the official deposited into Gove^ m^t

T Seasurv trough proper ChaUan. Regarding the balance of Rs.2411500/
A accu^ officiJ^as served with a notice to deposit the outstmding b^an

amount into government treasury and produce Original treasury Challan but h 

failed to deposit the outstanding amount till date.
The District Food Controller Chitral had worked out tlie cost of wheat on 

are basis Cissne prtcc I,. Rs,3SOO per bag,

f

(5
landed cost of the embezzled quantily comes

accused official has already deposited Rs.O.SS Mmion while.Rs.S.OO
Still outstanding against the accused ofncial.

Prior to this, Mr, Usman Khan ex-FGS "IJ f,'?™ "
Nodes rtde Food Direclor.t. l.tmr »«-“33/PF-l 123 d. ed_06dh20l4, lett„ 

No 6793/PF-1039 dated 21.11.2014 and letter no.l258/PF-1039 da 

27 02 2015 but he did not submit his reply. An opportunity of personal 
was Sso given to the accused official on 19.03.2015.by competent authority, but 

he failed to appear before the competent authority to be heard in person (Aamex- 

vm, K.«! X}. The accused official did not deposit the ^
Rs 3 003 mUlion into government treasury rather absented himself time and 
“ By ling such lelaying tactic., the- said ex-official was 

for embezzlement/misapprppriation -of 789 .bags {78.9M. tons ^Jeat ^sti g
Rs.3.003 million). Consequently, tlie competent

letter No.2037/PF-1123 'dated 21.04.201'5 naci
embezzled /misappropriated amou.nt outstanaing

which, the 
Million are

powers vide Food Directorate 
directed to this effect that tlie ■

11 P a g e



against the accused official be recovered from his movable/immovable property 

as per law/Rules ([Aini3ni©5s-M|. ■
Moreover, vide a letter No.l554-58/usman khan dated-06.06.2014, the 

DFC Chitral addressed a letter to Mr. Usman khan ex-FGS, with its copy 
endorsed to Director Food KP and other concerned officers directing him to 
deposit the Government amount into government treasury and produce, its 

original challan to his office within a week failing which his case shall be 

forwarded to Director Anti-corruption, Establishment Peshawar for necessary 
action. Since the accused official did not comply with the letter dated 6.6.2014,

Peshawar vide a letter no.587/PF-^l 123 datedtherefore, the Director Food KP 
16.10.2014, addressed to Director Anti-Corruption Establishment Govt of KP, 
Peshawar requested thereof that the matter be, investigated and complete 
recovery be effected from the accused official {AsaEUSSS-XEIIj. Finally an FIR No.2 
dated 16.10.2014 was registered against the accused official in the anti
corruption police station Chitral by District Food Controller, Sher Fayyaz and 

no.63 of 2017 is pending in the court of Special Judge Anti- 
Corruption KP at Swat and next date fixed for hearing is 13.5.2022. jAsasa©5E-
now a case

Kim
PEOCEEBIIWGS

The undersigned requisitioned the relevant record from the Mr. Sher 
Fayyaz DFC Chitral lower, Mr. Arshid Hussain DFC Chitral Upper, Mr. Riaz 

Ahmad AFC Chitral Lower and Mr. Usman Khan, the accused official was 
directed to appear before the undersigned on 19.4.2022 at 1 l.am along with the 
relevant record for recording their statements but they didn't appeared on the 

‘^jVV date fixed. However Mr. Usman Khan accused official though appeared before 

the undersigned on 19.4.2022 at 11 am yet no reply to the charge sheet served 
upon him was submitted by him and sought some time for submission of reply 

to the charge sheet. Subsequently the'undersigned through registered letter 
dated 20.04.2022 addressed to DFC Sher Fayyaz, DFC Arshid Hussain, AFC Riaz 
Ahmed and Usman Khan was issued asking them to appear before the 

‘ undersigned on 22.4.2022 at 11 am for recording their statements. On 
22.4.2022, the following officers/officials came to Directorate Food Peshawar 

and recorded their statements as under:

Statemomt ©IT Fsiyysi^ Kfiasisas Dastoct F®®dl Cosatoalleirp Lowes’ olhitesill

On 22.4.2022, Mr. Sher Fayyaz Khan District Food Controller, Lower Chitral 

recorded his statement as follows:

i. During his tenure, working as 
verification of PRC Booni and PRC Kushum was carried out vide letter 
No. 1093-99/1/1-AC dated 16.4.2014 by Mr. Arshid Hussain, Assistant 
Food Controller and Riaz Ahmad, Food Grain Inspector

ii. During physical verification conducted by the team, shortage of wheat and 

Empty Gunny Bags were detected short amounting to Rs.3033715/ -
iii. The Incharge of both PRCs Mr. Usman Khan, accused official v;/as directed 

time and again by DFC Chitral to deposit the said amount into governmern

District Food Controller, physical

2 j P a g e



63^:
treasury but he was reluctant to do so and finally flatly refused to deposit 

the same amount.
iv. Later on his case was referred to Anti-corruption Establishment Peshawar 

and also an FIR was lodged against him for recovery of the said government 

’ outstanding amount.
V. Presently the case is pending in the court of Anti-Corruption Judge KP at 

Swat and next date of hearing is 13:5.2022. 
vi. As per statement of DFC, lower Chitral, a sum of Rs.350000/- has been 

recovered from Mr. Usman Khan accused official' till this date. (ABimsJS-
xwi

©t3it©EHii©3nit ©IT Affslhisid AFCs {s3l©w BFC, SLiad Alapisid

FGSs jKii®w AFC L®w©3r ClhatmllJ

m
ft
W'
M'

m--

I
t Both stated before the undersigned that on the order of DFC Chitral, vide 

No. 1093-99/1/1-AC dated 16.04.2014, they conducted physical verification of 

the PRC Booni and Kushum. During physical verification shortage of wheat and 
EG bags amounting to Rs. 3033715/- was detected. DFC Chitral directed Usman 
khan ex-Incharge PRC Booni 6g PRC kushum to deposit the said amount into 
government treasury but the accused official flatly refused to deposit the same 
amount. Later on this case was referred to Anti-Corruption Establishment, 
Peshawar for recovery of Government outstanding amount and FIR was 
registered against him in the anti-corruption police station Chitral for recovery 
of the said amount. This case is under trial before the special judge anti- 
corruption court KP at swat and the next date fixed is 13.5.2022. jAM©3S“X¥J

®f Msr.HJsmana klhisiinis ©ss-FGSs Ssactaarg®. PRC Boonafi/KimstaJM

Mr. Usman Khan ex-FGS, accused official while appearing before the 

undersigned on 22.4.2022 did not record his statement but submitted already 
typed reply to the charge sheet/statement of allegations alreaay served upon him 

by the Competent Authority.

Perusal of the reply submitted by the accused official reveals that he has 
refuted and denied all the allegations levelled against him in the charge sheet. 
The accused official mainly focused on this fact that he was untrained and 
freshly appointed and was assigned the charge of Godov/n without any training 

and guidance by the department in this regard.

Moreover, the accused official stated in para (iii) of his reply that detection 
of 789 bags is incorrect but in the same breath he also stated theieon that a sum 
of Rs.350000/- has been deposited against actual sale of 100 wheat bags into 

government treasuiy.

w.

iM
Ifmm
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Mr. Usman Khan, the accused official was afforded full opportunity to 
cross examine the officials/officers who recorded, their statements against him 
but no substantial objections were raised by accused official during inquiry 
proceedings nor any concrete evidence was produced by accused official. i.o 
confront their statements Which were recorded against him. The accused officjal 

given sufficient time to produce evidence in his defense but ne j.a:lea lO

h:

!: was
produce any evidence in this behadf.

S I P a g e
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After perusal of the relevant record and statements of the ■ concerned .• • 
officials/officers-namely Mr. Sher Fayyaz DFC, Mr. Arshid Hussain DFG,,and Mr^ 
Riaz Ahmad AFC, it is clear that after taking over charge of the post ofTDFC 
Chitral by Mr Sher fayyaz khan, he issued office order No. 1093-99/1/1-AC 
dated 16.4.2014 to Incharge, Assistant Food Controller, sub division Mastuj and 
Chitral to conduct physical verification of wheat at PR Center Booni and Kushum 
under the charge of Mr. Usman khan cxtFGS. After carrying out physical 
verification of the stock of wheat by the inspection team, a quantity of 775 bags 

at PR center Booni and 14, bags at PR center Kushum, costing ■Rs.'2411500/- 
was short detected against accused official' (Mr.Usman Khan) {Aanaes-XVIIK/

The DFC issued notice to accused official to deposit the 
cost of the above mentioned quantity into government treasiny within 7 days 
vide letter No. 1553/Usman Khan dated 6.6.2014, letter No. 1660/Usman Khan 

'^dated 6.6.2014 with its copy endorsed to Director Food KP, Peshawar, PS to 
Minister Food, Secretary Food, KP and others. The Director Food, KP was also 
informed to forward the case to Director Anti-Corruption Establishment KP, 
Peshawar vide letter No.1591/Usman Khan dated 10.6.2014. The accused 
official was also given an opportunity to deposit the cost of short quantity of 
wheat into government treasuiy. However in the meantime the accused official 
(Mr. Usman Khan) deposited an amount of Rs. 350000/- into government 
treasuiy JAiaisaesK-XXI]! & XMIII- Furthermore the Director Food KP, Peshawar 
also forwarded the case of accused official to Director Anti-Corruption 
Establishment KP, Peshawar to investigate the matter for effecting complete 
recovery from the accused official vide letter no.5817/PF-1123 dated

case were sent to circle officer

I

^16.10.2014. All relevant records pertaining to this 
anti-corruption chitral by the DFC Chitral. Presently the case of the accused 
official is pending in the court of Special Judge Anti-Corruption Establishment, 
KP at camp court, Swat titled “State vs Usman Khan”. As per statement of the 
DFC Sher Fayyaz, the next date fixed for hearing in this case is 13.5.2022.

Perusal of the statements of DFC Sher-Fayyaz, and joint report submitted 
by DFC Arshid Husain & AFC Riaz A^mad coupled witli relevant record obtained 
from DFC Chitral, it seems that the charges levelled against the accused official 
(Mr. Usman Khan) are partially proved, but in this episode the role of supervising 
officers cannot be ignored, the statements given by tiie DFC and AFC are the 

only proves available against the accused official.

COMCLDSIOH/RECOMMEWDATHOKf

'After having gone through the relevant record as well as written statements 
recorded by the concerned officials/officers based on documentary proofs, the 

undersigned recommends that:

The accused official (Mr. Usman khan^*, may be inflicted any minor 
penalty for his negligence and carelessness as laid dow.n under Rule 
4(l)(b),ofthe KP Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 
2011. ■ '
As the Director Food KJryher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar already 
forwarded •'•the case of accused official to Director Anti-Corruption

1.

11.
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Establishment KP, Peshawar to investigate the matter for effecting
from■ the-acctised -official vide letter no.5817/PF-■c6nipiete''recovery 

■ ■ l-.123-dated^:i6vl0.2pl4. FIR already launched and case is subjudice.
Therefore;.decision regarding recovery of any amount from the accused
official shall' be subject to-the outcome of thexriminal

of back benefits it is suggested that it is settled
cascv

‘ As regards the issue
. principle of law that where there is work, there is pay. Since .the accused 
official (Mr. XJsmah khan) has not rendered any duly, therefore, he is 
not-entitled to back benefits in this regard and the intervening period

' rriay be converted into leave without-pay.

Submitted, please.. 

(Tfiie SmqtraJiry cosasiists of 05 pages asnd 23
p.
■:

■;

f .

(HAFEES UE EEHMAK) 
Assistant Director Litigation 

Food Directorate, KP, Peshawar
t .
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government of khyber pakhtunkhwa 

DIRECTORATE OF FOOD, 
PESHAWAR5^

'‘-s

No 3290 /PF-1123
the I®' September, 2022Dated Peshawar

^O91-9225378 0fooddirector.tekp^aaxomIi@focadi.cto.ate>.pSr®fooaa.c^^^^^

»»i". >•“. • "' “•'" T"
into Government treasury and produce

nFFiCE ORDER
Whereas, The

wheat valuing
Kushum. An amount of Rs.350000/ on
deoosited into Government treasury through proper ^

n - - -—" 'r'■•r.rrri:
, 2mT/PF-i123 d.l«. s.*. Tn»«n.l

dated 26-01 -2022. in case of Service Appeal N . ^ 90
Appeal to re-instate the appellant inquiry was ordered vide Food

days of the receipt of this Judgment, To ascertain the cha g P that :-
Olrectorate letter No.1461/PF-1123dated 05-04-2022. The

ivemment Servant (E&D) Rules,/u 11.

ii As the Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar alre^^^^^^^
to Director Anti-Corruption Establishment Khyber P 5817/PF-1123 dated 16-10-2014.F1RS«a£ ™,i.. ";!irvC2?dSK,“ "w I.™™

■ SSSSBSSSSeSHHsi
pay.

No

the Service

'*3 £. S.%JmiS «»= Kp ■>.The
careless ness as

conferred uponexercise of the powers 
Rules, 2011 hereby impose upon-the 

with Immediate effect.

Therefore, I, Kashif Iqbal Jilani, Director Food, Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa 
^ tho R. IIP 4 (Q's on of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Government Servants E6.U

.jm
Moreover, the intervening period shall be treated as^ra

me

«l7
iRECTOR FOOD 
« PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR

i
KHYB

Fndorsement No & Pate Even 
Copy is forwarded to:

i j;:5) The Pay Bill Assistant Food Directorat^Pes aw 
I PS to sLretari^ Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ,
7) Officiarboncerned/Personal File. ■

,

''■iA
11

'^^StREclroR r'ooe 
khyber pAKS^TUNKnWV.

PESHAWAR • •

r ,

• .

KhvnFOS*.l«l0l-W-»^’
Onlee Ortfer for
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Mr, Hafeeziur Rehrrian (inquiry Officer). 
Asstt: Directqr (Litigation) '■
Directorate- of Food 

Govt of KPK, Peshawar i

•*
:

I

.Vi'1 -I
( i

!ti. !■ I v!I

1! 1. ; r\ \f !I

Siibject: REPLY t6 CHARGE SHEET

Respected Sii:^

■ 1: That undersigned' had.;:
1461/PFZ-1123 dated C
20.04.2022 vide memo jNo .IsOS/C-OOtST) ;whereih^ the 

undersigned has been directed to appear with statement
1-1 ■ • ■ t:

and relevant record.

{ : I:
I •:

1
J' r
i!! r.

•• I

been issued charge sheef^ No 

5.O4I2O22 received' by hand on .
^: { •.

i
• i I,•;

I

!i 1
I' ,

undersigned strongly rpbut. the, charge sheet,mnd' 2. That
statement of allegations with’following reasons:

• I

1
}

• I

transferred ito PRC Booni and Kushum 

At! this venue the Godown
That 1 was 

in August 2011. 

premises was an o' 

and . roof less

(i) :»
:

. I:
old building with damage walls

and ainimalexposed to nature
I

There was '; no 

system available so much so 

/ weightage equipments 

common 

placed upon 

gunny bags were 

were no

power was there

proper managementcreatures.
•.t

the measurementeven
not available'. It was 

consignments were
were

1

practice that\ new
the .old ones. As a result thereof tho 

either rusted or crashed. There

i
I

P

I • 1

1 .
extra gunny bags' available nor any

to reaute the wheat into th’@ bags.
men

: i

. {

) •
i

I



; t1

;
■i

\ :4
This practice and problem was in vagtie since 

, decades.
1i':' \

I ■

‘;■

(ii) I was newty and freshly appointed and was
' ‘ i

undergone any training nor any guidance' for my
' ■ ; ■ i, . ' '

assignment. As a result thereof I was handed over 

the Godowns ■without any . physical weight or 

- handing over by the undersigned in presence of my ■ ,
i- / ^ -

boss AFC Boonl-.namely Arshad Hussain, hence I 

cannot be blamed fori the shortage.of wheati

never ,

.*

r •

■;

(iii) Similarly alleged^ detection of 789 bags is also
incorrect and not as per actual record. Similarly

' ' r- . ■ i _
the cost of 350000- has been deposited against

actual sale of 100 bags available at that time it
i ' I

will not be out of place, to mention here that the all. 

Infact I have been tra:pped due to fresh untrained 

appointment / assignment and being outsider 

transferred to Chitral Valley as all the persons 

posted in the office were locals and belong to 

Chitral. ■;

/«

is alsoThe alleged calculations of 3500 per bags 

incorrect based on whims and cohjectures. The
(iv)

j

alleged calculations ' ;as welh e^s price too ; are
^ i ! . ' •

incorrect and without} any support of record with 

landed cost. . y* x'*!

f

i

:



■!
. ■:-rm ;

t

•v\ .\ \ ;
(v) The alleged quantity ;a£. the shortage, of. wheat its /,

' f ■; *1 ' k

weight, and (No;s of bags
'f ■ V I

any support of documents / record.

-h!arp. incorreet and: -wiffiout ;

;
• \ -.1\ fl

j

(vi) That the Applicant was: neither associated, in any 

proceedings, during [the,iphysical. verification at ;.site 

nor
;

was ever invited or! asked to join, i The alleged 

calculations facts mentioned in the' charge sheet 

and"''

fabricateci, 
law.

f
I

statement of. allegations '■ are baseless, 

one side.d.and untenable in the eyes of

i:;

m ■
■ I

i j ;

(vit) That Applicant is innocent, falsely implicated in the
■ 1 ■ ;■

whole affair with melafide intention and is required
t I

to be exonerated all back' benefits.

i

(
i>

■ (

(viii) That Applicant has never' been provided copies of 

the any official record of incriminating material 

that Applicant put at mdre defence.

i
■i(.

SO

(ix) The Applicant after assuming charge had also 

inform the office about the site situation and 

physical shortages. •iA-'

I

f 1

(x) The office has never conducted any physical 

verification at site neither prior to the assumption 

of charge, nor even after assumption of my charge.

(xi) The calculation given in The charge sheet -is 

exorbitant, exaggerated by adding extra amount in



*1

J ri(25) \ I

\ .
the said quantum of money which is beyond the 

legal authority. i\

(xii) The amoAnt

concerned officer :has ' failed to clarify and add the 

actual cost of auction'poor damaged quality wheat 

and its gunny

attention of the worthy inquiry officer.

I

so-calculated is again incorrect as the
•;

bags^ this aspect requires the

not be put of place to mention here that 

undersigned hasTb.een pressurized by the AFC 

Booni and DFC Chitral for dire consequences.

(xiii) It will \

0I

i

(xiv) Siiace short time has been given therefore the 

undersigned will require time to annex few 

supporting documents relating to reports and 

letter s. sent to the high ups about the situation
which are available . :on the record and shall be T

,
produced accordingly,

' J

1

(xv) That Applicant would'like to be heard in person^ 

It is therefore 'requested that the charges 

against the Applicant in the charge sheet and 

statement of allegations may graciously be 

dropped and Applicant be exonerated from the 

charges and be also allowed to serve along with 

the grant of all back service benefits.
! •

Apphnaht / undersigned

MAN KHAN

!;

•.I

dUS
;FGS, Booni & Kushum ' 

, :Chirtal Upper.

. '■

/ ;
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-- t
T^TTAN E^-TNCHATt(^E PRCppyirryn TtT.GARDTNG USMAN 

roont/KUSHUM.
^ ■ f npr Chitral vide No.l093-99/l/l-AC dated 

On the order of DFC Cl p , p^j^t^oHer Chitral along
16/04/2014 I Ml-, ^shad Hussain conducted
with Mr. Riaz Booni and Kushum. In light of physical
physical verification of the PRC ^ ^ ^as
verification of the said Godows th h g directed byf I—
ke «s re,uc.». and »fc ™ ^ Ld.Co™p.,o„_^d=p.r.™„. »d

ion court Swat, nextfir was lodged against him for
present, the said case is I^is worth mentioning here that the
hearing da-- - L undersigned in every date as fixed by the

..acuocuments are attached). tkcase IS \’ 
court, (reu. ^

ly-\M
\' District Food Controller, 

Upper Chitral.

'■/

wags,«• « V

. ;

.; f
i .


