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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. {L/ [T5 of 2023
= o

Sheikh Uzair Ali son of Muhammad Alamglr residing near Margala
I\/Iarrnage Hall, Oppos:te Awan Chow, D.I:Khan.
APPELLANT

VERSUS

1.. Govt. of Khyb'er Pakhtunkhwa, th’rdugh Secretary Labour
- Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2, Secretary to Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Labour Department
Peshawar.

3. Presiding Officer, Labour Court, D.l. Khan
RESPONDENTS

J

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
K.P. SERVICE TRIBUNALS AcT, 1974,
AGAINST 6RDER BEARING EMDST. NO.6-8/
L/C/DIK/2023 DATED 04.01.2023 OF THE
RESPO.NDENT NoS WHEREBY PETlﬁONER
WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE, AND ALSO
AGAINST THE DECISION DATED 31 03.2023
o OF THE RESPONDENT NoO.2 (COMM_UNICATED
TO A:-\P_PELLANT THROUGH WHATSAPP ON
31.05.2023 . AND -o:=i=1cmu.v - 6N
06.06.2023) VIDE WHICH ..THE * SERVICE

APPEAL OF PETITIONER WAS DISMISSED.
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PRAYER:

On acceptance of present Sei"vicé Appeal and by B
setting aside "che Order beaﬁﬁg Endst. No.6-8/
L/C/DIKI2023 ~ dated  04.01:2023 of the
Respondent No.3 and decision dated 31.03.2023
of the respondent No.2, the appellant may
graciously be reinstated in;to service with all

back beénefits.

Any other appropriate remedy which this
Honourable Tribunal may deems proper, in the
circu'mstances’ of case, 'rﬁay also be granted to
the appellant.

Respectfully Shewqth,

1.

That the appellant was appointéd ias'BaiIiff/Atter{dant in the
Labour Court, D.l.Khan and he used to perform his duties as
attendant in the Court. However, during the performance of his

duties the respondent No.3 issued charge sheet and statement of

allegations to the appellant on the following allegations:

i.

il.

iii.

- Copieg of appointment order charge' sheet and statement of
allegations respectively are enclosed as Annexure A,B & C.

Embezzled/misappropriated money out of fine
amount collected by this Court and entrusted to you .
for deposit in account head CO-2905 of National
Bank Main Branch, D.I.Khan. ' ,

Affixed fake signatures on Presiding Officer of this

ACoim‘ on vouchers, tampered/made overwriting on

vouchers and either affixed fake and forged

‘signatures and stamps of Bank officials or enroped

them to work in calfus on with you.

Affixed fake and forged signatures and stamps of
officers/officials of District Accounts Office, D.[.Khan,
on Monthly Reconciliation Statements or enroped
them to work in collusion with your
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That on the same day of issuing eharge eheet and statement of
allegations, the appellant was also served with a show cause
notice to which he submitted his fe,ply[defehce and also filed

defence to charge sheet and staterhent‘of allegations. Copy of the

Show Cause Notice is enclosed as Annexure D, Copies of the
written defence of appellant to chargé sheet and show cause

notice etc‘ are enclosed as Annexure E.

That without proceeding to the Chaifge Sheet and Statement of
Allegations, the respondent No.3 fdireotly switched to the Show
Cause Notice and thereafter, dismissed the appellant from service
vide order bearing Endst. No.6-8/L/C/DIK/2023 dated 04.01.2023

- (Annexure F) and élso sent copy of the order to the Anti-

Corruptlon Estabhshment to proceed agamst the appellant on

account of alfeged financial embezzlement

That the appellant preferred rep'resentaﬁon to the departmental
appellate authority l.e. respondent No.2 (Annexure G), the

respondent No.2 called comments of respondent No.3 vide letter

dated 13.02.2023 (Annexure H) and also summoned the

‘appellant for personal hearing vide letter dated 08.03.2023

(Annexure I). After personal hearing, the appeliant was directed

to wait for the outcome of departmental appeal.

That the appellant was waiting for the outcome of his departmental
appeal and on 31.05.2023, he received'illegibie copy/snapshot of
the decision dated 31.03. 2023 through WhatsApp from the
Superintendent Labour Court D. I Khan. The appellant contacted
him and requested him to officially hand overthe copy of decision

dated 31.03.2023 which, accordingly, was handed over to him on

© 06.06.2023. .

Copies of the printout of WhatsApp message containing
decision . dated 31.03.2023 Wath ‘the illegible print are
enclosed as Annexure J. ’
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Copy of the decision dated 31.03. 2023, officially received to
appellant on 06.06.2023, is enclosed as Annexure K.

That, aggrieved of the Order bearing Endst. No.6-8/ L/C/DIK/2023
dated 04.01.2023 of the Respondent.No.S and decision dated

| 31.03.2023 of the respondent No.2, the appellant has been left

with no option but to file present service appeal before this

Honourable Tribunal on, inter alia, the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

i

iii.

That the impugned Order bearing Endst. No.6-8/ L/C/DIK/2023
‘dated 04.01.2023 of the Respondent No.3 and decision dated
31.03.2023 of the respondent No.2. ‘are violative of the law,
rules and procedure governing dlscrplmary matters, result of

A haste |llegal and summary in nature and thus the same are
liable to be set at naught. ‘

That the procedure provided for disciplinary proceedings in the

K.P. Government Servants (Efﬁciency & Discipline) Rulés,
2011, has not been followed_ in the letter and spirit, therefore,
_impugned Srders are ill-founded and without any legal backing.
Legally, after adopting procedure laid down under Rule 5(1)(b)
and issuing 'Charge Sheet etc under Rule 5(2), the better
course was to proceed further into the matter in accordance
with Rule 11. But illegally, unfawfully and by exceeding the
jurlsdictlon the reSpondent No.3 switched- back to Rule 5(1)(a)
of the ibid Rules, 2011. On this legal flaw alone, the appellant
is entitled to be reinstated into service:

That as per provrS|on of the K.P. CIVI| Servants (EfflClency &

Dlsmplrne) Rules 2011, a show cause notlce can be |ssued to
an employee in case: ‘

a. Ifinquiry is dispensed wrth by an order in writing, Wthh
is not the case, as Charge Sheet & Statement of

" Allegations were issued to appellant;
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iv.

vi.

Vii,

o S
e e

b. Upon completion of inquiry proceedings where
charges and -allegations are proved against a civil

servant; w

Undenlably in the present case, after issuing charge sheet and

statement of allegatlons to the appellant no inquiry was -

’ ‘conducted into the matter, hencela great anUStlce has been

done to the appellant.

That respondent No.3 erred a-lot ln issuing the show cause
notlce to appellant as the inquiry was not dispensed with and
Statement of Allegation & Charge Sheet were issued to him, |
and therefore, inquiry into the matter was the legal
requirement; and after the charge sheet etc, noj~urisdiction was
vested in the respondent No.3 to bypass the inquiry‘proceclure.
The appellate authority too failed to exerci_se' its'jurisdiction'an'd
therefore both the impugned orders/decision are liable to be
set aside.

That it is.also an admitted fact on the face of record that no
inde'pendent inquiry was Condueted into matter and -also
appellant was not confronted with any evidence, on the basis
whereof the resppndent No.3, passed the impugned order.

Hence, a great injustice has been done to the appellant. -

That the respondent No.3 on the basis ot alleged reports of the
officials of District Accounts Office D.1.Khan as well as National
Bank of Pakistan, without recordlng thelr evidence and without
giving opportunlty of cross examlnatlon to appellant, in a
S|lpShOd and mechan:cal manner passed the impugned order.

The respondent No.2 also did not attend this aspect of the
case.

That the show cause notice issued to the appellant did not
contain the details of alleged embezzled amount nor the proofs

on the basis whereof the authority presumed that the stamps
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and signatureé' of the staff of Bank or Account Office are bogus
or tempered. No Bank Officer/official or that the District
Accounts Officer was examinéd. Similarly, there is nothing on

the.record on the basis whereof stamps have been presumed

- to be bogus or tempered.

That the respondent No.3 was not sure about involvement of
the staff of Bank or Account Office or otherwise and also, she’
was not sure about the fact that whether it was actually the fault
of appellant or any other, that's why the matter was referred to
the Anti—'Colrru.ption Establishment tb include the officials, of
Bank and Accounts Office in the sp_h_ére of doubt to. sort out the
actual culprit; hence, impugned dism"issai'cannot be sustained

legally. :

That, it is/was not the duty of appel[ént_ to maintain the
Acbounts, Accounts Registers, or statement of Accounts nor
he is custodian of the record. Moreover, fine feceipts too were.
neither prepared nor maintained by the petitioner nor any fines.
weré received by .petitioner. The appellant was neither the
custodian of record nor he used to receive the fines, nor he
prepare chéllans, rather he was ohly a helping a hand to the

concerned accounts clerk as well as reader of the court.

That a'fact-finding inquiry or inquiry under E&D Rules, 2011
was unavoidabie, as it was not a _sirhple open & shut matfer,
rather a number of mysteries hay}e been left unexposéd.
Besides, the forensic analYéis of thé stamps, signatures and-
hand wring was necessary to meet the-ends of justice. ‘But'; no

fair chance of defence has been afforded to the appeliant.

~ That the appeliant was waiting for the outcome of his

departmental appeal and on 31.05.2023, he received illegible
copy/snapshot of the decision dated 31.03.2023 through
WhatsApp from the Superintendent Labour Court D.l.Khan.
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The "appellant contacted him and redueeted h'im to officiallyr‘
hand over the copy of decision dated 31.03.2023 which,
.accordingly, was handed over to him on 06.06:2023. Hence,
from the date of communication of copy of the decision dated
31.03.2023, this service appeal is well-within time, however, a
separate application is also being filed in this fegard.

Xii. That the counse! for appellant may be allowed to raise
additional grounds at the time of arguments.

Itis therefore, humbly prayed, that the present service appeal
- may graciously be allowed as prayed for

Yours Humble Appellant

e
(Sheikh'Uzai

kh™Uzair Ali)
Through Counse!
1

AHMAD ALI
Advocate Supreme Court -

N

—

‘ N L
L\, \,-«""K//_./

KHALID MAHMOOD
Advocate High Court, D.I.Khan.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER P’AKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. of 2023

Sheikh Uzair Ali Vs, Govt. of=Kﬁyber Pakhtunkhwa etc
- Service Appeal |

VERIFICATION:

|, the appe!AIént, on this day of June-2023, herein mentioned )

above, do hereby verify that all the contents of fhis appeal are true

& correct and also that it is the first appeal on the subject matter
_and no such AapApeal has earlier been filed. \

Y %

SO

Appellant

AFFIDAVIT:

[, the appellaht; do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath

that all the Para-wise contents of ab.ove \S/e:rvié:e Appeal are true
& correct to the best of my knowledge, belief and information; and

that, nothing has been deliberatel"y'_ concealed from this
Honourab_!e Tribunal. |

xw/

Identified by Counsel:
Ahmad Ali ASC.
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BEFORE THE IHONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. ' of 2023 :

Sheikh Uzair Ali Vs. Govt. of Khvbe'r Pakhtunkhwa etc
Service Appeal

APPLICATION TO PLEASE CONDONE THE
DELAY (IF ANY) OCCURRED IN FILING OF
ABOVE TITLED SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That a Service Appeal is being filed before this Honourable
Tribunal and grounds of same may please be considered as an

integral part of this Application.

2. That after ~affording opportumty of personal heanng the

| respondent ‘No.2 had dlrected the appellant to wait for the
outcome of appeal. Thus, appellant pinned hopes with his seryice
appeal and was eagerly waiting ‘for the outcome of his
departmental appeal ' |

3. That on 31.05.2023, appellant received.illegible c,opy/snapshot of
the decision dated 31.03.2023 through WhatsApp from the

' Superintendent Labour Court D.I.Khan. The appellant contacted
\ﬁ% , him and requested him to offrCIally hand over the copy of decision

dated 31.03.2023 which, accordingly, was handed over to him on
06:06.2023. Hence, from the date of official communication of the
decision dated 31.03.2023, the present service appeal is well
within time, however, this application is being filed to Condone the
delay (if any) in-filing of the service appeal

4, That the facts and circumstances elucidated in this application

involves the question of "substantial justice", where defay in filing
: . _



Dt. é 06.2023 ' ‘ ff v

O

the appeal deserves to be condoned in the overall interest of
justice. Onthe other hand, if condoning the delay being' denied it
would - seriously undermine the cause of Justice, resulting into

miscarriage of justice.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed thaf this worthy Tribunal on
scrutinizing facts & circumstances in this application may p!e'ase
construe the facts & circumstances. as "sufficient cause" for
condoning the delay and tﬁe'delay in filing of Service Appeal fif
any)" may graciously be condoned in thé in‘terest of jusAtice by

treating the same as within time.

Yours Humble Appeflant
A S’
“(Sheikh Uzair Alj)
Through Counsel

-AHMAD ALl .
Advocate Supreme-Court

-
~
. -

KHALID MAHMOOD
Advocate High Court, D.l.Khan.

AFFIDAVIT:

I, the applicant; do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath
“that all the Para-wise contents of above application for
condonation of delay are true & correct to the best of my
knowledge, belief and information; and that, nothing has .been

deliberately concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Vs
Identified by Counsel:’
Ahmad Ali AS_C.
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OFF I CJE OF THE PRI SHMN G OFFT CER b

(DISTRICT & SESSIL }NS JUDGE) LAE OUR COURT B.L KHAN

No 190 /LIC/DIK/ 2022, S Dated: g&/ ﬁ_/zﬂzz
== %a mwmmmm. R —Tir - =

‘CHARGE SHEET

-‘1. _‘r‘WHEREAS the undelalgned who is the Authonty In your case is of the
_l'oplmon that sufficient grounds exist to prc ceed agamst you in terms of Rules

“5(a) of Govemment Selnvants (Efﬁ01encv (‘ Discipline) Ruiles, 2011 and
| é,: : WHERLAS the undm algned cons'dels ‘d at in the light of the facts of the
case, theu glawty and m the interest of ust1ce it is necessary to proceed

{-.
SR agamst you after d1spensmg with i mquuy nd

NOW THEREFORE vou | M. ShE‘I](h Uz au Ali presently posted as Bailiff "~
e .:"‘;.{ m thlrs%ourt a);e hel-eby“ Charged as unffe
; 4 ".':-:'That wmie posted a< Ba;hif “you oz;nmitted the folluowing acts of
- 'fmlsconduct and corrupt on - | |
1 | E:ﬁbezzled/Iﬁlsepplcl.3r-1eted' money ouf-of the fine alﬁount collected b.r

: .thzs Court and entrl.bted to you f01 dek DSIt in account head CO-2905 of

Nattonal Bank Mam Bl anch D.I. Khan

R Afﬁxed fake 51gnatures of Pre51d1n0 Cfﬁcel of this Court on vouchers,

;:~

tampeled/made ovelwrltlng on chcn "rs and either affixed fake and -

lav -
w&zi%lged sxgnatLu es and stamps of Bank (fﬁmals or emoped them to work

w .+~ . in collusmn W1th you SR I

2L _' Aff xed fake and :m ged sugnatu es ani stamps of olﬁcers/ofﬁmals of
DIStllCt Accounts C ﬁ 1ce’ D I Khan on M Jnthly Reconcil liation-Statements

or em 0ped them to &mk In co]lw 100 Wi h you

By 1ea<on of the above you appea1 to be

L . " L}



* OFFICE OF THE PRISIDING OFFICER
(DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGM LABOUR COURT, D.LKHAN.

AR L
S Rmegetiog

No A%q /L/C/DIK/Z@Z,Z - - Dated: 94 /11 /2022

- mmmﬂmm Lot R TZAL mm"mmmmm LEEATE

A

..Gullty of Il’llSCOl’ldL ct W1th1n the meaaing of Rule 3(b) of Govemment
| ‘Selvants (E & D) Rx_l es, L011
‘Gu1lty of con'uptlon VVlthII’l the mear@ihQ of Rule 3(c) of Government

Servants (E & D) RJles 2011

--'-:a_,-‘And Whereas by TEAasons . of thf abovz read W1th detaﬂs given in the
o »enclosed Statement of elllegatlons, you are hable to disciplinary action under
-.-Re,le -AS(a) of Governmeﬁt Servants (E & T'i;) Rules, 2011 which may involve'
1mpos1t1on of the majoummor pen:: ty prescribed under the said rules.
,.}-"':ENOW. Tlﬁerefme you a1e her eby 1e ]uu ed to submit your written defense to N
the above charges wnhm seven days 01 the receipt of this charge sheet,
e e);ple_lni11g as te' Why,. 111aj017’min0;:‘penalt;\ ‘under the said rules should not bef

:  '_uimposed»‘against yo—u. .

\

.""-'~Please take nouce thal your written definse to the above charges should

o _'1each w1thm the af01 €S ud penod d1rectly .0 this Court, falhng which it shall

C be p1 esumed that elﬂ‘1°l you have no defer se to offer or you have declined to

B offel the same and acce pt the charg,es and in that case action. shall be taken

Cex parte S T

- Uzan Ali'(Baiiiff/Auwndant} o
-+ Labour Court D.I.Khan
s Dated: 26/11/2022 '{;’:

o
i

%una( K mn)

;)& SJ/Presiding Officer
N xabour Court D.I1.Khan

T mmmm. '
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o . * OFFICE OF THE PRISIDING OFFFCER + =
& @ISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE) LABOUR COURT, D1 KHAN,

M;z /L/C/mK/zoz . Dated: QA/JL 2022

STATEMENT OF ALLA GATIONS

mmé.mmm. e T e e o T BRI

?Ml';,Uzaii‘ Al

| Presently posted as - Bailiff of this Coust 0

I's* accused of 7 conuptxon mlsconduct —— anising out of the
- '-AF ollowmg acts of o1mss1on and comnnssmn

That whlle Josted as Bcuhff

o m thls Court you -

) R Embezzled/Mlsapploprzatpd the ﬁne am-unt collected by this court

: whmh was entzusted 10 yon for dey: st \Iatlonal Ghass Mandi Branch,

D I Khan :

R T Tampered w1th, .1'11-adevioVe1'writ_lEng;Qn-Voqchers.

g 111 FmgedtheSlgnatmes and Stamps of the Preéiding Ofﬁ'cer/s of this
= o Coun, "'lf‘oA'f‘ Nal.t;iioﬁial ‘. I;;émk and tts } _staf;fé’ or ,‘Distriét Accounts Ofﬁce‘

' D L Khan and 1ts ofﬁcel s/ofﬁczal or enroped them to w01k in collusion

o ‘w1th you to mlslead tlus Court an‘c there 1y caused hﬁge financial loss to

L e Nat1onal Excheque1 e

ljéz%/aw'

S Vl[rs na thm)
- D&SJ/PI‘QSIdIHU Officer
) LaL»our Cour't D.I.Khan

a
1
.
J



e OFFICE OF THE PRI SIDING OFFICER A e
(DISTRICT & S]:SSK()NS JUDGE) LALLOUR COURT, D.I. KHAN,

No. ;ggg /L/C/DIK/ZM* ‘ . - Dated: 4/41 /2022

Uzair Ali, »
Bailiff/Attendani,
Labour Court D.1.Khan.

Subject: - . SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

lhat it has come to the notlce of the undersigned that you have been;
embezzhng the fine amount collected by the Court since a number of years by
depositing in National Bank Account No. CO-2305 less than the amount collected.
and by tampenng/overwunm on the vouchels f01 the bank or by creating fake
VOUChelS with fake and fowed signatures and - )y afﬁxmg either fake and forged
51gnatu1es and stamps of the Bank officials or the original vouche1s or enroped
them to work in collusion w1th you before their submission in the Court. That you
have also been either fmgulg the signature ar: d stamp of the District Accounts
Office offici ials on the rromnl ly reconciliation siatements or en oped them t

in collusion with you.

Since the nature- of the allegatlons dgamst you are grave and they have
been proved as per the lettel of National Ban ( Ghass Mandi Branch D.I.Khan,
verifying the embe7zlement/1msapproprlat1on ly you, therefore, the undelslgned ,

has decided to dispense with the inquiry. unde1 Rule 5 (a) of Government Servants -

Efficiency & Dlsc1p11ne,Rules, 2011. : ‘

You are ther efo:e asked to show ciuse within s seven days as to why a
major/minor penalty under Lrovernment Servarits Efficiency & Dlsmplme Rules

2011, should not be, 1mposed against you, failin.y which it should be presumed that

- you have nothing to exp' 3 anc action under the concerned law shall be takeﬁ

D&SJ/Premdmg Officer
i Labour Court D.I. Khan

againsteysu.

I
[.



' Subject:  REPLY TO' CHAR,GE SHEET

Respected SU‘,

To-

r

" The Honourablc Presiding Offlcer | . / ;
Labour Court D L Khan

In comoliance with (Jharge Sheet bear ng No. 190/L/ C/DIK/

‘ 2022 dated 26 11 2022 the answerug official submits the

reply as under: ‘

'That the a.nswermg off1c1a1 is posted as: Ba1hff/ Attenda.nt and

by v1rtue of L. .. nature of his job desc ‘1pt10n and duties, theA '

answering ofﬁmal is nelther a custodla i of record of Accounts
of the Court nor the a_nswerlng Offl( Lal is an originator of

1Issuance of bank voucher/ challan of amount or to collect/

recelve cash amouqt to be deposﬂ :dd in bank but the

"charged. L o _ /

answenng off1c1a1 1., only a carner/ nessenger to dehver/ '

’handover the challar s/ vouchers of am: ount to the bank. It is

pertment to mentlon here that the «,harge Aembezzlement/

mlsapproprlatlon is not wed founded and amblguous as no

“detail of exact amount has been e mentmned for the

| embezzlement  of Whl"”h the a_nswer'ng official has been

N

That s1m1larly the answermg off1c1al *1as been charged for

.'Afﬁxmg fake and forged 31gnatures and stamps of the
ofﬁclals/ ofﬁcers of the Bank, but this charge is also without
founda’uon and Wlthout any proof as the answermg offzc1al

bemg a carrler has under obhgatmn tn deliver and handover
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the amount and chalian to the bank ofiicials, therefore fixing

responsibilities upcn the answering »fficial in respect of

" preparation documents which are to be prepared by the bank

off1c1als is not Just1f1ed but is w1thout fo mdatlon and baseless. -

That although the " answering. offlclal 1as been charged for

tempermg in vouchers and Affu(mg ake s1gnatu1‘e of the
!

presiding officer of th.e Court on vouchf;rs but in this respect

"ne1ther any iinquiry has been conduct =d nor the answermg-

-' ‘ ‘foICIal has been - confronted W1th hank record but the

'ansviferir_lg official hz—.‘;S been- ,cha.rged—sheeted straight away

without any conclusive proof.

. That smnlarly, the answering offmal 1as been charged for
_‘_.-Afflxmg fake and forged s1gnatures and stamps of the

‘:_off1c1als/ ofﬁcers “of the Accounts off1 e DIKha.n but thls

charge is also w1thout foundatmn and writhout any proof as, the .

; answermg offlc1a1 bemg a. carrier hcs under obhga’uon to '

dehver and handover the monthly Rec oncﬂ1at10n statements

\

to the concerned offjc1als of District AL counts Office D.I. Khan .

- and- it i 1s the JOb descrlpnon and duty cf the officials of District

Accounts office” D.L Khan to reconcﬂe the monthly Statement '
-y ‘

and it is not the Jo.b~desc1-1pt1on of te answering official to
reconcile  the ‘n‘fonthly »stateme':-'lt,' therefore - fix'iﬁg

‘resp‘_ons'ibili'ﬁies':_upon:_ the ansv&eﬁng; official in respect of

recoubiliatiOn of monthly statement 1s not justified but is '

without foundation and bascless..Thatsgfa]though the answering

LS

officialz"has. been c.llafged"for tempering in vouchers  and



Aff1x1ng fake 31gnatu1 > of the presiding officer of the Court on
vouchers but in this .respect neither any 1nquir_'y has been
conducted nor any report from FSL has Been sought but the - -
.‘ aﬁsweriﬁg offi:ciaiz}ﬂhasf‘lvaeen charged .st.farl:lght away without any

b

" conclusive proof.

4. That the acts, lapses and omission} 1 any, for which the

ahswering-'offié'rallﬂhas been '.charge-sh:éeted may not']Lb be
‘VC'énsmiered aﬁd treated as misconducr as from the date of
-";lirll'iti_alifa'i-_avplv?ointm'i;:nt_,‘ the. .an.sx&ering cificial has never been
:A involx}éd_in ﬂsuf(::h_li'ke.ﬁrlatféri thr(j{lghou‘f hié seﬁice and it isa
first tinie:;)f b_answéri;'-{é..off.iciél' w-vho has come across; such like . '
: Isi'tuatic').n‘.

-' It 15 theréfore ‘reques;ced that ‘he. charge sheet may‘

"please be w1thdrawn and the answermg Ufficial may please be

' ‘exonerated f1 om all the charges leveled aga1n° t hlIIl

The answeungj off1c1a1 may pl *ase “be provided an

' ~opp01tun1ty -of personal hea_rmg also

" Dated __ /1’2/‘202"2:_':; S

o Your l.:)bedient Servant

| Uzair Ali, - R
] Bailiff Labour Court
+ DIKlan

» - ST E A \

s



" The Honourabln Presiding Off1rer
. Labour Court I).I.Khan

" Subject: REPLY TO SHOW CAUSE NOTICE. .

E Resbected Sir,
‘In compliance with Show Cause Notice bearing No.

:192'/L/C/DIK/ 2022 dated 26.11.2022, the answering official

submlts the reply as undet
1 That the answermg 0ff1c1a1 is posted as Bauhff / Attendant and -
by virtue of " - nature of his _}Ob deés: ,rlptlon and dut1es the
answermg off1<:1al is nelther a custodn n of record of Accounts
' of’the Coklrt, nor the ‘answering offi‘-dial is an originator of
' 'ﬁissdahcé of l_oahk voucher/ challan ¢! amount or to collect/ -
"""re‘c,é.i"vé‘. cash "'.'a.thpu;nt_ td be ‘depo‘sz"‘ted, in bank but the
jaﬁs%zve'rin-g official is only a ‘carrier;.’rrieéséh}ger £o deliver/
handover ‘thel challé.r_ls/ | vouchers of _a'fnoudnt to the bank. Itis
p‘ertinént to méntign, hefe that £he (‘:k;drges of embezzlenient/ |
. misappropl‘iatiqn‘ris -,not well-founded " and ambiguous as no
. detailm-of- e'xaét“amoudt 1-1a.s I:;e.erih h~ -,-,2 « mentioned for the

embezzlement of which thé” answe iing official has been

charged. -
2. That blmllarly, the 'mswermg ofﬁclal las. been served with a o
J S o ’show cause NOtICC for Afflxmg fake ar: d forged signatures and

'_'stamps of . the ofﬁmals/off}cers of th= Bank but thlS show

- cause Nouce is also W1th0ut foundatlo 1 arid W1thout any proof

i

o

> as the answering OfflClaI bemg a‘carrle‘ﬁh' has under obligation to

i
1
T
\
|
4



deliver and handovef the amount and challan to the bank

off101als therefore ﬁmng 1espon51b1ht1» s upon the answermg

official in respect of preparatlon docur nents Wh1ch are to be

prepared by the bank off101als is not ustified but is without

foundation and basc—_'-.iess. That although the answering official
has been served with a show cause Notice for tempering in “
vouchers and Affixing fake signature o#; the presiding officer of .

the Court on vouchors but in this resyiect neither any inquiry

has been conducted nor the answering official has been

'confron_t‘e_d with Aba_nk record but .th<=.: answerln_g official has

been served with ' show cause Notlca straight away without -

any conclusive proof,

3. That similarly, the answering official has been served with a

- show causef_Notic’e“for Affixing: fake ar'd forged signatures and

> o

stamps of the offioi‘als/ officers of the £ ccounts office D.I.Khan,

but this charge is also without foun Jation and without any

proof ‘as. the answering official- beirg a carrier has under

obhgatlon to.deliver, and handover th‘ monthly Reconciliation

statements “to the concerned off1c1.: is of District Accounts.

:Office D.I;Khan anri it is _‘the job deefzription and duty of the
officials of District Accounts office I'1Khan to reconcile the
'monthly sfatemen{_-.a11'd it is. ﬁot th2 job description of the
' _answ.ering ‘official to ‘reco-hcile-th‘enﬁioriithly statement, therefore._

| fixing 1espon81b1htles upon the ansvv( rlng official in respect of

reooncﬂlatlon of monthly statemen’t 1s not ]us’uﬁed but is

Wlthout foundamon and ,baseless. Théi,t although the answering
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. official has been served with a show c.use Notice for tempering

in vouchers and Affixing fake signatu'::e of the presiding officer |

- of the Court on \ouche1s but in 1%113 respect nelther any

t'

’ Inqulry has been conducted nor any report from FSL has been

sought but the answering off1c1a1 has;been served with a show

cause Notice straight away without ar.y conclusive proof.

‘That the acts, lapses and omissiosi if any for which the

-answering official has been served with a show cause Notice

may not to be-~cohsidered and treate:l as misconduct as from

- . T Rz

~ the date of initial' - appointmeht,ﬂ tte answering official has

- never been involved in such like matier throughout his service

- and it is a first time of answering offi ‘ial who has come across .

- suc':h like .situaition-.' .

It is, therefo'e requested thatthe Show Cause Notice

fmay please be Wlthdrawn and the answer: ng offlclal may please be

' ,exonerated from all the Charges leveled aganst him.

The ~answering official may please be provided an

"oppertunity of personal hearing also.

' 'Dated :

- Your- Obedient Servant
/12/2022

' Uzair Ali,
o Bail:ff Labour Court
. : o D.I.<Xhan
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.~ The Honourable Presuhng Ofﬁce1
- Labour Court D.I.Khan

" Subject: REPLY TO'STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.

ReSpected’ Str,

v
b

In comphance th statement of illegatlons bearlng No

.191/L/C/DIK/ 2022 dated 26 11.2022; "the answering official -

sub_mlts the reply. as under:

1.

That the answering official is posted «s. Bailiff/ Attendant and "

“by virtne of i . nature of his. job de: cnptmn and duties, the
answenng OfflClal 1 3 nelther a CuStOd] an of record of Accounts '
"of the Court nor the answering of mal is an originator of
Alssuance‘ of bank 'roucher/ challan nf amount or to collect/

recewe cash amount to be depos 1ted in  bank but the

'answenng ‘official is only ‘a carrie: /messenger to deliver/

‘handover the challdns / vouchers of ¢ mount to the- bank It is

-pertlnent -' to mentlon - here -‘-tha; the allegations of

¥

~embezzlement/ mwappropnatmn is not well-founded and

_ambiguous-as no' detail of exact amr aunt has been SRR SR

"mentloned for the embezzlement ¢! which the answerlng

| official has been served w1th statemen; of allegatlons

That srmﬂar]y, the answenng off1e1a] has been served with

statement of allegftf ions for Afﬁxmg fuJ(t ‘and forged signatures

4‘5

and stamps of the ofﬁcxals/ofﬁcers tof the Ba_nk ‘but these

‘ allegatlons are also W1thout foundatlc ' and without any proof

* ms the answerlng ofnclal belng a carrie r has under obligation to




deliver and handove: the amount and challan to the b'ank .

officials, therefore fixing. responsibilities upon the answering .
U . f N

official in respect of preparation docurents which are to. be

prepared byA thez-ﬁbentt officials isvnot j%gsttfied but is without
' foundétion and baseless. That although the.ahswering official
. has been served Vv"ith statement of etlleg;attorts for tempering in
vouchers- an-d: Affixih;-; fake signature of the hresicling officer of
the Coutt on ;ou'ehers but in th_is respect neither any.‘inquiry -
has- been Zzohductect nor the- answering official has been
confronted With' bank r'ecerct but the _’ansx.;vering official has
been served}~vxx;it11l staternent “of allezations straight away
without any _'conclusi,'vi'e pfoef.. |
3 "‘That' similarly, the ahswerihg official has been served with
'-staterheht of ellegati'r)hs.f-or A.ffixing' fak.e and forged Signetures
and stamps of the 'offictals/ officers of the ftccounts office .
D.1.Khan, .but t_hesé allegations ere ¢lso without foundation
and.WithoutAany ,iares_bf as the:'ahéwerih;g official beihg a.carr-ier
has .under obligaticn to de}tivetr,and -handov;er the. monthly
Reeohciiiation statements :'te the -Conef-rned'ofﬁcials of District
',Accounts Off1ce D.L Khan and 1t 1s the ob descr1pt1on and duty
of the off1c1als of Dl‘)tl 1ct Accounts offl e D. 1.Khan to reconcxle
" - the monthly statement and it is not thge job description of the
ansWering official togreco.ncile‘ .t'hetnon'l'hiy- etatement therefore
‘ flxmg respon31b1ht1es u}eon the answe1 mg off1c1al 1n respect of

: reconc1hat1on of monthly statement 1s not Justlﬁed but is

» Wlthout foundatmn a.nd baseless. That although the answering
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official has been sérved with sﬁtate_ment of allegations ‘for

tempering in vouchers and Affixing ‘ake signature of the

presiding officer of the Court on voucl'i-{srs but in this respect

. neither any inquiry has been conduct(lfd nor any report from .

FSL hasAbeen' s'-oug?‘nt‘but the answiring official has been
served with- statement of allegations étf;;;ighf away without any

conclusive proof.

v:,ffhat"the Acts, llaps._es -aﬁd omission . if any for which the

- _:answérillg.‘ 'offici.al has been se’rve;i - with stafement of .
‘.altljegati(jns: ~mé$f "not to be COﬁéid.;ered_ and tréated -aé
misconduct” as fI'OU"l the: date of ini}LiaLl’;_i‘. appointment, the-
SR .a'ilswgriflg official has név-er been"in:vo%l. vé-d in such like matter

throuighout his service and it is a first tume of answering official

“ who has come across such like situatica.:

LIt is,’ thei'ef(ﬁ"é, : requééted that the statement of

. - N ! P :
allegations may please be withdrawn and the answering official may -

‘plea'se. be exonerated from all the dllegations;ieveled against him."

Dated ___/12/202%

The answering official ,}nay rlease be provided an

B op’portunity of personal. h,{-earing‘als-o. '

- Your 'Obé‘dient Sei;vant

l'Uzai; Ali, .
.. Bailif Labour Court

N NUE " 'Bllhan :




°F : *E2E" QFFICE OF THE PRESIDING OF) [‘ICE}R
; (DISTRICT & SESSI«!)NS JUDGE) LA3OUR COURT, D.LIKCHAN.
: | Ph: & Fax No. 0966:3280093 -
Email: ﬂabourmurtdnkhax @gmazl com
No. /L/C/DIK/ZOZ\ : Dated _ ___/2023

o
FYEMRESIRIIIRD »

s et

ORDER *

A random inspection of the fine %jecord of the instant Court led to
revea]ing 'overwriting/tampering with the vp;:evious vouchers of this Court
pertaining to the tenure of two Learned Predec'essors.in‘ofﬁce. This gave rise to
suspicion that fine amount had been misappropriated before deposit in' Head of
‘Account No. CO-2905 at Nai_tional Bank of Pak:stan Main Branch D.I.Khan. As a
result, a letter was written for Reconciliation/Verification to Manager National
Bank of Pakistan along. with the details of some of the vouchers ‘jchat were
suspected o have been tampered with. As pe:rcihe reply of the Manager National
Bahk of Pakistan'Main Branch, the fine amount ‘in"some of the suspected vouchers
was found to have been deposited less than the a.:ﬁount collected by the Court.

Mr. Sheikh Uzair Ali Bailiff/Attendant o~ this Court who was appointed on
30/04/2016 had been, since: his initial appom ment attached Wlth the accounts
branch of the instant Court by my Learned Py edecessor in office and had been
deputed for all matters of currying cash and d)cuments with the Banks and the
D1st11ct Accounts Office D.I.i<Chan. At different ‘imes he had been issued Authority
Letters for matters connected with the Ban's and District Accounts Office’
D.I1.Khan by my Learned Pledecessom in.office (Copies available on file). During
the tenure of the undels1gnea as well, the abov : mentioned Accused Official had
been continuing the duty of cleposn of fine amc unt into the designated account of
National Bank of Pakistan Main Branch D.L I\ha 2. |

‘ Wi though the vouchers for the tenure )f the undeISlgned contamed ne
\\ \\Qﬁwawrmng or tampering, howeveI the smpmc n that arose at the. time was if the
above mr-‘ntloned accused official had been conti. mmg to embezzle the fine an;l;:munt
since Feb‘;uary 2020 then wh’ y would he dISCOI’H’l‘lue ‘rhe practice duri Ing the tenure
of the undersigned? Therefore, to clear this sus y1c10n a letter was against written
to Manager National Bank of Pakistan Main B; anch D.J.Khan with the details of

vouchers since 25/11/2016 unt;] November 2022eand it was directed that the detajls
of the amount of fine deposx ed be provided to! thls Court. Some of the copies of

vouchers of the tenure of the undersigned (w nch contained no overwriting or
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tampering) were alsg annexed with the letter and it was directed that the q1gnatures

of the officials of the bank and the stamp of the tank be also verified.

- As per the ’rep[v of tho \/Iandgus of Natio: ml Bank of* Pakistan Main Branch
D.I.Khan dated 06/ 12/202’7 ‘as suspected it - vas confirmed that the Accused
Official had .indulged in emoezzIPment of fine- amount since 27 February 2020
initiallv by tampering-and ow-:rwntmg of Court vouchers and later on by preparing

duplicate vouchers with lesser amount of fine than the amount entrusted to him for

deposit. The amount in some of the vouchers had notieven: been deposited at all.

The same reply, however, stooped short of verification-of signatures of officials of

the Bank and stamps of the Bank on the annexed vouchers. _
Another letter was written to DAQ D.I.KJwan on 28/11/2022 for verification

of signature and stamp of the officials of District Account Office on the Monthly

Réconciliation Statements. [t was also directed that the bank copies of the Court

vouchérs of the tenure of the' undel 51gned be als: provided. As per the reply dated
.'01/ 12/2022 of the District Comptrollers of Acc:,)unt_sD.I.Khan, it was stated that
the signatures and stamps of iferiﬁcation on the I\‘fionthlv Reconciliation Statements
were not owned except for fhe months of Ma ch 2020 and August 2022. This
means that fake and forged. Jlgnatur es and fake stamps of verification had: been
affixed on the Monthly Recmclhatlon Stateme: 1ts of this Court by the Accused
fo' cial. The Accused thcya had been involved in embezzlement even in the
months of March 2020 and :fzi-‘mglist 2022, howevef,"the verification by District
Account Office D.I1.Khan on the Monthly Recor-lciliation Statements of these two
months was owned by the District Comptrollel o Accounts D.I.Khan. Thr ouqh the
same Iettel the bank copies ot the Court vouche1 for the tenure of the undersigned
were also prov1ded accordmo to which lesser amount of fine amount than the

amount entrusted fox deposﬁ was entered i in the ¢ ald vouchers and a fake signature

wa bie\q\ atﬁxed ofthe P1esxclr*1g Officer of Labo 1r Court on the said vouchem
A
WO

After rece1pt of the reply dated 11/1 1/2024 of \/e11ﬁcat10n/Rec0nmhat10n by
the Manaoer Natlonal Bank Mam Branch D. I th

Govemment Servants (Efﬁmency & D1501phne) (ules 2011 were 1n1t1ated against

the Accused Official and m view of the ple,,ence of ‘sufficient documeman

evidence against the Accused Ofﬁmal under Ru': e 5(a) and Rule 7 of Government

Servant (Efficiency & DISLIp ine) Rules, 2011, g[anII’V was dispensed with. The

Accused Official was issued Lharge Sheet, Sta lement of Allegations and Show

Cause notice and was dir ecrc*d to submit his r: ply mthm Seven Days. As the

i, dlsclplmary proceedings under
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nature “of allegatién‘: agninst the accused official were for Financial

Mlsappl‘opl]atlon Corrupno“ and Misconduct te was also placed in SUQPGHQIOH f

under rule 6 of Government Servant E&D Rules 2011 for a period of 90 days.

The Accused Ofﬁmal ‘Ubﬂ’llt’[?d his writ =n replies according to which he‘f :

adm»:tted that he had been a carrier of official do:uments and cash to and from the'

Bank and the District ACC(Z’D:F;.I‘ItS Office D.LKlan. The allegations against _the

- Accused Official are also that he being a caf‘t"ier of cash amount of fine and

%&Nﬁ

vouchers to the bank and Monthly Reconcil ation Statements to the District

Account office D.I.Khan had indulged in embez':lement of the cash amount of fine

and had made overwriting/tar:pering on the vouchers of this Court and had affixed

fake signature of the Presiding Officer of this i;‘f'lourt as well as fake and forged B

signatures of the officials of Mational Bank of Pzz-.-:istan and District Account Office

D.I.Khan as well as had affix=d their fake and fd’;’ zed stalﬁps.

The accused official had admitted before té{ze undersigned on 10/11/2022 that

he_had,.cc)olnmittéd a mistake ‘and he had apolog 7ed for the same. On 01/12/2022. '
he had appeared accompanied by his mother anc¢ his mother had pleaded for mercy !
for her son and had stated that her son had-committed a mistake and some

consideration be shown to him. On both these oc;:asion the accused official and his .

mother had promised to return the embezzled am: wnt.

On 09/12/2022. the instant file was senfj_: to Secretary Labour Department

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, b.eingr th'eiAppointing Authority under Rule -
4 (3)(bX(ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Se:;;jvants Appointing, Promotion and - |
Transfer Rules, 1989 read with Rule (2) of I{;fh‘yber Pakhtunkhwa Government

Rules of Business, 1985 for ]"i?'ocee‘ding departmt"-i htally against the accused official

under the relevant law and 11‘163 It was also requested that criminal proceedings

under the 1eIevant law be initiated against the4 Accused Official. However, the

Kgstant\ tﬁle was retumed hy Section Offi ceu (Labour) through letter dated

)12/"50 2 and 1t was 1eques ‘ed that necessary EX tion be taken against the accused
official bv the undelsxgnml being the A bpomtmg Authonty under the
Appomtment Promotion and- nansfer Rules, 19?9

Undel Rule 7(d) of (Jnvemmen Servant' (Efﬁcwncv & Discipline) Rules.

2011 the accused official was ‘given opportumty,of personal hearing. The accused

 official stated that he wanted to rely on his writte! 1 replies, already submitted.

The replies of the Managers of” Nanona 'Bank of Pakistan Main Branch

i
{

‘D.LKhan (Copies available cn file) and of the Jistrict Comptroller of Accounts |



j\.»

Y,

27

D I.Khan (Copy available o ﬁie) and the fact “hat the accused official had been

and the District Account office D.1.Khan, whlc}'- has been admitted by the accused

ofﬁCIal in his written lephes mcl the fact that si: e 27 February 2022, the accused

| ofﬁmal had started to embez/ ie the firie amount )y either overwriting/tampering of

Court vouchers or affixing fake signatures of theE Presiding Officer of Labour Court

D.I.Khan and afﬁxing either fake and forged éigfs'xatures of the officials of National

Bank of Pakistan Main Branch D.1.Khan and Di #rict Account Office D.I.Khan and -
also affixing fake and forged stamps of these tw o departments or taking advantage |
of the carelessness of the officials of these two Jepartments or by recruiting them
for assistance in his illegal?mleavor had provzd that the Accused Official was |
mvolved in couuptlon as dufined under Rule 2 (g)(ii) of Khybe; Pakhtunkhwa "
Gox ernment Servants (Effic: ency & Disciplir 2) Rules, 2011, therefore, Malor'

Penaltv of dlSlmssal from service is 1mp0<ed ur: ler Rule 4(b)(iv) read with Rule 7

proviso of Government Servints ( (Efficiency & 1D13c1p1me) Rules, 2011. Needful

be done and entry m hhep/w evant register b made and relevant quarters be
informed. Under Rule £2) ‘of Government S rvants (Efficiency & Discipline)
Rliles.‘201 I, as the accused .l;;ls committed embgzzlememt of Lacs of Rupees being
a Govefnment Ser'i/ant,_ therefore, the'Superint(:i.ndent of this Court is directed to
take ﬁp registration of case as complainant ur'der the relevant laws against the
accuSed ' fdr the - offerises %0mmittéd b-yl hih, with the Assistant Director

Anticorruption Establishmen: D.LKhan Circle as 'soon as possible.

/-

-/“

. R /!
(Mre Hina Khan) “%
- Airthority/Pr esiding Officer e
A ,‘Jabour Court D.1.Khan
EndstNo._ ¢ - &  /L/C/DIK/2023 . Dated: %7/ j2s23

Copy quwarded to:

‘ Sﬁgretalv Labour, Deps u’! ment of Labour; mhybez Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
: ” - District Account Office, D.I.Khan. 4

.V “3. Official Concelned I . _' /

QM’M&

~ (Myrs. Hina Kﬂmm)
- A 1thor1ty/Pre31chng Officer
~abour Court D.I.Khan
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APPBAL AGAINST THE ORDER BEARING Endst. Ne.6.
8/1./C/DIK/2023 D\TED 04.01,2023, PASSED BY THE
LEARNED FPRESID.NG QFFICE, TABOUR COURT,
DLEHAY, WHERER 7 MAJOR PENALTY OF *)fumms:m_;
W SHRVICE WA .,' AWARDED TO THE APP ELLANY.
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s kinC Ts—the hcaows o submit the following  sw

smissies for vour good-s Il ond considerations:

Fhat e wppellant had beer seiving as Bailiflt/Altendant in the

Lebour Ceurt, D.LKhan and was charge sheeted on the followiag

<

Adlegntion:

L ink -"r:zlc*d/m.r'sc‘!pprop ialed money out of fine amount
eolicsted by this Courl nd enirusled to you for deposit
in ascount head CO-2905 of National Bank Main

Erariziv DL han.

i Affocd joke signatures on Presiding Officer of this
Coui on vouchers, (cupered/mace overtwriting on
vouchiers and either affi ced fuke and forged signalures
and siamps vf Brnk of 'Clu.lu or.enroped them to work

in callus on wwith you.
- 1

HL Affixed foke and forged signatures and stamps of
nffice 's/.,J.lc:aL» of Distict Accounts Office, D.IKhan, .

on Monthly Reconcilicticn Sictements or enroped them

. . Vot
to ok in collusion witl. ijour

Toplea of (P issuing chuarge ¥heet and statement of altegation:

e . ‘ - n
e A A Bl I respactiv dly.
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considered 1: an integral xrt & parcel of this appeal;

et - and T may als) be afforded with opportunity os

aeen
< r)lus\CJ.u,\ Ty s
"

f')(ff'l'-!'”",};. SLat e,

- . P

S winww of the abowve hamac submissions, the appellan

L

(e

s.hes weur Tind honour U pleasc cancel/sct aside the.

e .
P N R

aond froun se vice orvder and o) pellant may please be reinstatee

ey s eesrimn sribh 1L hack Benclits
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Yours raost obedient Servant,

[ - -

YO0y Junuarr, L3

_ UZAIR ALI
) Ex-BailifffAttendant,
Labour Court, D.J.Khan.

LA R v.- "."l”]":

celared 1 oath (hat all the para-wisce contents
true and correct lo the best of m-
has been deliberately concealed.

osolemnly oemed &d
ol Lhis appe s s ,"n.(,nl.xuon i
aovledge wo- L leiic], and nolhn
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Presiding Officer,
Lataur Court D Khan.

SU{‘MGI - Apg
| SEZEAC ASAINST r .
BIL CID Ki s HE OFDER pgz
OF SonhE AN _DATED: 301 555 MG ENDORSMENT o .
.CER LABOUR COURT " LKE: SSED BY PRESIDING

™ ar Maam

L ars di-ected ¢ .

vIE0 10 refer to the ;5 it e
Cupy of an appey, obmitag 5 ‘ ot noted anove and to enclose hergwith
& o by r’vjr 'Jf{vgl Ah El'Ballml AﬂEﬂdan! l-abOUf g\oun

D1 Khan gatec 13.0 3 vy
LT 2023 with the regus :
raised i the g l  reauestio tend -« your comments on the guints
Peeal as reaqured inder e 170 0f the Khyber Paviwunin
Gay N . : ' o st
Joveriment Servents (Efficiency arg Disc:pll 1e) Rules, 2011 1o proceed further iy the

matter, please.

Euclosed ay above:-

Py Gy, ) .
{. H
I ndst: No. & Dateeven; 70 7 { '

Copv of the above = forwarded to the: -ff .

i.
V1 Uzair Ali Ex- Bawff/ Attendant Labour f?*:ourt D.I Khan Clo Supentendan
Labour Court Bl K+an ' ,

2 PSto Secretary 'abour Department lihyber ﬁatmu{nxhwa, Resnarar
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2y GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA ﬂ ST

(g
54 3 | \“
%» F { ABOUR DEPAF TMENT e (b '
Y -
&% o
e

No-Stl b s-342022V el i

Date: Peshawar, the 08. 03.2023
To

Mr. Uzair Al

Ex-Bailiffl Attendent

Labour Court D 1 K 1an.

Cio Superintenden. Labour Court D.1.1han

Subject: - EEMM_E_@.WNG AGAINST ‘' HE _ORDER PASSED BY THE
PRESIDING OFFIC ER LABOUR COL RT D.L.KHAN

| am directed {0 efer lo your appe: | datec 13.01.2023 cn the subjec
noted abcve and to inform to appear before tht zppellate authority/ Secretary 1
Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Labour Depi iment on Wednesday 15.03.202,
at 42:00 Noon in his office at Cial Secretanat Pest awe” You may bring any documer!

,

in defence of your appeal

SE(;I'I\O/\\\ BOUF)
FEndst: No, & Date evens
Copy of the above is forwar ed to the:
1 Presiding Officer Labouf Court D 1.Khan.

’
I

2 PS to Secretary. Labour Department Khybt r Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, /

(N
\\




GOVERNMENT OF I{HYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
LABOUR - JEPARTMENT

No:OL(LD)/5-54/2022/Vol-IVLC D.I Kharl

1' , - !
! . Date 1 Peshawar, the 11.05.2023 ’ﬁ

i

To

1. The Presiding Officer,
Labour ‘>ourt D.1.Khan.

7 Sheikh Uzair Ali,
Ex-Baili § / Attendent
Laobur _ourt, D. | Khan.

——

Subject: - APPEAL AGAINST THE OFDER BEARING ENDORSMENT N)J 6-
i 8/L.CID.I.LKHAN DATED: 01.01.2023 PASSED BY_ PRESIDING
OFFICER LABOUR COURT :).L.KHAN WHEREIN MAJOR PEN/LTY

OF DISNISSAL FROM _S=RVICE WAS AWARDED TO THE

APPELLANT.

B . ‘ i . 1 .
| am directzd to refer to the stject noted above and to enclose hef ?wnth
b

the decision of the appeilate autﬁority in the nstant appeal.

:

:
.
L

Encl as above c - /
| S / : SEC 'OQCJ\UQ!/E)J;(ABOUR)
. - . \ i \ .
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| ‘f':iislovsRNMENT_CfF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -« _
: . LABOUR EPARTMENT )C?

DEPARTMENTAL API'EAL OF SHEIK1 UZAIR ALl EX-BAILIFF /
ATTENDANT LABOUR CC URT D.LKHAN

©  Date of decision: 31.03.2023

-

Accused, Sheikh Uzair A{i, ex-Bailiff / Attend‘.:mt, Labour Court D.l.Khan preferred
departmental appeal against the order dated 04.01.2023, passed by the learned
Presiding Officer, Labour Cou:f, D.I Khan, where.y Major Penalty of dismissal from -~
service was awarded to the _éppetlant. Record r,if the case was requisitioned and

-~ comments on the points raised‘;in the appeal were pbtained from the Presiding Officer,
Labour Court D. [.Khan. The ac cused official was’afi‘orded opportunity of defence which
he availed through personal he:iring. | -

2. The accused official cotld not substantiate “he points raised in the appeal. Tﬁe

inquiry had been carried out,_:strictly‘ under the relevant provisions of_ the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Government Segfvants (Efficiency Ezé\d Discipline) Rules 2011 and no

procedural violation was obse ved. The accusedsbﬁicia! was afforded opportunity of

‘defence by the appomtlng aut-iority whsch he hac availed through submission of his

written replies and ‘a‘chance of Jersonal hearlng

3. :—mv.ug Suit ae"te»_.!.iﬁ 2peal, ex planaton o th

(I)
Q)

accused official during *9-\(:‘.9!
hearing, and perusal of the case record with pa ’ncular reference to observance of
relevant proced_ure coupled with evidence on record, | am of the opinion that the
-accused official has not been able to prove his inr:ocence; Whereas enough evidence
'r'egarding acts o'f commission and omission;t cm-'bt:ﬁa@acsusednmﬂ#ﬁhe:oﬁme was .

o avallable to connect the accused official with the cc mmission of offence. Therefore, the - ‘

~Iunder319ned in_his capacrty as appellate authority uphold the orderrmgor penalty and .
" reject t'heAap'peaI being devoid of merit. '

H
MW .
- SECRETARY TO GCVT. OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- ABOUR DEPARTMENT | APPELLLATE AUTHORITY

GEC R’E TARY
to Gov*: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Labour Department
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