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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR%

APPEAL NO.7471/2021 MR. SAJID SARDAR WATCHER (BPS-7) WILDLIFE DIVISION
KOHAT V/S GOVT OF PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH SECRETARY ENVIRONMENT,
FORESTRY AND WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR AND OTHERS

Mr. Sajid Sardar 
Wildlife Watcher (BPS-7) 
Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat
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PETITIONER
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The Secretary, Environment Forestry and Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
The Chief Conservator Wildlife, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat.
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PETITIONER

VERSUS
The Secretary, Environment Forestry and Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
The Chief Conservator Wildlife, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat.
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1.
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3.

AFFIDAVIT

Muhammad Sajjad, Sub-Divisional Wildlife Officer, office of the DFO
oath that the contents of para wise 

true and correct to the best of my

I,
Wildlife Kohat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

comments on behalf of Respondent No.Ol, 02 & 03 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.

on

are

lija

ryT

CNIC# 15402-6907634-9

0301-3047590

N



AUTHORITY LETTER

Muhammad Sajjad, Sub-Divisional Wildlife Officer (BPS-17) is hereby

authorized to attend Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar on behalf of
versusthe undersigned in the Service Appeal No.7471/2021 “MS Sajid Sardar

Climate Change, Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department &Secretary
others” on each and every date of hearing in the case regularly till final decision is

taken by the Court.

amad^uhamm£ d Abd- 
Divisioni.l For^t Ofii^r
Kohat Wldli^^iidsi 

^^hat
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.7471/2021 MR. SAJID SARDAR WATCHER (BPS-7) WILDLIFE DIVISION
KOHAT V/S GOVT OF PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH SECRETARY ENVIRONMENT.
FORESTRY AND WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR AND OTHERS

Mr. Sajid Sardar 
Wildlife Watcher (BPS-7) 
Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat

1.

.63M^
7llolb3
r\’<PETITIONER

VERSUS

The Secretary, Environment Forestry and Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
The Chief Conservator Wildlife, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat.

1.
2.
3.

RESPONDENTS
■*,

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKTHUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
DATED 19.06,2020 AND 13.04.2021 RECEIVED ON 21.04,2021 WHEREBY
THE PENALTY OF SSTOPPAGE OF THREE INCREMENTS AND
RECOVERY OF 593.500 IS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AND
AGAINST NOT DECIDING THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WITHIN 90 DAYS OF STATUTORY PERIOD

JOINT PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 TO 3 FACTS;

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action.

2. That the appeal is barred by law.

3. That this Honorable Tribunal lack jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.

4. That the appeal is bad for non-joinder and mis-joinder.

ON FACTS:

1. Correct to extent of appointment order. However, the performance in the official duty of 

the appellant at Kotal Wildlife Park was weak.

2. Correct.

3. Incorrect. The charges recorded in the chargesheet were proved and the penalty was 

accorded under the rules.

4. Incorrect. The appellant was posted in Kotal Wildlife Park on 04-12-2018 and incident 

reported on 20/12/2019, therefore, during the period, progress reports were submitted on 

monthly basis and the appellant along with other staff of Kotal Wildlife Park did not 
rais^ any objection in the figures of animals in the reports with actual figures on ground.

5. Incorrect. Proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant. Moreover, reply 

of the charge sheet was also submitted by the appellant to the Enquiry Officer (Annex-A) 

and considered but during the process of enquiry, the charges leveled against the 

appellant were proved.



(?)
6. Incorrect. The Show Cause was issued according to the Rules and reply of the appellant 

not satisfactory (Annex-B), hence the penalty was accorded as per E&D rules, 2011

(Annex-C).

7. Correct, the action has been taken under E&D rules, 2011.

8. Incorrect. The Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa showed dissatisfaction 

with the previous enquiry (Annex-D) hence being competent authority, the Chief 

Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has constituted a committee to conduct de

enquiry under the rules (Annex-E). The order was handed over to the appellant but

he did not request for provision of enquiry report at any stage.

I# was

novo

9. Incorrect, the respondent No.3 (DFO Wildlife Kohat) forwarded the departmental appeal 

to concerned quarter within the statutory period of 90 days (Annex-F) and Respondent 

No.2 returned the same with the observations that appeal is full of discrepancies and
also late from the prescribed periodneeds proper scrutiny (Annex-G) and the appeal 

of 30 days, but in the meanwhile the period of 90 days was also completed and no further 

made. However, the appellant filed another appeal on 21-09-2022 directly to

was

process was
Respondent No.l, which was not considered being time barred vide Section Officer 

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Climate Change, Forestry, Environment and

Wildlife Department letter No.SO(Estt)/FE&WD/l-5/2019/MF, dated 02-03-2023

(Annex-H).

GROUNDS;

A) Incorrect. The orders were issued on merit in accordance with the prevailing Rules, Laws, 

facts and material on record.

B) Incorrect and baseless allegation without any ground reality and proof. The appellant has 

always been treated according to law, rules, which is evident with the fact that the 

appellant applied for vacant post of Deputy Ranger Wildlife (BPS-11) in the same office 

and department and was selected on merit vide DFO Wildlife Kohat Order No.16, dated 

08-10-2021 and is currently working as Incharge Wildlife Check posts in Kohat Wildlife 

Division. Moreover the posting transfer has been made as per S.No.lO (Posting & 

Transfer) of KP civil servant Act, 1973 rules, whereby clearly mentioned of that every 

Govt, servant will serve anywhere in the province by order of competent authority.

C) Incorrect. Full opportunity of personal hearing and personal defense was provided to the 

appellant (Annex-I).

D) Incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted and proper procedure was followed under 

relevant rules, laws as explained in Para-C above (Annex-J).

E) Incorrect. The upper scale in the instant case was BPS-16. The Chief Conservator 

Wildlife is appointing authority upon BPS-16 as such then de-novo enquiry was made by 

Chief Conservator Wildlife and then penalty order has also been issued by Chief 

Conservator Wildlife. Hence the order has been issued properly as per law and rules.

V



^2)
F) - Incorrect. The charges encoded in the charge sheet were the same and competent

authority has considered and reviewed the case after de-novo enquiry and the penalty 

order has accordingly been issued as per E&D rules 2011. Moreover the penalty imposed 

upon the accused is minor vide rule-4(l)(a)(ii) &(iii) of E & D rules 201 land not major 

penalty as questioned by the appellant in his appeal.

G) Incorrect. Proper procedure has been adopted as per E&D rules, 2011.

H) Incorrect. All the codal formalities have been fulfilled in the case. The appellant has not 

applied for provision of enquiry report. However if the appellant need enquiry report, the 

documents will be provided after his application.

I) As per reply in Para-C above.

J) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible in the negligence charges which were 

provided against him in enquiry process.

K) Incorrect. The appellant was found negligence and inefficient by very Senior Officers of 

the Department being Enquiry committee. Moreover, it is correct that the appellant was 

transferred to Kotal Wildlife Park on 04-12-2018 but after a period of one year i.e. 

12/2019, the appellant and other staff of Kotal Wildlife Park did not report the actual 

number of animals. So, it was the prime responsibility of the Wildlife Watcher to protect 

and ensure availability of the animals in Park premises. The appellant was also 

responsible to report the actual figure of animals in the park, but was not reported 

properly.

L) Incorrect. As per comments in Para“K” above.

M) The respondents may also be allowed to raise additional grounds at the time of hearing.

In view of above the appeal may be rejected, upheld the Office Order No.146, dated_ 
13/04/2021, issued by Respondent No.2 i.e. Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa being Competent authority.

Chief Conse'^ator Wildlife
y Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar
(Respondents No. 02)

«ret;
Climai^

Environment & Wildlife Department
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondents No.Ol)

orestry,

EoresfTOf
Kohat WidlifeD'^'

icer

I oh^ 
(Responc eitts N
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rwARGE SHEET
Wildlife pivision Kohat, hereby charge you,♦ . % Muhammad Abdii Samad, Divisional Forept Office 

^Mr. Muhammad Saiid as folio a s;

That you, while posted 
following irregularities:

(a) Those accordin| lo the
11/2019 inKotal Wildlife Park.

:,s WildUfejjvatcheiilBP^ ^otal Wildlife Park, committed the1

1-

monthly reports the following animals have been reported upto

TotalFemaleMaleName of animal spp
Chinkara 
Mouflan sheep 
Hog deer

S# 03031- 3221112- 0803 •053- 4327Total 16

As reported by the l^ange Officer Wildlife vide his letter No. lOSA'P dated 20/12/2019 the 

Park, Hwever, except above only three Hog Deer are currently existed m the facility as.

=Tota! 04OlFawn02 FemaleOlMale
vieiv above situation you have committed injustice to assignment by

(b) Keeping in
originating huge lOSS to the department.

(c) It appears that > oa have not discharged duty fiilly devoted and proved yourself to be
unproductive with lethargic presentation.

(dj The unpleasant occurrence ofmissing animals in the facility have neither reported
infoimL by ar.'.one on his part which directly reflected doubtful concert as well ^ 
discouraging coi omitment to the post. Rather the reported animals whatsoever in the past 
have otherwise now seems false & proxy meaning.

nor

By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of mis-conduct and inefficiency under rule 3 of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkh^ ,a Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 and have 
rendered yourself liable co all or any of the penalties specified in rule 4 of the rules ibid.

2-

are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within seven days of the receipt ofYou
this charge sheet to the inquiry officer.

3-

Your written defence, .f any, should reach the inquiry officer within the specified period, faiUiig 

which it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte action

shall be taken against you.

4-

Intimate whether you tit sire to be heard in person. /\

Divisional F^est Officer 
Kohat Wildl .f^ Divisiojj^

Ko

(rmV- ' 0 k«'

.. .. .
it (

V
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OFFICE OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 
KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT

0922-5143.93 
dfokohat@.gmail.com

Address: H#05, Sector D-II, Phase-II, KDA

Phone:
Email:

\

Mr. Muhammad Sajid 
Wildlife Watcher 
Kohat Wildlife Division

/WL (KT) Dated Kohat the M /202Q.

Subject: - SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Memo:
The Show Cause Notice (in duplicate) duly signed by the undersigned is 

enclosed herewith for necessary action and reply accordingly.

Please acknowledge receipt.

Ends; as above:

Divisional Forest Officer 
Kohat \vydlife Division 

Kohat

Koiiat \1M
Ko[

Range1

i



It:-

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

1 Muhammad Abd-us-Samad, Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, as 
competent authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency 
and Discipline) Rules-2011 do hereby serve you Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Watcher 
at Kotal Wildlife Park as follow.

Due to your negligence, the animals were escaped from Kotal Wildlife Park 
and you being responsible of the Park have not reported the same while the 
animals were shown available in the monthly progress reports submitted to 
this office regularly.
That consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you by the 
Enquiry Officer / Enquiry Committee for which you were given opportunity 
of hearing, and

1.

11.

On-going through the findings of the Enquiry Officer / Enquiry committee, 
the material on record and other connected papers including your defense 
before the Enquiry Officer / Enquiry committee.

111.

I am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions specified in rule-3 of 
the said rules;

a. In-efficiency

» As a result thereof, I, as competent authority, have tentatively decided to
' impose upon you following penalties under rule-14 (4)(b) of the rules ibid.

1. Stoppage of two consecutive increments
2. Recovery of Rs.87000/- (Rupees Eighty seven thousands only)

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

If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its receipt by you. It 
shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall 
be taken against you.

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

Enel; As above:

Muhamniad Abd-us-Samad 
Divisio: m Forest Officer 
Kohat TOldlife Division 

nKohat
ComjgenEAiithopfty"

— I

I

,1!
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,SS,.™ »v K0.,«
WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT

•5 ■:>.f''V ... m
' Incom^lan'IelfveSrder of the Chief Conservator Wildlife Khybcr Pakhtnr^hwa regarding

=#5HiSSE=H:=SS| 

fS=SS25^i=5S:
,miter and submit report in this regard vide this office Order No.37, dated 23/12/2019.

In compliance Mr sLbh Ahmad SDWO Kohat (Enquiry Officer) has starled the proceeding
issued charge sheet and memo of allegation duly signed by the competent authority 
the negligence of the follotving staff of Kotal Wildlife Park that they were unaware of the factual positioi
of the Park resulted escaped of 29 Mouflan sheep.

Arifullali Deputy Ranger Wildlife (holding charge of Range Officer Wildlife)1. Mr.
. 2. Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife 

\ 3. Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher
4. Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher 

. 5. Mr. Khurarn Shehzad Wildlife Watcher
6. Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher
7. Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Watcher

It

1

furnished his findings vide letter No.384/SDWO, dated 25/04/2020Tjic. Enquiry Officer has 
whereby found guilty all the above staff due to their negligence.

The undersigned issued show cause notice to all the accused staff and provided opportunity of 
personal hearing on [9-06-2020. They have also submitted their written reply to the show cause notice
but not convincing.

p'i“ in iSnt« in (“‘“olTwSc'Sk i

Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011 upon the concerned below accused:---------------- ----------------------
---------------------- Particular of ____________

1 Mr Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildiilb Y Stoppage of one increments for one year
(held charge of Range Officer Wildlife)________u,JYccovcQ(of^i7_5M/:___--------------------

2“ lvh“Na‘sKr--[;d:i3rn Deputy Ranger Wildlife i. Stoppage of one mciumcn. lor one year ;
ii. Recovery ot Rs.217500/-_______________

3‘" M"r. OhidMi Murtaza wildlife Watcher ....."rTtoppage
ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/-________________

Mrfk^SiYinSir^UifeWaldii^ l. stoppage of two increments tor two years
ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/-________________

5 TirriaiTiYi^TShihradWildlife Watcher i. Stoppage of two increments for two years ,
ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/-_....... .. ............ ;

"6^ l^fiTMuhiinmad Yasir Wildlife Watched T. Stoppage of two increments for two years
ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/:_________ _____ _

^ISd^rrMuhainmad Sajid Wildlife Watcher i! Stoppage of two increments for two years
ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/-_____________ _

(I •
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Vno. ^10^19. ./WL (KT)

Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the:- 
Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa please. 
Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle, Peshawar please.
Sub Divisional Wildlife Officer Kohat.
Range Officer Wildlife Tanda.
Assistant / Divisional Accountant Wildlife Kohat.
All concerned.
Personal files concerned.
Office Order file.

:
1v
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
?.•
8.

T

6^
Divisiorya'

Kohat4\
Forest Officer 
Idlife DiyisT^n
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/SDWO

KOHAT WII.DLIFF ni\/ic)m KOHATNo.'?gj^
dated Kohat the h^2020.To

The Divisional Forest Officer 
Kohat Wildlife Division Kohat

Inquiry RFonoySubject

Ref Your Office Order No. 37 dated 23/12/2019

missing animals in KotTwildlffe°Pa^rThe"”"^f enquiry renort of th

further necessary action as per rules please. herewith^cp^yeS'aL^

Ends asabove

A
Sub Divisii

'' #

A

i/v

Kcf;\t

'■ii

t
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ENOUtRY REPORT REGARDING ESCAPE / MISSING ANIMALS IN KOTAL WILDLIFE 
PARK CONDUCTED VIDE ORDER NO. 37 DATED'23/12/2019 ISSUED BY THE 

DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER. KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION. KOHAT,

Backeroii»d.

Wliile executing orders of the Chief Conservator Wildlife KJiyber Pakhtunkhwa regarding 

trapping & shifting one Monflan sheep from Kotai Wildlife Park to Peshawar Zoo lias disclosed a 

foremost negligence on paj1 of the local staff when 

hand while on the otlier hand local staff of facility failed to report or infonn the escape / missing 

animals from the facility. In this connection a written report of incharge Range Officer Wildlife vide 

his no. 108 dated 26/12/2019 (Annex-J) have testified negligence of local staff wherein clearly 

mentioned that during surveyed of animals in the facility, sufficient wild boars were roaming inside

animal could see within the facility oir oneno

& outside the fence but no Mouflan sheep could see in the facility. Sustaining such position the
on the otlierwise performing duty of theconcerned Deputy Ranger Wildlife / Wildlife watchers are 

concealed facts regarding negligence on their part. Knowing facts, field visit to (he facility has also 

been considerably conducted by the Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle accompanied by the

. Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat on 21/12/2019 wherein found no Mouflan sheeps within the 

fence. Therefore, the incident left no option but to take negligence under E & D Rules 2011 against 

staff who have been served with charges leveled against them vides No. 2138/WI^KT dated 

23/12/2019. After serving the prescribed charge sheets to the individual staff I have been appointed as 

Enquiry Officer under rules 10 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency and 

Discipline) Rules 2011 to probe into the matter and submit justified findings in the case:

According to the file record provided to me following officials have been charged in

the case:
(Plolding chaige of a Range Officer Wildlife) 

Deputy Ranger Wildlife Kotai WL Park. 

Wildlife watcher Kotai Wildlife Paik. 

Wildlife watcher Kotai Wildlife Park. 

Wildlife watcher Kotai Wildlife Park. 

Wildlife watcher Kotai Wildlife park. 

Wildlife watcher Kotai Wildlife Park.

1- Mr. Arifullah D/R Wildlife

Mr. Naseer U Din2-
Mr. Ghulam Murtaza3-
Mr. IkrJimullah4-

Mr. KJiuram Shehzad5-

Mr. Muhammad Yasir 

Mr. Muhammad Sajid
6-

7-

A
/
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The Detail of charges leveled against staff are re-produced below:

(a) Those according to the monthly reports the following animals have been reported iipto 

11/2019 in Kotal Wildlife Park.

5# Name of animals spp Male Female Total
Chinkara1- 02 03
Mouflan sheep2- 11 21 32
Hog deer3- 05 . 03 08

16Total 27 43
As reported by you vide above cited letter the population of Mouflan sheep have escaped 

or otherwise missing on grounds. The undersigned physically observed the same on 

21/12/2019 during field visit to Kotal Wildlife Park. However,, except above only four 

Hog deer are currently existed in the facility as:■w

01 Male 02 Female • 01 Fawn =Total 04

(b) Keeping in view above situation you have committed injustice to assignment by 

originating huge loss to the department.

(c) It appears that you have not discharged duty fully devoted and proved yourself to be 

unproductive with lethargic presentation.

(d) The unpleasant occurrence of missing animals in the facility have neither reported nar 

informed by anyone on his part which directly reflected doubtful concert as well as 

discouraging commitment to the post. Rather the reported animals whatsoever in the 

past have otherwise now seems false and proxy meaning.

The Charges are alike except the following additional charge leveled against Mr. 

Naseer U Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife as:

(e) The unpleasant occurrence of missing animals in the facility have neither reported 

informed by anyone on his part which directly reflected donbiful concert as well as 

discouraging commitment to the post. Rather the reported animals whatsoever in the 

past have otherwise now seems false and proxy meaning. In addition you have regularly 

verified the monthly progress reports before signature of the and dispatch the. same by 

Range Officer Wildlife Tanda/Kotal appeared huge question mark to your negligence?
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The monthly progress report upto 11/2019 duly verified by the concerned Deputy Ranger 

Wildlife Mr. Naseer U Din and signed / dispatch by the Range Officer Wildlife Tanda / 

Kotal highlights availability of following animals.

S# Name of animals 
species

Closing ba Totalance
M F Fawn

Chinkara1 03 03
2 Mouflon Sheep 11 21 32
3 Hog deer 0305 08

Total 16 27 43
/

If reviewed, it can be determined that escape / missing occurrence during the month of 

12/2019 meant that the negligence taken place not very far-back but the unpleasant 

incident has been appeared very shortly. The unpredictable loss of 29 Mouflan sheeps has 

been made correctively revival setting aside case enquiry.

*

<■

Procedurej

(i) After examined available record the undersigned in capacity as enquiry officer conducted 

spot visit of the facility on 25/1/2019. Held meeting \yith the local staff and searched 

entire facility from one location to another but observed no Mouflan sheeps. Besides, the 

fence was also checked and found some vulnerable points but all the rifts were 

temporarily closed by the local staff Yet according to my observation about 10 points 

were at the status of easy and convenient repair / closure but the local staff merely shut llie 

rifts by putting loose stones and shrubs etc: If the vulnerable points whatsoever observed 

would have been properly repaired under the already incurred expenditure out of the 

project funds the situation would certainly be have appeared to otherwise. According to 

verbal statement of local staff it was told that a huge population of wild boar Sc otliei' 

predators manage entry into the fence. The wild boar is a digging-proficient abundantly 

found in the entire region. The local staff further expressed that major aspect of escape / 

missing animals is the damage to fence and DPC caused by the wild boars. The specie is 

prolific breeder constantly increased population may need to eradicate by adopting proper 

and effective planning. Photographs attached (Annex-U).
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(ii) During 2"*^ step examined the available record of animals and other birds and found no 

• entry / observation of escape / missing animals in the relevant register. (Annex-Ill).
(iii) The 3^*^ step is the record of supplementary feed to animals. During inspection of register, it 

has been observed that the register contained feed consumption upto the month of January 

2020 (Annex- IV) arising question mark?

Being much responsible assignments of- Range Officer Wildlife and Deputy

Ranger Wildlife of the facility it has been considered important to include the

justifications / replies of both officials in the report and with significant
r

observations given at the end of each one;

Item-wise reply to the charge sheet furnished by Mr. ArifuHah J/C Range Officer
Wildlife

(a) Since taken over charge of Tanda Wildlife Range on 25/10/2019, it is correct that monthly 

progress report of animals has been submitted regularly and it has been verified from 

Deputy Ranger Wildlife (In charge Kotal Wildlife Park).

(b) It is incorrect I was posted as Range Officer of Tanda / Kotal Wildlife and I have adopted 

proper SOPs for both of the parks where in charge of each park was nominated and it was 

solely prime responsibility of the nominated in charge.

!

t

I (c) It is incorrect as I have taken over the charge as Range Officer, I have done all the efforts 

for betterment of the parks and ensured round the clock presence of staff, regularly 

checked all record getting satisfactory feedback / report fi-om the incharge and staff.

(d) Since taken over charge of Kotal Wildlife Park on 25/10/2019. I remained under regular 

effort in capturing one female Mouflan sheep for onward shifting to Peshawar Zoo with 

regard to compliance of instructions by the Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat vide 

endorsement No, 891/WL (KT) dated 23/10/2019. I supervised the task round the clock 

and stressed upon local staff to accomplish the task as early as possible. Meanwhile 1 

personally observed that some animals have been escaped wherein putting my efforts I 

succeeded to brought back five female Mouflan in the fence. Eventually lapse of three

n
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weeks it has learnt through local staff that the animals in question are missing or otherwise 

escaped from fence. Knowing fact, I have submitted report (as annex-I mentioned above) 

to the Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Division Kohat.

At the end he has mentioned tliat being newly incumbent to the post I am unaware of tlie 

facts as from when the animals are missing. I have neither informed nor reported fact by 

any of the subordinate staff till my arrival to the facility. In this situation I am not 

defaulter of the incident rather request that I may kindly be expunged from the charges 

leveled against me by virtue of my assignment.

Considerable observations on reply of Mr, Arifullah I/C Range Officer W/Lifc

In his reply to the charge sheet at (b) no observed SOPs putting sole responsibility on 

incharge Deputy Ranger Wildlife Kotal alone is well questionable. Overall default on 

shoulders of Deputy Ranger Wildlife in the case creates ambiguity because being 

competent skill of a Range Officer Wildlife, why achievable strategy for search and siege 

animals could not be streamline to his own extent, showing lack of involvement in the 

field duty on his part.

1-

In his reply to the charge sheet at (c) the record of animals has been maintained but on the 

spot no anirhal was found is contradictory between the record and feedback of / report of 

local staff speaking that the control has been merely carried out in the documents and that 

the Range Officer Wildlife has no care of his responsibility to observe and check tire 

animals in the field is lacking his interest.

11-

In his reply to the charge sheet at (d) highlighting inefficiency as the period of his charge 

25/10/2019 till reported 20/12/2019 i.e., lapse 01 month and 15 days. In this period the full 

fledge incharge of the facility admitted that he was unaware of the actual populaiior; tjC 

animals in the park is otherwise unreasonable

Ttein-wise reply to fhe charge sheet furnished by Mr. Naseer U Din D/Rnnger

Ill-

Wildlife%

Mentioned that due to the extension activities of access road the NHA aii{honiiC.s 

carried out blasting for breaking mountains at upper sides during pievious year. Due to
(a)

r "■'-'-'r • rr
i.
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the activities tlie large stones rolled down caused major damages to the fence / DPC 

created rifts frr convenient escape chances to tlie animals. The rehabilitation of ail such 

damages although agreed between the department and local contractor / NHA yet the 

work was started very late almost after lapse of 4 months. Besides he also pointed out 
large number of wild boar, jackal within and around the facility causing damage to tlic 

fence and DPC provided convenient escape chances to the animals. He admitted fact 

that major cause is the damages so appeared by tlie above mentioned work.

In his reply it has been mentioned that during the entire service he has not been 

charged with such allegation it is otherwise his mis-fortune of the instant case where 

he has performed flilly devoted. He also disclosed that in the past many animals 

escaped but came back / brought to the fence.
Commented his performance at many stations and raid during his service where Die 

challans lodged against violation is the evident of efficiency.

Declared escape of large animals which have been reported.
Pointed out that the survey of animals are recorded on estimated figures. He fiii DK-r 

added his performance can be asked from local staff on oath.
Considerable observations on reply of by Mn Nasecr U Din D/Ranger Wildlife

(b)

were

(c)

(d)

(e)

The N.H.A activities were can’ied out before one or more years back while the animaLs 

have been escaped / missing from 12/2019 and also maintained the same in monthly 

progress reports duly verified by Mr. Naseer U Din DR WL is the fact that the anima-.s 

swerve available up to 11/2019.
Mentioned that in the past many animals were escaped but came back / brought to the 

fence. He friither mentioned that either within or outside fence the animals are the 

property of department or we are responsible for protection. It is not a reliable defense 

on his part.
No comments.
Admitted escape / missing in large animals from fence. However, on examining ilie 

monthly progress report of the facility (available on record) bearing his verification oj 

availability of the animals. It also inclined questionable?
Delivered regular instructions for protection of fence to the staff could not be carried 

on by the Incharge Deputy Ranger as well as other staff.

(a)

(b)

■f

(c)k»' 1=
(d)

(e)

U: 11
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Detail of Wildlife watchers posted at Kotal Whdlife Park are mentioned below:

Postingin the facility
Not posted in the facility but deals the officiiil 
correspondence under direct supervision of 
Range Officer Wildlife at Kotal WT. Pari^ 
5/9/2019 ^-----

S# Name appointment
Mr. Ghulani Murtaza 7-5-2013

Mr. Ikramullah Khan 1-1-2019
1. Mr. Khursm Shehzad 

Mr. Muhammad Yasir
8-10-2018 2/5/2019

3- 3-6-2017 20/8/2019
4- Mr. Muhammad Sajid 9-10-2018 4/12/2018

In the statement of Mr. Ghulam Murtaz 

25/7/2016 to 2/10/2017.
a Wildlife watcher he produced copies of posting orders from 

In these postmg orders he has not been posted in Kotal Wildlife Park.
Further he mentioned that during the month of June he was assigned special task by the Range 

- official record of the activities carried out under the

Mr. Ghulam Murtaza denied direct relationship witii
.1.. respo,„„„„ i, ^ ^

Officer Wildlife to supervise and maintain

project “Green Pakistan” in Kotal Wildlife Park.

Tanda^ Wildlife Range.

Personal Hearing

Up held enquiry sequence by providing optional opportunity of personal hearing to the 

accused on 24/2/2020 wherein no one could provide sufficient / documentary proof for his self-
efense. The mam questions of escape / missing animals and maintaining fake record could not be 

justified for consideration to satisfy the enquiry.

Findings

According to above precise stoiy, following reasonable findings 

funher consideration:
are likely to be appeared foj-

The allegations found logical in the charge sheets served to the accused wherein it has 

been testified by all sources as well as by the competent authority i.e, Divisional Forest 

Officer Wildlife Kohat and the higher authority of honorable Conservator Wildlife 

Southern Circle by making spot visit to the facility. At presently the allegation 

missing mouflan sheeps is deemed correct.
> Reply / justification submitted by the accused are not

of escape/

covered for their sufficient defense.

Tv...
(U.
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According to above precise stoiy. followin 

further consideration: g reasonable findings are likely to be appeared for

N
r Wildlife

"““si. tarir,' *'
> Reply / justification submitted by th 

^ According to th

of escape /

e accusede spot visit the H for U’eir sufficient defense,
spot visit the damages m fence have been seen where the

properly repaired by local staff
> Negligence of staff and incharge of facility r 

inclined

same were no(

endered huge loss to government / department 

n part of the accused.

Wildl f . r. '’y fo= fo^harge Rang■Idlife and Deputy Ranger Wildlife and other accused to

where it is evident that the duty on their part
> All involved staff itself admitted

compensation / recovery of failure o 
^ No daily observation, m

e Officej’ U
appraise their perfonnance

was not conducted properly 

question at one side while on the oThr-f "?
devoted is beyond logicaP If the f T determined his duty with fully
were not take! to prolan!« p -asures

> Th. ta „ „ jj;* «>• —V an ,«i»
lack of interest by the local staff. ordinate negligence in-efficiency and

\J

Sub Divisional Wi|, 
KoiiW 

(Enquiry Officer

Officer

Sicer
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onER dated PESHAWAR THE /o ^ 0% — 9n3il BY
OfFiCE O^P^rOOQUE, chief conservator wildlife KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

nfl
^ ' Divisional Forest Officer Wiidlife Kohat conducted an enquiry through SDWO Kohat

missing of MouHan sheep animals from Kotai Wildlife Park. The officer Imposed following 
'g3 ^ide his order No.6n, dated 19-06-2020:

The

Particular of penaltyName

■(STr Arifullah Deputy Ran^r~WiTdltfe 
rh^id charge of Range Officer WiMllfel 
Mr.Naseer-ud-din Deputy Ranger Wildlife

SO
I. Stoppage of one increment for one year
li.Recoverv of Rs.217600/-1.
I. Stoppage of one Increment for one year
ii.Recoverv of Rs,217500/-2.

"Mr.Ghulam Murlaza Wildlife Waicher I. Stoppage of two Increments for two year
ii.Recoverv of Rs.67000/.3.

Mr.lkramuiiah Wildlife Watcher i- Stoppage of two increments for two year
II.Recoverv of Rs.87000/-4.

Mr.Khurram Shahzad Wildlife Watcher I.Stoppage of two Increments for two year
Ii.Recoverv of Rs.87000/-5.

Mr.Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher I.Stoppage of two increments for two year
Ii.Recoverv of Rs,87000/-6.

Mr.Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Waicher I. Stoppage of two Increments for two year
ii.Recoverv of Rs.87000/-

7.

The undersigned is neither satisfied with the enquiry report nor with the minor penalties 
tfnposed on the relevant staff. Therefore, a committee comprising of the following Is hereby constituted to 
conduct de-novo enquiry in connection with missing animals of the Kotai Wildlife Park:

1. Mr.Abdui Ghafoor Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Swat. Chairman

2. Mr.Khan Malook Khan, DFO Wildlife D I Khan 

The committee has to:

Ascertain the number of animals currently present in the park. They will be provided all 
possible assistance by Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat. Alternatively, they can engage 
any other officer/Official of Wildlife Department to ascertain the captive stock.

2. Clearly pinpoint the klontity of all those who are responsible for such mis-managcment.

3, Fix responsibllily based on the role assigned to each concerned officer and official.

A. Assess the feed utilization with respect to captive stock wfithln the park.

5. Come up with proper recommendations for improved management of wildlife parks in general 
and Kotai Wildlife Paty in particular.

6. The committee is requested to submit their detailed report within a

Member

1.

(Or.lMonsin 'arooque) 
Chief Consef>.felof Wildlife 

Khyber Pakmunkhwa 
Peshawar

No..fkl‘>-§LV m-x-fi

Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the:

1. Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle Peshawar. -

2. Conservator Wildlife Northern Circle Swat
3. OIvlsiorBl Forest Offlcer Wildlife Svrat, Ollioe order No M, dated 19.06.2020 issued by DFO 

Wildlife Kohat along with complete enquiry file are enclosed.

Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife D.I.Khan. Office order N0.64 dated 19-06-2020 issued y

DFO Wildlife Kohat along with complete enquiry file are enclose -

5. DFO Wildlife Kohot. He Is directed to provide all necessary docume 
committee as and when required to them.

Ss o,rr ,0 the
J committee.

nls to the inquiry

ter Wildlife

Scanned with CamScanner

i of I 05-Jul-23, I2;0-

1
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Di^is^onal fofcst Officer
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OFFICE OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 

KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT
0922-514393 
dfokohat@gmail.com

Address; H#05, Sector D-II, Phase-II, KDA

Phone:
Email:

To

The Conservator Wildlife 
Southern Circle 
Bannu

/2021.Dated Kohat theNo. /WL (KT) i

APPEALSubject: -

Memo:
It is submitted that kindly find . enclosed herewith self explanatory appeals 

(all in original) against the Office Order No. 146, dated 13-04-2021, issued by the worthy Chief 

Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar preferred by following Wildlife Watchers 

(BPS-07) of this division addressed to the worthy Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Forestry, Environment and Wildlife Department Peshawar for kind perusal and onward submission 

to concerned quarter through proper channel please.

I

1. Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher

2. Mr. Yasir Ali Shah Wildlife Watcher 
••

3. Mr. Khurram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher

4. Mr. Ikram Ullah Wildlife Watcher

Kncls; as above;
V

K )rest Offlcer/ADivisional 
Kohat Wildllife Division

'at

A
t

Kofietr*;
^ ‘

mailto:dfokohat@gmail.com
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OFFICE OF THE CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE 
SOUTHERN CIRCLE BANNU 

EMAIL; cwl.sc.bannu@gmail.coin 
PHONE: 0928-662001 

ADD: BAZAR AHMAD KHAN CHOWK BANNU

To

The Chief Conservator Wildlife,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

Dated Bannu the /2021../WL (SC)/BUNo.
/

SUBJECT: - APPEAL.

Kindly find enclosed herewith self-explanatory letter No. 1452AA/L (KT) 

dated 26-05-2021 received from Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat preferred by the 

Wildlife Watchers of Kohat Wildlife Division for your kind perusal and further necessary 

action please.

Conservator Wildilfe
Southern Circle 

Bannu

No. "y m\. (SC)/BU

Copy fonwarded to DFO Wildlife Kohat for information and necessary
action with reference to above.

r. nservator-WHdlife-^' 
Southern Circle 

Bannu
5^

LrUJJLJ,!. j;:
M
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i OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

\eCEIPT.

To DATE

TILThe Conservator Wildlife
Southern Wildlife Circle 
Bannu

’CFO'VVtLDulFE KURRAM

I?WL/Kohat inquiry. Dated Peshawar the /6/2021.No.

APPEALSubject:

Reference: Your letter No.1481/WL(SC)/BU. dated 04-06-2021

Please refer to above and to inform you that the appeals furnished by 

the officials of Kohat Wildlife Division are full of discrepancies and needs proper 
scrutiny both at your office level and at Divisional level. Furthermore, the appeals are 

addressed to Secretary Forestry, Environment and Wildlife Department, therefore 

original appeals of the officials may be furnished to this office for further processing 

with Administrative Department.

s.'

I

Chief Conservator Wildlife 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar
No. /WL

" Copy forwarded to Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat for 
Information and similar necessary action.

, Chlefcons'ervator Wildlife 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

pj

\
tusdl DUETTERS 2020 -tK/M) dOC
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

/33

pavf: .. A—To

The Conservator Wildlife
Southern Wildlife Circle 
Bannu^

Dated Peshawar the 3l ^ #/2021.WL/Kohat inquiry,No.

APPEALSubject:

This office ietter No.9588/WL/Kohat inquiry, dated 17-06-2021Reference:

Please refer to above and furnish the requisite information immediately 

for further processing with Administrative Department.
v-

Chief Conservator Wildlife 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar

I

/WL

Copy forwarded to Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat for 
information and similar necessary action with reference to this office endst: 

N0.9589/WL, dated 17-6-2021.

. rr_ -
^^Chief Conservator Wildlife 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

D:\LETTER8 2020 -21(/M).doe
mjpdt



^nVFRNM^^^FKHYBER PAKHJUNKHWA
department

W-.
e I >’

FORESTRY, E ftr\
NO.SO(Estt)/FE&WD/1-5/2019 ^

Dated Peshawar the, September, 2022
h

ui;c* 3:' i '1*-----3i5-------

.u-v___

apppai/REQUEST IN CONNECTION WITH PF^AI.TY. 592gOO/- AND
cynoPAfiF OF 03 ANNUAL INCREMENT FOR 03 YEARg-

To §Chief Conservator Wildlife, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar. ■/;/

'•i'

Subject:

Sardar, Deputy Ranger Wildlife Kohat regarding exonerationcopy
submitted by Mr. Sajid 
from the penalty of Rs: 592.500/

Ih this regard, it is, therefore, requested to furnish views/comments 
ith all relevant documents to this department for further necessary action, please.2.

aiongwt 

Enel: As above

(SANOviw^KAR) 

SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
Endst: No: & date even

forwarded for information to PS to Secretary Forestry,^. Copy is
Environment & Wildlife department, Khyber Pakhturikhwa.

^"officer (ESTT)
SECT!

4^
(yW>,r ! t

^9'Chief CoTiibrvatorS W ^
Khyber Pakhtunw *

Peshawar i / '

Ho. JtSS'^

i
A

*• ^1
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OFFICE OF THE DmSIONAL FOREST OFnCER 
KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT

Phone: 0922-514393
Email:
Address; H#05, Sector D-II, Phase-II, KDA

dfokohat@gmai 1 .cntn

The Chief Conservator Wildlife 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

-T?/ Dated Kohat the ^S'//

SARDAR DEPUTY RANHITP

No. AVL (KT)

COMMENTS ON APPEAL OF MU SAim 
WILDLIFE

^ /2022.
Subject: -

Reference: Your Endst: No.2557, dated 03/10/2022

Please refer to above and it is submitted that following are the comments on above notedsubject:

Appeal —____________ ________ Comments / Reply
to the extent of occurrence of incident. However, the escaped

Incorrect '^e subject report was only for the damage of fence and 
escape of 05 animals whereas the penalty has been imposed on appellant 
for escape of Mimals reported by Range Officer Wildlife Tanda vide his 
letter No. 108/TP. dated 20-12-2019
Correct to the extent of incidence. --------------------------------

1 Occurrence of incident in Kotal 
Wildlife Park is reported by Mr. Asar 
Gul Incharge Kotal Wildlife park 
dated 01-06-2018
Damage report by Range Officer 
Wildlife Kotal Park letter No.304 
dated 19/04/2018.

2

3 NHA blasting on date 17-04-2018 vide 
letter ’' No.]76/rP,
No.]82/TP, dated 13/10/2018, the 
animals were escape from the nark.
The blasting estimated Rs. 1507831/- 
only for fence damage and ignoring 
the animals loss.

and letter

4
Incorrect. The animals

ji. .p.,. nSTh*';::;”''-"-
nniTf' was transferred to Kotal Wildlife Park on 04-12-
s^of'KlTw im'f‘‘nWellant and other 

0*^.4 Wildlife Park did not report the actual number of animals
wareL?*o/?h"*®' So. being a

«cher of the park, the appellant was responsible to report the
in written reports as compare to 

original number of animals m the park.________ ^

^ .J^019 to'Si-'lLSll^^ted
_ Penalty recommended
Stoppage of 02 increments and 

--------------------------------------- recovery of Rs.87000/-
i.e.Rs.1185000A

DFO Wildlife Swat and Mr.
Khan Malook Khan 
Wildlife D.I.Khan

were
Authority

5 Now my humble appeal and request is 
that my date of appointment is 09-10- 
2018 and transferred to Kotal park on 
04-12-2018. While occurrence of the 
incident was 17-04-2018 which is 
)efore my appointment.

S# Inquiry conducted by 
Mr. Shabir Ahmad the then 
SDWO Kohat

i______Penalty imposed______
Stoppage of 02 increments and
recovery of Rs.87000/-_______
Withholding of 03 increments 
and recovery of Rs.592500/- 
(50% of the proposed penalty).

2

be recovered from him and his 
three increments be withheld 

DFO without cumulative effect

■/
Divisional f1 
Kohat Wildlif^ ^vision 

A^ohat

It Officer

Kc;.ut
Kg



——\_J

mrnt

ll
CLIMATEClSjE°pORE|fRY'’ENVtR^

WILDLIFE dIpIrt'iment *
5’''

‘9‘-i

Dated Peshawar the. 2"“ March. 2023
To

°®PUty RangerKohat Wildlife Division ^ 
Kohat.

Divisional Wildlife Officer 
Kohat Wildlife Division 
Kohat

I am .
subject appeal dated 21®* S 

per the rules...

iU'lCKlPTC/0
■ /O - oSr-Q'^'^

DFO WILDLIFE
Suujtfci: -

pr.D ,,„ RS: 592,finn/-./^;.,n
FOR three YEARg

directed to refer to the
subject cited above 

eptember, 2022, being time b
and to state that your

arred cannot be considered as
%

i

in^st: No: tt 

Co^s forwarded for information to

SECTION^FICER (ESTT)even
•1

1.

^ 0»io„.,w«,.om„,,Kota,Wi,«eC,Ms,
a w/r to his letter No. 5855/WL (E),

Sion, Kohat.
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER^ 
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

'. \

/•y 37y

To

The Conservator Wildlife 
Southern Circle, PeshawarI

1

No. 3'X30 /WL (B&A) Dated Peshawar the ./2020.

Subject: ENQUIRY REPORT REGARDING ESCAPE/MISSING OF ANIMALS
FROM KOTAL WILDLIFE PARK IN KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION

Please find enclosed herewith copy of Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife. 
Swat (Enquiring Officer in the subject case) letter N0.8I2/WLS dated 23.10.2020 alongwith 

enquiry report for necessary action and submission of your comments with 

recommendation for further necessary action.»

The comments of DFO Wildlife Kohat on relevant portion may also be 

obtained and furnished for necessary action as indicated by the undersigned.

Chief CWt^pMor Wildlife 

t<'Kx/hpr i^khtunkhwa

./WL (SC)

«r.
dated Peshawar/ the _C^--^q_/202o.

i
i)(

'/Con^er-
i

I m

n
?!avc pm» «.

/

I A?*T\:.
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OJ'^ICK ()!• Till-: DIVISIONAL FORKST OKKICKU SWAT WILDLIKK DIVI.SION 
■ ' SAIOUSIIARII'

V .

. J.IWOMio Chief ConwrN'OiuT WllJlirc 
Kh> Ivr raVhuiiiMJum
i*e\}wiN\tir

V
t

Doted Soldu .Sharif the 23.10.2020

MNQUIUY UKI'OUT UEGAUDING i:SCAl*l'7MlSSiNO OV AMMAI^ FROM KOTAf. 
WILDUFE FAUK IN KOHAT WILUHFE DIVISION,

SuNcvt:

y

fcTWoe. Y<nir .iOficc letter No.2974/WL (K) doled PcshawTir the 21.10.2020.

Memo:
U is submiiiexl ilmt the proposed recover)' Irom ilic stafT of Kolial Wildlife Division is 

given in the below iwo tables:

Showing dctnils of Animals escaped with their value of property in accoj-dmicc with office ortlcr 
No.31 dmtxl 03.10.2014 i.ssucd by Chief Consen’oior Wildlife Khyber Ptikhlunkhwa Peshawar

Tahlc 1-

S. No. Name of species No. V.iluc of propert)’ in Rupees Total Amount
Moulian Sheep*I 52.50.00035 150.000

V 2 Chirikara 03 150.000 4.50,000
3 1 lotj Deer 03 75,000 2,25.000

Total Amount Us. 59,25,000
* Nu value of Mounan sheep is available. Hence value orUri.il is taken.

'Table 2: .Showing proitosed recovery from the staff in accordance with the ojK|uiry.

j Dcsiuiiatiun.S. No. .Name of .staff 
Arii'uilah

Proposed Uccoverv (R.s.) 
2,96.250I Deputy Ranger Wildlife

2 Nnsecr-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife 17.77.500
3 Muhammnd Nasar Range Onicer Wildlife 2,96,250

Ghulnin Murinz.n Wildlife Watcher4 5,92.500
5 Ikram Ulluli Wildlife Watcher 5.92,500

Wildlife Watcher6 Khurant Shehzad 5,92,500t—' L- Wildlife Watcher7 Muhammad Yaslr 5,92.500
11,85.000
59,25,000

8 j Snjid Snrdar Wildlife Watcher\ Total Amount Us.

It is Uirther submitted that as given at S.No.4 of the enquiry report that "Escape of the animals 
frojii Koiai Wildlife Park is n mix of poor design of the l^rojcct in 1989 and the proposed 
mismanagement of sialT’, and at S.No.3 "no mini enclosures were constructed for the aniinal.s and the 
anijitals were K'leased in the main fence having area of 150 acres".

It is therefore, most humbl> .submitted tluii the recovery may be reduced to 50% of the value of 
propeiiy, if agreed, please.

\

1

i

(■>

Divisional'I'otvsi Olllcer 
,Swat Wildlife Division 

Saidii Sharill

/v I I /I 1 'I'c fttivisioiuiNVildlife onicer Wl Klmii for infornmlion, please

)yvo
No. /WI.S

I (
y

I ■ Divi.sional |•orc.sl Oflkcr 
.Swat Wildlife Division’ i" • • ■

j/

V *»■•••.

4

Ia J
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s ’^^OKKicr oi-nik divisional
r

Dated Saidu ShanTihe X?^nP

t The Chief Conservator Wildlife 
. Khyber Hakiitiinkliwa 

Pesba\var

1

I

C.v
ii/2020.

SfP^!a:iSiaAm.>.G ,scAi.a>„..,M. ni ife'«,.„.. 
------- Park in i^miA-r wii.ni.rnE division

• '''iihjee::

' j-
. * Memo;

dully couditcied by rhe oiKiuin''icli*rfcsubject cited above 

niease. * ' "’*'^'''”''•*<”1 and further appropriate action. 1i^j I%
\..T/D

nU
Divi.sitinnJ foresi Officer 
Swat \\ i cllifc Division 

/r Saidu SharifI-

No. ___ ^../WLS

Copy forwarded lo Mr. Khan iMnlook Khan. Df‘0 Wildiiib n.l.Klmii for information and 1;^record, please.
f

Divisiiinnl Forest Offieer 
■Mvai Wildlife Division 

Saidu Sharif

P!
Ce~r.^rf> t

. !.-ii'-f .■iI ■ Jo 4 ' i':f-Vq
■(

1re
1

L^'r> -6^

•/v/'
i/c/l.../

«

.7 “■
Di\ isionai est Officer
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■NOUIKV KIOrolM' UKGAUDINC; KSCAlMil/MISSING OK ANIMALS KUOM KOTAJ. 
WJLDLIKK PARK IN KOIIAT WILDLJKJC DIVISION

I. Rsick C/roimd

The Divisiomil Porcst Officer Wildlife, Kohal Wildlife Division vide office order No. 37 daicd
23/12/2019 ordered an enquio' regarding cscape/niissing of animals from Kotal Wildlife Park.

vide No. 384/SDWO datedfile enquiry officer , conducted enquiry and submitted the same 

25/()‘l2020. Conscciiicnlly D!'0 Wildlife Kohal vide offiee order No. 64 dated 19/06/2020

' . impo.svd penalise.'; on the stalT. detail given below:
Particulars of PenaltyName with DesignationS.No
i. Stoppage of one increment for one year
ii. Recovery of Rs. 217,500/=_________ __
i. Stoppage of one increment for one year
ii. Recovery of Rs. 217,500/=______ '
i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
ii. Recovery of Rs. 87,000/= ____ __
i. Stoppage of two increments for two ycai s
ii. Recovery of Rs. 87,Q00A=_________
i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
ii. Recovery of Rs. 87,000/=______
i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
ii. Recovery ofRs. 87.00/^____________
i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
ii. Recovery of Rs. 87,000/---______

Ml'. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife 
(held charge of Range Officer Wildlife) 
Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger
Wildlife________________________
Mr. Ghulam Murta^a Wildlife Watcher.1

Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher

Mr. KJiuri’am Shclr/ad Wildlife Watcher5

6 Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher

Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Watcher7

Chief Cojiservalor Wildlife Khyber Paklilunkhwa vide his office order No.06 dated 10/07/202U 

showed dissati.sfaction over the enquiry report and the penalties imposed on the relevant staff and 

Gonslilulcd the following committee to conduct dc-novo enquiry in connection with missing
V *

animals of the Kota! Wildlife Park:
I. Mr. Abdul Ghafoor Divisional Forest Officer Swat Wildlife Division Chairman
2. Mr. Khan Malook Khan. DI'O Wildlife D.J.Khan Member

l■ollowing were the Terms of Reference O of the committee:

• Ascertain the number of animals currently present in the park. They will be provided all 

possible assistance by Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohal. Alternatively, they 

engage any other officor/ofiieial of Wildlifc.Dcparlmcnt to ascertain’the captive stock.
can

/a

I

6^
Divisional Foresl Officer 
Kohal \\ ildli].*
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am

Ibv such mis-manauoiucnl.
d official.

identity of all Ihosc who arc responsible
role assienod to each concerned ofneo an

stock within the park.

• Clearly pinpoint tlic

4 rix respons 
. Assess the feed utilization

ibility based on the
with respect to captive

• Come up with proper
Boncral and Kotal Wildlife Park in particular.

Wildlife Pcshawar.office order No. 06 dated 10/07/2020 

K.„,« DXKH. H,.

obtained.

2, Pi-ncccdintis_i
Incompliance to the Chief Conservator

the
Klian
Wildlife Park several times 
detailed interaction with DFO Wildlife Kohat

obtained and copies of relevant record were
statements of the staff were also

=

3. Findings: . Abd u Saniad Wazir, 
erected durinii 1989-" ^

constructed for theJ f [

rd and discussion with relevant staff, and Mr
noted that the main fence ofKotal Wildlife Park

and small or mini enclosures were not
fence having area of 150 acres, ll was pointed

fforls were made to trap MouHan Sheep during December

, While going through the

DFO Wildlife, it was .

rcco
was V-

\.i'r
90 under a developmental project

released in the mainanimals and the animals were 

' out that the issue came to front when c
2019 for Peshawar Zoo. Findings of the committee are illustrated below:

in (he park. They will he

asceriaiti the captive stock.
with staff of Kohat Wildlife Division searched Kotal 

’ animal. The search continued for two days early in 

animal was sighted. According -to DFO Wildlife Kohat 

with the monthly progress rcppi;l only 04 Hog Dccjs

committee members along 

Wildlife Park but could not see any 

the morning and evening but no 

and his staff and in accordance 

\ \ present in the park (Annex-I, 02 pages).

The

arc

‘r-

It
- .,.i.’lp..irvr> na\ c* nVcu. --.o *• T'~r-

Divisional Fo est Officer
Kohal ^ Di\
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3.2 Charfy phtpoint the UlentUy of nil those who nve responsihie for such mis-
maiiajiement.

, 11 was . .
Ol'ficei-s Tancia Dam Wildlife Park including Kotal Park for Ihe period mentioned 

against their names:

noted from the record that the following officials/Ofnccrs remained Range

'loFromName with DesignationS.h 12/201706/2017Saeed Anwar Range Officer Wildlife
Munsif AU SDWO _________ _
Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife
Muhammad Naseer Range Officer___
Arifiillah Deputy Ranger Wildlife 
$alah-ud-Din Range Ofliccr Wildlife

1 02/20)8 
01^1^ 
10/2019 
12/20l9~ 
Till dale.

02/2018
03/2018

2
3 ■

02/2019
11/2019

4
5

01/20206

per record provided lo the enquiry teamThe issue initially started in August 2017, as
(Annex- II), when the Range Officer Wildlife reported damage lo the main fence due 

to heavy rain and flash floods. The issue was reported again with more seventy, - 
where in six animals including Three Chinkara, three Mouflan Sheep weie reported 

missing by the Range Officer Tanda Wildlife Park lo DPO Wildlife Kohat vide No. ! 

304/TP dated 19-04-2018. .According to the Range Officer the animals escaped due 

to Blasting by NHA Contractor on the main road that damaged the mam fence. 1 he 

shared by DFO Wildlife Kohat with Deputy Director National Highway 

Authority Peshawar with copy to Deputy Commissioner Kohat (Annex- III). No 

' further record for action by NHA or its contractor was provided to the enquiry team.

It*'

I

,!
■' •

same was

\
though an agreement on judicial stamp paper was signed with the contractor of NIIAj ^ ^ 
by DPO Wildlife Kohat bn 19/04/2018 (Annex-IV). However during inspection of 

the fence in the field, DPO WildlifeKohat showed a specific portion of the fence W'-fV

repaired by or through NMA ancl/or its contractor.
/
/ ''v

Wildlife Tanda Wildlife Range again'reported some ftirther damage lo ^Range Officer
DFO Wildlife Kohat between the night of 03/06/M18/and 04/06^^ due to blasting, 
by NHA vide No. 324n'P dated 07/06/2018. The report inter alia includes escape of J '''‘V 

animals, number of which is not shown. DFO Wildlife Kohat called explanation of 

the said officiaHvide No. 1876/WL-KT dated 18/01/2019 about missing/c.scape of

IT?
i

VA A-

J LJ:npa^5:!l-^ nuxe uccu v-u..--

1

Divisional Foi est Oilker
't

Kohai Wild|h ■ l-^i' i^iuni

1
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§ missing of llio nninials iVom April 2018 lo June 

iccorcicci and reported in the monthly 

, nor were bis reports

imimals (Annex-V. 07 Pages). But

2018 

progress
analy7.ed in the divisional office (Annex VI, 09 pages).

I -
and uitiil December 2018 were not

reports for the period by the concerned llangc Officer,
I

responsible for theFollowing officers and officials of Kohat Wildlife Division are

mis-managemenl in Kotal Wildlife ParJe^__________________
Name with Designation ___ •
MiTArifnllairDeputy Ranger Wildlife 
(held charge of Range Officer Wildlife)^------------
Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildli^--------
Mr. Muhammad Naseer Range Officer Wildlife-----
Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher____ _____
Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher_________ _____
Mr. Kliurram Shchzad Wildlife Watcher_________
Mr, Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher______ _—
Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher_____________

S.No'

2
3
4
5
6
7
8

3.3 FIk responsibility based on the role assigned to each concerned officer and official.
responsible for the mismanagement, as foundFollowing officers and officials 

' • from the record and their statement:

are
i':.

Extent ofRcsponsibility
He r^nained incharge Range Officer of 
Tanda Wildlife Range for almost one a half 
month and submitted the monthly progress 
report of Kotal Park, dully filled in and 
verified by the Incharge Deputy Ranger. In 
his written statement (Annex- Vll), the 
official claims that first he reported the issue 
of missing animals and tried and successfully 
entered back five Mouflan Sheep. The same 
escaped again later on.](,iV‘)
His period of duly in Kotal Wildlife Park is 
very short and he submitted the monthly 
progress report after verification by the
concerned Deputy Ranger Wildlife._______
He is the major official respon.sible, as the 
incident took place in his tenure as Incharge 
Range Officer Tanda’'\Vildlire Range. He is 
still incharge of Kota 1 Wildlife l^irk.Ij

Name with Designation
Mr. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlif^ 
(held charge of Range Officer Wildlife)

S.No

Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger 
Wildlife ’1

Divisional forest Officer 
K-ohat \\ iltUit; Di\ ibiou
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■'f' ■■ilStatement (Annex-VlII) is not satisfactory. 
He remained for the lengthy period in the 
park but could not materialize his efforts to 
retrieve the animals. Neither had he reported 
the missing animals in the monilily progress 
reports.
He was
February to 
monthly progress reports from hebruaiy to
September 2019 and submitted ditto copies. 
Thus he showed his in efficiency, in his 
written statement he d that he only saw .18 
Moufian Sheep (Annex- IX). He said mat 
survey of wildlife is done from time to Ume 
but no survey report after 2017 was provided
to enquiry team. ----------------- -------- ;—--
He is totally ignorant that when the animals 
escaped ((Annex-X). In his wrilleri stalenicnl 
he inroniied dial he is also part of the raid 
party and is mostly responsible' Ibr Green
Pakistan activities. _______——
His statement is not satisfactory Anncx-XI).
He tried to shed his responsibility._______ _
His statement is not satisfactory Annex-Xli).
He tried to shed his responsibility.________
Mis statement is not satisfactory Annex-
XIII). He tried to shed his responsibility.___
Ifis sialemcni is not satisfactory Annex- 
IVX). He tried to shed his responsibility. 
But he told that the animals escaped before 
his posting i.e, 04/12/2018 and that he 
informed tiie Range Officer and Deputy 
Ranger verbally.__________________ __

I'4^

I
Range Officer Wildlife from 

October 2019 and submittedMr. Muhammad Nascer Range Officer
Wildlife

j*

•I7

p

I'
■ Jj( 7

Mr. Ghulam Murlaza Wildlife Watcher Af-

(C 4 U •
h • l)

■ I •

Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher4 *

Mr. Khurram Shchzad Wildlife Watcher5

Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher6
r

Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher

7 1 k

3.4 /issdss the feed uiUization with respect to captive stock withiu the park.
There is no Ration Scale notified for Koial Wildlife Park but according to the Ration 

Scale of Peshawar Zoo, Hog Deer consumes 4 to 6 Kg feed approximately per day.
‘ >

80 kg maize crop is used as feed for the animals, which is on the lower side, as
The DFO wildlife Kohat clarified that the

• !

" IIcompared to the actual feed requirement.
low side because the animals move freely in 150 acres and also

!•
same IS on
graze/browse the foliage available in the wild. After the esqape of the animals, 20 

licdi (Stake) of Shafial is given to the remaining four animals (Annex- VX). 'fhe

li

I —
r
I
j

f-

..1.

Divisional foi est Officer
Kohat \\ il4'!F Di\iMon
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,a,nc cannot be cntn.tincd. The tender for feed, items must bo in qunntinable
as Gedi may vary in weigltt and cannot be kept ttnilbrm ttll the items. Further,nore, ^
they are ehargine 30 to 80 Kg of green feed daily, though now only 04 Hog Deers arej e.,. 

present in the-park. They have written notes in the feed register that they put som 

feed outside the park to the escaped animals. Mr. Salah-ud-Din Range Omeer is
feed, as no animal is recovered during tlie period, though be

nA
t'

I

I

responsible for tlie over 

claims of putting some :feed outside the main fence for the escaped animals.

.f

l,!

the feeding points on daily S'" t- . :
Staff of Kolal Wildlife Park was pulling green feed at ^
basis without monitoring its consumption. The feed is mostly consumed by J f

18.07.2020, when a wild boarBoars entered into the park. This was confirmed on
found dead close to the feeding point, on that very night some rice mixed with

ItX.'was
poison was used. The wild boar ate that and died accordingly. This incident supported

that major poi-tion of the green feed is consumed/ .
I!<•1 ? •

the idca/guess of the enquiry team
that had entered the park through the weak and damaged fence. fby wild boars

!t
3.5 Come up with proper recommemMious for improved mmmgemeut of wildlife porks 

in general and Kota/ midlife Park in pariicnJar.

r.-o'flowing i-ccommendations are made for improvement of Management Kolal Wildlife

. Main fence of the park is now almost 30-years old and needs major repair. The 

may be included in the Management Flan of Kolal Wildlife Park under the 

developiTienlal scheme, “Conservation, Development and Management q,, ■
Wildlife in Kliybcr Pakhtunkhwa (A sub Project of Ten 13illiou Trees Tsunami 
Prog,-am l*li;,se-l. Up scaling of Green Pakistan Program: Revival of Forestry and ' 

Wildlife Resources in Pakistan)”. It is envisaged in the app.oved PC-1 of tlic 

scheme tltal various repair, improvemc.il and rc-modcling activities tvill he 

Wildlife Parks through Management Plan. A sum of Rs. S.OO 

tf^cd for Koiai Wildlife Park.

Park: r<r‘

■l-’il1^-

■ysame

■41
■ carried out in these 

million is a./a
A

- - 'Si*•
i;

r-'

JlHiBBitkttiiuak
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under U'liicI) KdIu)'Wlldlirctinw in ilu* iulnliml di'iiiun nl Ihu scheme
Iik'Ks snuill enclosures for difrerent uniintils. TIiu:;

iMionsivo -I JilVci'cnl species of wiKlliCe is ilimeull ami rale of
l,i„| hero ari'eeleil. 11 is thcicroro, rccomnioiidcd dial Animal 

species be developed in Kolal Wildlife Park for inlensivc 

in protection iincl henith care ofilic^

) li. n‘ IS a 
l-,uk was developed, um il

»

ivproduction 

l-nclosiuvs I'oi dilldK-ni
manngenu'iii ol ilie species and improvement 

aniinals imdei ihe Management Plan, 
manai'cnu'oi plan Idv 

aee»»idm|'.ly.

Tliis is not provided in the aj^proved
u/.he revised 4

Kotal Wildlife Park and the same may

Jis recommendedreeding points have been developed in the park, il is
ilvat cerv Camera be Hxed at these points to monitor feeding, health etc of lie

the management plan by revising the -i-

♦ As one to two

wild animals. This should be included in 

same.
• Most cITicicnt and trained staff be posted in 

ground knowledge and insliiulional memory of die park dcvclopincnl and various 

aclivitics under taken in ihe park. The newly rccruilcd staff especially lire Wildlife j ^ 
Watchers be attached initially for training in different parks and then posted willV . ^

responsibility in the Wildlife Park.
. Ration Scale for tlie Wildlife Park must be prepared and approved by llio 

concerned Dl'O Wildlife for each park to track its utilization and lor judicious 
utilization of llK resources. Until then, the Ration Scale developed by Peshawar J

Zoo be followed.
. Effective measures be taken to control vermin species like wild boar and stray

dogs in the wildlife parks.
• DFO Wildlife must keep a proper register for 

stair in each wildlife park and that should also be rcneclcd in his tour diary

the Wildlife Parks, who have back5 ^ ^ :

r-' •

issuance of various directives to the n
i\
il

4 ni^eii.ssion and Recommendations;)
of the animals from Kolal Wildlife Park is a mix of poor .design of die project in 

1989 and tlie present mismnnagcmcnl. However, following arc iccommended against the
liscape

staff for corrective measures:

V
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jS'" ReconimeiuhUions

5 % of ihe loss may be recovered iVom Iiim. ^ 
He may be issued Censure.________ ______
30 % of die loss be rccovered from liim mul
Ids dircc increments be willilield without
cumulative effect.________________—
5 % of the loss may be recovered from him.
He may be issued Censure.________ _— .
10 % of the loss may be recovered from him. ^
He may be issued Censure.------------- -------
10 % of the loss be recovered from Itiiii and _ 

increments be withheld vvillioul

Name with Dcsiunalion
“■ "N-irTArifuriali Deputy Ranger WiTtllifc 

chi'ld charuc of Uanpc Officer Wildlife) 
”” Mr. Nasccr-ud-Oin Deputy Ranger 

Wildlife

t. 'I S.No
1

2

Mr. Muhammad Nascer Range Officer3 •^11Wildlife
Mr. Ghulam Murlaza Wildlife Watcher3

Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher
his three
cumulative effect.-------------- ----------——

of the loss be recovered from him and 
be withheld withoutMr. KIturram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher 10 % ?>5 his three increments

cumulative effect. _________
10 % of the loss be recovered from him and

be withheld withoutMr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher Q6 his llirec increments
cumulative effect. ----------- ---—
^>0 % of llic loss be recovered from him and

be withheld without
s IkMr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher7 his titree increments 

f^iimulative effect.

[yd
■ (KIlAmS^P^t-KnAN) 

DivisiontfhFfJfest Officer Wildlife 
D.I. IChan Wildlife Division

membeu

/ (ABODliGHAFOOR)
Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife 

Swat Wildlife Division 
CHAIRMAN

I

\ .

' i
•i.

.



1% ^ 2021DATED PESHAWAR THE __ ____
CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR

— orrmi
BY DR. MOHSIN FAROOQUE

monthly report of Kotal Wildlife Park for the month of 11/2019, the following animals have
As per 
been reported in the Park. ItKCKll’T---- -

n/vri‘ _sL3;
i-u.K—^ 
UFO WILDLIFE KOHAV

iTotalFemaleMale 1Name of animalSr# 0303Chinkara1. 322111Mouflan sheep2. 080305Hog deer3. 432716Total

While ,,.ppin, .hd .himn, of oh. moofl.h sheep

appointed as inquiry officer vide office order No.37. dated 23-12-2019^^_________ _____
Designation_________ —

Deputy Ranger Wildlife (holding~charqe of Range Officer_^d!ifelNameSr#
Mr. Arifullah1

Deputy Ranger Wildlife
Wildlife Watcher

Mr. Naseer ud Din
Mr. Ghulam Murtaza

2
3

Wildlife WatcherMr. Ikramullah4
Wildlife WatcherMr. Khurram Shehzad5
Wildlife WatcherMr. Muhammad Yasir6
Wildlife WatcherMr. Muhammad Sajid7

submitted his inquiry report vide letter No.384/SDWO
In compliance to the above, the inquiry officer 
dated 24-04-2020 with the following findings;__________

Uou^lan sheeps is deemed correct.
2 Reply/iustilication submitted by the accused are not covered lor their sufficient defeKe.
3. /according (o the spot visit the damages in fence have been seen inhere the same were not property repaired by

1.

Staff.4 Negligence of staff and incharge of facility rendered huge loss to government / depattmeni inclined

occurred due to inordinate negligence in-etticiency and lack of interest by the local
7. The loss to government has been$

staff.
Based on the above exposition, the DFO Wildlife Kohat vide his office order No. dated 1^9-06-^ 
2020 imposed the following minor penalties upon the accused as per R_______ _______ -

Particulars of penalty
i. Stoppage of one increment for one year

Stoppage of qne increment for one year / j 1
Recovery of R5.217,500/-____________1
Stoppage of two increments for two year V -----^

NameSr# ViMr. Arifullah1.

Mr. Naseerud-Din2.

Mr. Ghulam Murtaza3. Rftcovery of Rs.87.00Q/-_____ ________
Stoppage of two increments for two year Vfct \7il 2 
Recovery of Rs.87,Q00/-_______ ^Mr. Ikramullah4.
Stoppage of two increments for two year
Recovery of Rs.87.QQ0/-______ ^____
Stoppage of two increments for two year
Recovery of Rs.87,000/-__________
Stoppage of two increments for two year 
Recoverv of Rs.87,000/:_________

Mr. Khurram Shahzad5.

Mr. Muhammad Yasir6.

Mr. Sajid Sardar7. „J
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the Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa showed dis-satisfaction over the 
inquiry report and penalties imposed on concerned staff and ordered for de-novo inquiry through a 
committee consisting of the following constituted vide office order No,06, dated 10-07-2020.

^ (Chairman)
(Member)

i

Mr. Abdul Ghafoor, DFO Wildlife Swat 
Mr. Khan Malook Khan, DFO Wildlife D.I.Khan

The de-novo*inquiry committee submitted their report vide letter No.382AA/LS, dated 27-8-2020 with 
the following recommendations:

1.
2.

RecommendationsNameSr#
5% of the loss may be recovered from him. He may be issued Censure.
30% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
withheld without cumulative effect._________ _______________
5% of the loss may be recovered from him. He may be issued Censure. 
10% of the loss tnay be recovered from him. He may be issued Censure.
10% of the toss be recovered from him and his three increments be 
withheld without cumulative effect._________________________
10% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
withheld without cumulative effect._____________ ___________
10% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
withheld without cumulative effect. ___________________
20% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be 
withheld without cumulative effect._________________ ________

Mr. Arifullah1.
Mr. Naseerud-Din2.

Mr. Muhammad Naseer3,
Mr. Ghulam Murtaza4.
Mr. Ikramullah5.

Mr. Khurram Shahzad6.

Mr. Muhammad Yasir7.

Mr. Sajid Sardar8.

Since the de-novo inquiry committee has recommended recovery in percentage which was referred 
back to the inquiry committee vide No.2974/WL(E), dated 21-10-2020 for clarification. Accordingly 
the chairman of the inquiry committee replied vide his letter No.812AA/LS, dated 23-10-2020 
showing value of property and proposed recovery in rupees as per following details:

Table-1: Value of property
Value of property In Total amountNo.Name of speciesS# (Rs.)

5,250,000150,00035Mouflan Sheep1.

225,000
150,00003Chinkara.2.
75,00003Hog deer3.

5,925,000Total:

Table-!l: Proposed recovery
Proposed recovery (Rs.)Name of staffS#

296,250Mr. Arifullah1.
1,777,500Mr. Naseerud-Din2.

296,250Mr. Muhammad Naseer3.
592,500Mr. Ghulam Murtaza4.
592,500
592,500
592,500

1,185,000

Mr, Ikramullah5.
Mr. Khurram Shahzad6.
Mr. Muhammad Yasir7.
Mr. Sajid Sardar8.

5,925,000Total amount RsI

The chairman of the De-novo inquiry committee vide his letter No. No.382AA/LS. dated 27-8-2020 
recommended “recovery may be reduced to 50% of the value of the property if agreed”. The 
undersigned after considering the inquiry reports and relevant documents has the following stance:

1. More damage occurred in Kotal Wildlife Park due to blasting by NHA contractor between 3-6- 
2018 & 4-6-2018 as reported on 7-6-2018 showing missing animals. However the subsequent 
monthly progress reports pertaining to animals in Kotal Wildlife Park should have been 
corrected accordingly instead of showing the same number of animals before the blasting on 
the night of 3-6-2018 & 4-6-2018 which were not even verified by the DFO Wildlife 
Kohat/Range Officer Wildlife Kotal through survey to ascertain the exact number of animals in 
the park.

2. Since green feed is provided to the animals in Kotal Wildlife Park on daily basis during the 
period in which animals had escaped the park which was othenwise consumed by wild boars 
inside the park and the park staff did not bother to regularly monitor the consumption of feed 
from view point/ observation points so as to ascertain the number of wild animals in the park

3. The missing of animals initially from April 2018 to December 2018 were not recorded at any 
level of staff hierarchy and regularly reported in the monthly progress reports for the period by 
the concerned Range Officer Wildlife.

4. Similarly DFO Wildlife Kohat also did not realize the gravity of situation: rather he forwarded 
the same to head office without analyzing the same. Thus, he is accountable for such



.

Therefore based on the above
•% in

.. Wsc^line) Rules, 2011 has decided to cons'id"er'the“''reIced'" Servants (Efficiency &

fep.“fC"4'
public with immediate effect; ncrement as per following detail in the interest of

Penalty proposed by the 
_ enquiry committee 
Amount of;

Total value 
of property 
proposec 

(Rs.)

Penalty imposed by the 
competent authorityName

: Withholding of Amount ofWithholding of 
increments Recovery : Increments

Remarks50%
recovery :

Mr. Arifullah 296.250 148.125 ;■ Censure 100.000 -Censure Tenure of the official
was just one monthMr. Naseerud-Din 1,777,500 888,750 ; Three increments

; without cumulative 
effect.

Censure

888,750 jCensure

Mr. Muhammad 
Naseer

296,250 148,125 148,125 .’Censure.
Mr. Ghulam
Murtaza

592.500 296.250I Censure Censure. The official had been
deputed in raid party & 

also engaged in 
supervision of activities 

of 10 BTTP ProjectMr. Ikramullah 592,500 296,250 i Three increments 
j without cumulative 

_______ effect.

296,250 (Three
ncrements for 
hree yearsMr. Khurram

Shahzad
592,500 296,250 ; Three increments

[Without cumulative
_______ ■ effect. __
296,250 ; Three increments., 

.'Without cumulative
_________________ ■ _________

592,500 ; Three increments
.’without curhulative
 effect.

296,250 (Three
[increments for 
[three yearsMr. Muhammad

Yasir
592,500

296.250 [Three
[increments for

_______^hree years
592.500 -Three

[increments for 
______ [three years

Mr. Sajid Sardar 1.185,000

Total amount Rs I 5.925.000 2,962,500 2,618,125\

f

can

{Dr. Mohsin
Chief Conservator Wildlife 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar

rooque)

No /WL(E)
Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the;

-1'. Conservator Wildlife Central Circle Peshawar
2. Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle Bannu
3. Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat 

^'^''TJfficer/Officials concerned.

■

1

They are directed to slart the requisite recovery- 
immediately and ensure to 
recovery within a period of three 
positively and report compliance.

‘

complete the 
months

Chief Co Iivator Wildlife
yber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.7471/2021 MR. SAJID SARDAR WATCHER fBPS-7) WILDIJFF. nTVISTniv
KQHAT V/S GOVT OF PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH SECRETARY ENVIRONMFNT
FORESTRY AND WILDUFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR AND OTHFBS

%

1. Mr. Sajid Sardar 
Wildlife Watcher (BPS-7) 
Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat

PETITIONER

VERSUS
1. The Secretary, Environment Forestry and Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

The Chief Conservator Wildlife, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
The Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat.

2.
3.

------- RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKTHUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDFR
DATED 19.Q6.2020 AND 13.04.2021 RECEIVED ON 21.04.2021 WHFRFRY
THE PENALTY OF SSTOPPAGE OF THREE INCREMENTS AND 
RECOVERY OF 593.500 IS IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AND
AGAINST NOT DECIDING THE PEPARTMFNTAT APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WITHIN 90 DAYS OF STATUTORY PERIOD

JOINT PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 TO 3 FACTS:

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action.

2. That the appeal is barred by law.

3. That this Honorable Tribunal lack jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.
4. That the appeal is bad for non-joinder and mis-joinder.

ON FACTS:

1. Correct to extent of appointment order. However, the performance in the official duty of 

the appellant at Kota! Wildlife Park was weak.

2. Correct.

3. Incorrect. The charges recorded in the chargesheet were proved and the penalty 

accorded under the rules.
was

4. Incorrect. The appellant was posted in Kotal Wildlife Park on 04-12-2018 and incident 

reported on 20/12/2019, therefore, during the period, progress reports were submitted on 

monthly basis and the appellant along with other staff of Kotal Wildlife Park did not 

raised any objection in the figures of animals in the reports with actual figures on ground.

5. Incon-ect. Proper opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant. Moreover, reply 

of the charge sheet was also submitted by the appellant to the Enquiry Officer (Annex-A) 

and considered but during the process of enquiry, the charges leveled against the 

appellant were proved.



6. Incorrect. The Show Cause issued according to the Rules and reply of the appellant 
not satisfactory (Annex-B), hence the penalty was accorded as per E&D rules, 2011

(Annex-C).

7. Correct, the action has been taken under E&D rules, 2011.

was
.r was

8. Incorrect. The Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa showed dissatisfaction 

with the previous enquiry (Annex-D) hence being competent autliority, the Chief 

Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has constituted 

novo
a committee to conduct de- 

enquiry under the rules (Annex-E). The order was handed over to the appellant but 
he did not request for provision of enquiry report at any stage.

9. Incorrect. the respondent No.3 (DFO Wildlife Kohat) forwarded the departmental appeal 

to concerned quarter within the statutory period of 90 days (Annex-F) and Respondent 
No.2 returned the with the observations that appeal is full of discrepancies andsame

needs proper scrutiny (Annex-G) and the appeal also late from the prescribed period 
of 30 days, but in the meanwhile the period of 90 days was also completed and no further

was

process was made. However, the appellant filed another appeal on 21-09-2022 directly to 

Respondent No.l, which

V-'

not considered being time barred vide Section Officer 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Climate Change, Forestry, Environment 

Wildlife Department letter No.SO(Estt)/FE&WD/l-5/2019/MF,
(Annex-H).

was

and
dated 02-03-2023

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. The orders were issued on merit in accordance with the prevailing Rules, Laws, 

facts and material on record.

B) Incorrect and baseless allegation without any ground reality and proof. The appellant has 

always been treated according to law, rules, which is evident with the fact that the 

appellant applied for vacant post of Deputy Ranger Wildlife (BPS-l 1) in the same office 

and department and was selected on merit vide DFO Wildlife Kohat Order No. 16, dated 

08-10-2021 and is currently working as Incharge Wildlife Check posts in Kohat Wildlife 

Division. Moreover the posting transfer has been made as per S.No.lO (Posting & 

Transfer) of KP civil servant Act, 1973 rules, whereby clearly mentioned of that 

Govt, servant will serve anywhere in the province by order of competent authority.

C) Incorrect. Full opportunity of personal hearing and personal defense was provided to the 

appellant (Annex-I).

D) Incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted and proper procedure was followed under 

relevant rules, laws as explained in Para-C above (Annex-J).

E) Incorrect. The upper scale in the instant case was BPS-16. The Chief Conservator 

Wildlife is appointing authority upon BPS-16 as such then de-novo enquiry was made by 

Chief Conservator Wildlife and then penalty order has also been issued by Chief 

Conservator Wildlife. Hence the order has been issued properly as per law and rules.

every



/oF) Incorrect. The charges encoded in 

authority has considered and reviewed the
the charge sheet were the same and competent

case after de-novo enquiry and the penalty 
order has accordingly been issued as per E&D rules 2011. Moreover the penalty imposed

upon the accused is minor vide rule-4(l)(a)(ii) &(iii) of E & D rules 201 land not major 

penalty as questioned by the appellant in his appeal.

tr

%

G) Incorrect. Proper procedure has been adopted as per E&D rules, 2011.

H) Incorrect. All the codal formalities have been fulfilled in the case. The appellant has 

applied for provision of enquiry report. However if the appellant need enquiry report 
documents will be provided after his application.

I) As per reply in Para-C above.

not

j the

J) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible in the negligence charges which 

provide against him in enquiry process.

K) Incorrect. The appellant

the Department being Enquiry committee. Moreover, it is correct that the appellant 

transferred to Kotal Wildlife Park on 04-12-2018 but after a period of one 

12/2019, the appellant and other staff of Kotal Wildlife Park did 

number of animals. So, it was the prime responsibility of the Wildlife Watcher to protect 

and ensure availability of the animals in Park premises. The appellant was also 

responsible to report the actual figure of animals in the park, but 
properly.

L) Incorrect. As per comments,in Para“K” above

M) -^e r&5peBdents.,may aUfuv trrprm?iH5'^^^^l-gTCTMds-a^

“PP®*** rejected, upheld tiS^Office Order No. 146, dated
13/04/2021, issued by Respondent No.2 i.e. Chief Conservator Wildlife ^yber 
Pakhtunkhwa being Competent authority.

were

found negligence and inefficient by very Senior Officers ofwas

was
year i.e. 

not report the actual

was not reported

CL£r7fT^ C Aj)

Secretary 
Climate Change, Forestry, 

Environment & Wildlife Department 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar ,

Chief Conservator Wildlife
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar
(Respondents No. 02)

u ^

espondents No.Ol)

-T-l■VSa -.i'ri''•U':

___________ _ ■

f V
.•

\ ^^^^jivisioiial FofestB^b^ 
\ Kohat Wildlife Diyi^orK

5>ervice Tribunal Pesh
Kol at /

(Responder ts/No. 03


