@} '~ 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

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

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

1.
2. The Chief Conservator Wildlife, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. The Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat.
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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

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

......... PETITIONER
VERSUS

—

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

2. The Chief Conservator Wildlife, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. The Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat. ]
-------- RESPONDENTS
AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Sajjad, Sub-Divisional Wildlife Officer, office of the DFO
wildlife Kohat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of para wise
comments on behalf of Respondent No.01, 02 & 03 are true and correct to the best of my

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

Muhammad Sajjad, Sub-Divisional Wildlife Officer (BPS-17) is hereby
authorized to attend Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar on behalf of
the undersigned in the Service Appeal No.7471/2021 “MS Sajid Sardar versus
Secretary Climate Change, Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department &
others” on each and every date of hearing in the case regularly till final decision is

taken by the Court.
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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

1.

[—y
.

Mr. Sajid Sardar Lahybor Pokhinkhwa

Wildlife Watcher (BPS-7) Serniee 1ri vt

Kohat Wildlife Division, Kohat 7 G/
_________ PETITIONER Vi «.é g S

VERSUS : u._m_.,.m

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

........ 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 PARAWISE 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.
Correct.

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

accorded under the rules.

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.

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

%“ was 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:
novo 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 same with the observations that appeal is full of discrepancies and
needs proper scrutiny (Annex-G) and the appeal was also late from the prescribed period
of 30 days, but in the meanwhile the period of 90 days was also completed and no further
process was made. However, the appellant filed another appeal on 21-09-2022 directly to
Respondent No.1, 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/1 -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) Incortect 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.10 (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 orger has been issued properly as per law and rules.



N @

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(1)(a)(ii) &(iii) of E & D rules 2011and 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 appeliant 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.

@ﬂ/”‘
Chief onse\xvator wildlife

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
% Peshawar
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar (Respondents No. 02)

(Respondents No.01)




. DISCIPLINARY ACTION

L Muhammad Abdu Samad, Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Division Kohat, as competent
=.thQrity. am of the opinion that Mr., Muhammad Sajid designation Wildlife watcher (BPS-07) has
> W¥red himself ljable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following acts / omissions, withip
12 meaning of ruje 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discip]ine)
Rules. 2011,

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS,

That he, while posted as Wildlife watcher (BPS-Q?_) at Kotal Wildlife Park, committed the
following uregularities:

(a) Those according to the monthly reports the following animals have been reported upto
1172019 in Kota] Wildlife Park.

- 03 03

11 21 32

05 03 08
Total | 16 27 43 |

(b Keeping in View above Sifuation he has committed Injustice to assignment by
originating huge loss to the department.

(c) It appears that he have hot discharged duty fully devoted and Proved himself to be
unproductive witl, lethargic presentation,.

Divisionaj
Kohat Wi

iw;i




CHARGE SHEET

;é'*‘_[, Muhammad Abdu Samad, Privisional Forest Officer Wildlife. Division Kohat, hereby charge you.
Mr. Muhammad Sajid as follows:’ : .

1- That you, while posted :s wildlife watcher g§' PS-07) af Kotal Wildlife Park, committed the
following irregularities: ¥

(a) Th_o:c,c: according io the monthly reports the following animals have been reported upto
11/2019 in Kotal wildlife Park. '

S# | Name of animal spp | Male Female | Total
1- | Chinkara - 03 03
2- | Mouflan sheep 11 21 32
3- | Hog deer | 05 03 - 08
- - Total | 16 27 | 43

As reported by the X ange Officer Wildlife vide his letter No. 108/TP dated 20/12/2019 the
population of mouflan. sheep have escaped or otherwise missing on grounds. The
undersigned physiculiy observed the same on 21/12/2019 during field visit to Kotal Wildlife
Park. However, excupt above only three Hog Deer are currently existed in the facility as:

01Male 02 Female _ 01Fawn =Total 04

(b) Keeping in view above situation you have committed injustice to assignment by
originating huge ioss to the department. '

N (c) It appears that yod have not disdharged duty fully devoted and proved yourself to be
' unproductive with lethargic ‘presentation. R :

(d) The unpleasant occurrence of missing animals in the facility have neither reported nor

" informed by anione on his part which directly. reflected doubtful concert as well as

discouraging con.mitment to the post. Rather the reported animals whatsoever in the past
have otherwise now seems false & proxy meaning.

2- By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of mis-conduct and inefficiency under rule 3 of
the Khyber Pakhtunkin. 4 Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 and have
rendered yourself liabic to all or any of the penalties specified in rule 4 of the rules ibid.

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

4- Your written defence, .t any, should reach the inquiry officer within the specified period, failing
which it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte action
shall be taken against vou. )

. Intimate whether you ¢ sire to be heard in person.
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OFFICE OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER
KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT
Phone: 0922-514393
Email: dfokohat@gmail.com
Address: H#05, Sector D-II, Phase-II, KDA

;” &' @

Mr. Muhammad Sajid
Wildlife Watcher
Kohat Wildlife Division

No.QShY /WL (KT) _ Dated Kohat the __62 Zg- /2020.

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.

Encls: as above:

DivisionaljForest Officer

¢

! Range
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I 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.

i 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. :

ii. 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

iii. 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.

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.

Encl: As above:

Abd-us-Samad
Forest Officer
ildiife Division
Kohat

Range
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3 Ahnc;o/“C'i._:,r‘ j e
OFFICE ORDER NO. {’z‘j DATED Iﬁ/ﬁé /2020, O’7

ISSUED BY MR. MUBAMMAD ABDUS SAMAD DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER, KOHA't

P WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT
' Bricf history of the casc:

In compliance of verbal Order of the Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa regarding
trapping and shifting of one Mouflan Sheep from Kotal Wildlife Park to Peshawar Zoo. On searching of -'
animals for trapping, it was disclosed that no animals were available at Kotal Wildlife Park. The li
concerned Range Officer Wildlife and his staff of the park has regularly submitted monthly rcports
whereby shown availability of animals in the facility. It is the negligence of concerned staff that they
Eore not aware of the actual position of the animals. The undersigned being competent authority has
appointed Mr. Shabir Ahmad Sub-Divisional Wildlife Officer Kohat as Enquiry Officer to probe in the
matter and submit report in this regard vide this office Order No.37, dated 23/12/2019.

Proceeding of the Enquiry: )

In compliance, Mr. Shabir Ahmad SDWO Kohat (Enquiry Officer) has started the proceeding,
issucd charge sheet and memo of allegation duly signed by the competent authority and found that it was
the negligence of the following staff of Kotal Wildlifc Park that they were unaware of the factual position
of the Park resultcd escaped of 29 Mouflan sheep.

Mr. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife (holding charge of Range Officer Wildlife)
Mr. Nascer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife

Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher

Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher

Mr. Khuram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher

Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher

Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Watcher

Nowm AW

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

The undersigned issued show cause notice 10 all the accused staff and provided opportunity of
peisonal licaring on {9-06-2020. They have also submitted their written reply to the show cause notice
th nol convincing.

Conclusion:

The accused officials failed to provide any evidence in their defence 10 deny the charges and |

~convinced that the accuscd is guilty in inefficiency in performance of official duty of the park duc to thair

.. aegligence and escaped of Twenty nine (29) Mouflan sheep animals from Kotal Wildlife Park, thercfore,

the undersigned being competent authority imposcd the following minor penalties as per rule 4 of
Efficicncy and Discipline Rules 2011 upon the concerned below accused:

SH1 ___Name | Particular of penaity :
1 | Mr. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife i, Stoppage of one increments for onc year g
| (held charge of Range Officer Wildlife) ii. Recovery of Rs.217500/- A "
2 | Mr. Nascer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife i. Stoppage of onc increment for one ycar i "
I ‘ | i Recovery of Rs.217500/- ] E
3 | Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher i, Sloppage of two increments for Lwo years
’ L ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/-
4 | Mr. lkramullah Wildlife Watcher i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
__ii._Recovery of Rs.87000/- ]
5 | Mr. Khuram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
- N ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/- .
6 | Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher i, Stoppage of two incrcments for two years '
: ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/- o )
57| Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Watcher i, Stoppage of two increments for two years '
- X ' ii. Recovery of Rs.87000/- |

At
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Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-
Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa please.
Conservator Wildiife 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.

Attt d

[ 3%

Zimisional B
ichat tZildl|’e D}
Hollat




The Divisional Forest Officer
Kohat Wildlife Division Kohat

- Subject . gnQuIRy REPORT.

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

. Kindly refer t.
; ) missing animals in Kotal wi)

further necessary action as per rules please.

Encls as above

0 above ang fina attached herewith th

e subject en

dlife Park. The complete file is attached herewit

quiry report of the case of escape /
h for your kind consideration ang
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£NGUIXY 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.

Background.

While executing orders of the Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa regarcing
trapping & shifting one Mouflan sheep from Kotal Wildlife Park to Peshawar Zoo has disciosed a
foremost negligence on part of the local staff when no animal could see within the facility on one
hand while on the other hand local staff of facility failed to report or inform the escape / missing
animals from the facility. In this connection a written report of incharge Range Officer Wwildlife vide
his no. 108 dated 26/12/2019 (Annex-I) have testified negligence of local staff wherein clearly
mentioned that during surveyed of animals in the facility, sufficient wild boars were roaming instde
& outside the fence but no Mouﬂan shecp could see in the facility. Sustaining such position the
concerned Deputy Ranger Wildlife / Wildlife watchers are on the otherwise performing duty of the
concealed facts regarding negligence on their part. Knowing facts, field visit to the facility has also
been considerably conducted by the Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle accompanied by thc
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/WL-KT dated
23/12/2019. rAﬁer serving the prescribed c.iarge sheets to the individual staff T 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: '

1-  Mr. Arifullah D/R Wildlife (Flolding charge of a Range Officer Wildlife)

2-  Mr. Naseer U Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife Kotal WL Park.
3-  Mr. Ghulam Murtaza " Wildlife watcher Kotal Wildlife Park.
4-  Mr. lkramullah Wildlife watcher Kotal Wildlife Park.
5-  Mr. Khuram Shehzad Wildlife watcher Kotal Wildlife Park.
6-  Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife watcher Kotal Wildlife park.

7-  Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife watcher Kotal Wildlife Park.
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(a)

(b)

()

(d)

(e)

pe s o -;_.—..-‘ -

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

Those according to the monthly reports the following animals have been reported upto

1172019 in Kotal Wildlife Park.

»

S# | Name of animals spp Male Female Total
1- | Chinkara - 03 03
2- | Mouflan sheep 1] 21 32
3- | Hog deer 05 03 08

Total 16 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:
01 Male 02 Female

- 01 Fawn =Total 04

Keeping in view above situation you have committed injustice to assignment by
originating huge loss to the department.
It appears that you have not discharged duty fully devoted and proved yourself to be

unproductive with lethargic presentation.

The unpleasant occurrence of missing animals in the facility have neither reported nor

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 M.
Nasecer U Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife as:

The unpleasant occurrence of missing animals in the facility have neither reported nor
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. In addition you have regularly
vert"ﬁed 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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Page # 05

*

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 | Closing balance Total
species M F Fawn
1 Chinkara - 03 |- 03
2 Mouflon Sheep | 11 [21 |- . 32
3 Hog deer 05 |03 |- 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 unpicasant
incident has been appeared very shortly. The unpredictable loss of 29 Mouflan sheeps has

been made correctively revival setting aside case enquiry.

Procedure

(1)

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

spot visit of the facility on 25/1/2019. Held meeting with 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 poinis
were at the status of easy and convenient repair / closure but the local staff merely shut the
rifts by putting loose stones and shrubs etc: If the vulnerable points whatsoever observed
would have been properly repaired under the already incurred ex.penditure 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 & other

‘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 adoptin g proper

and effective planning. Photographs attached (Annex-1I).

Bidsionc FATSTTT A,
Kohat ... [ 5 ..Jx’"
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(i)

-

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-III).

(iii) The 3" step is the record of supplementary feed to animals. During inspection of register, it

(a)

®

(©

(d

has been observed that the regisier 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

observations given at the end of each one:

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

Since taken over ch‘arée of Tanda Wildlife Range on 25/10/2019, it is correct that Jmonlh]y
progress report of animals has been submitted regularly and it has been verified from
Deputy Ranger Wildlife (In charge Kotal Wildlife Park).

It 1s 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

’sole]y prime responsibility of the nominated in charge.

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 from the incharge and staff,

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 shlftmg to Peshawar Zoo with
regard to compliance of i mstrucflons by the Divisional Forest Officer Wlldhfe 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

e
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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 that being newly incumbent to the post I am unaware of the
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 sitvation T am oot
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 oﬁ reply of Mr. Arifullah I/C Range Officer W/Life

In his reply to the charge sheet at (b) no observed SOPs putting sole responsibility cn
incharge Deputy Ranger Wildlife Kotal alone is well questionable. Overall defauit on
shoulders of Deputy Ranger Wildlife in the case creates ambiguity becausc being
competent skill of a Range Officer Wildlife, why achievable strategy for search and sicge
animals could not be streamline to his own extent, showing lack of involvement in the

field duty on his part.

In his reply to the chairge sheet at (c) the record of animals has been maintained but on the
spot no animal was found is contradictory between the record and feedback of / repoit 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 thie

animals in the field is lacking his interest.

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 populution »f
animals in the park is otherwise unreasonable

Jtem-wise reply to the charge sheet furnished by Mr. Naseer U Din D/Ranger
Wildlife

Mentioned that due to the extension activities of access road the NHA authoritics

carried out blasting for breaking mountains at upper sides during previous year. Bus (o

p et d




the activities the large stones rolled down caused major damages to the fence / DPC
créated rifts 'ﬁf convenient escape chances to the animals. The rehabilitation of all such
damages aIthou.gh. 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 the
fence and DPC provided convenient escape chances to the animals. He admitted fict
that major cause is the damages so appeared by the above mentioned work.
(b) 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
‘i he has performed fully devuted. He also disclosed that in the past many animals weve
escaped but came back / brought to the fence.
(c) Commented his performance at many stations and raid during his service where the
challans lodged against violation is the evident of efficiency.
(@)  Declared escape of large animals which have been reported.
(e)  Pointed out that the survey of animals are recorded on estimated figures. He Nether
. added his performance can be asked from local staff on oath.

Considerable observations on reply of by Mr. Naseer U Din D/Ranger Wildlife

(a) The N.H.A activities were carried out before one or more years back while the animais
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.

(b) Mentioned that in the past many animals were escaped but came back / brought to the
fence. He further 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..

(d)  Admitted escape / missing in large animals {from fence. However, on examining the
monthly progress report of the facility (available on record) bearing his verification of
availability of the animals. It also inclined questionable?

(¢) Delivered regular instructions for protection of fence to the staff could not be carrie:!

on by the Incharge Deputy Ranger as well as other staff.
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Detail of Wildlife watchers posted at Kotal Wildlife Park are mentioned below:

S# Name 1*' appointment Posting in the facility
I- 1 Mr. Ghulam Murtaza | 7-5-2013 Not posted in the facility but deals the official
. correspondence under direct supervision of
Range Officer Wildlife at Kotal WL Park.
[- | Mr. Ikramullah Khan | 1-1-2019 5/9/2019
2- | Mr. Khursm Shehzad | 8-10-2018 2/5/2019
3~ | Mr. Muhammad Yasir | 3:63013 20/8/2019
"4- | Mr. Muhammad Sajid | 9-10-2018 4/12/2018

In the statement of Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife watcher he produced copies of posting orders from
25/712016 to 2/10/2017. In these posting 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

Officer Wildlife to supervise and maintain official record of the activities carried out under the
project “Green Pakistan” in Kotal Wildlife Park. Mr. Ghulam Murtaza denied direct relationshi p with
the responsibilities of protection of fence and animals in the facility. Rather currently he is posted in
Tanda Wildlife Range.

Personal Hearing .

Up held enquiry sequence by providing optional opportunity of personal hearin g to the
accused on 24/2/2020 wherein no one could provide sufficient / documentary proof for his self-
defense. The main questions of escape / missing animals and maintaining fake record could not be

justified for consideration to satisfy the enquiry.
Findings
According to above precise story, following reasonable findin gs are likely to be appeared for
further consideration:
> 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 h; gher authority of honorable Conservator Wildlife
Southern Circle by making spot visit to the facility. At presently the allegation of escape /

missing mouflan sheeps is deemed correct,

> Reply/ Justification sdbmitted by the accused are net covered for their sufficient defense.

=
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According to above precise story, following reasonable findings are likely to be appeared for
further consideration: .

Sub Divisional Wi e Officer
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- OROER NO. o0& __ DATEDPESHAWARTHE /o ~— OF — a020BY
oF;lgH O FAROOGUE, CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
oR.

The Divisional Forest Officer Wildiife Kohat conducted an enquiry through SDWO Kohat
missing of pouflan sheep animals from Kotal Witdiife Park. The officer Imposed following

to
il ? nalles vide his order No.64, dated 19-06-2020:
! P
s# e Particular of penalty
o1 i
Mr.Arfuliah Deputy Ranger Wildlife . Stoppage of one Increment for
" | eld cnarge of Range Officer Wildlife) li.Recovery of Rs.217600/- orevest
5| Mr.Naseer-ud-din Deputy Ranger Wildiife | 1. Stoppage of one increment for one year
‘ i.Recovery of Rs.217500/-
3 | ™r.Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Walcher .. Stoppage of two Increments for two year
| __ i, Recovery of Rs.87000/-
| 5| Mr.Ikramullah Wildiife Watcher I. Stoppage of two increments for two year
. li.Recovery of Rs.87000/-
5. | Mr.Khurram Shahzad Wildlife Watcher 1.Stoppage of two Increments for two year
__ I.Recovery of Rs.87000/-
5. | Mr.Muhammad Yaslr Wildlife Watcher 1.Stoppage of two increments for two year
' il. Recovery of Rs.87000/-
7. | Mr.Muhammad Salid Wildlife Watcher i. Stoppage of two Increments for two year
il. Recovery of Rs.87000/-

The undersigned is nelther satisfied with the enquiry report nor with the minor penalties
smposed 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 Kotal Wildiife Park:

+
1. Mr.Abdul Ghafoor Divislonat Forest Officer Wildlife Swat. Chairman
2. Mr.Khan Malook Khan, DFO Wildlife 0 [ Khan Member

The committee has to:

- 1. Ascerain the number of animals currently present in the park. They will be provided all
N : possible assistance by Divislona! Forest Officer Wildlife Kohal. Alternatively, they can engage
. any other officer/Official of Wildlife Department lo ascertain the captive stock,

Clearly pinpoint the identity of all those who are responsible for such mis-management.

N

Fix responsibliity based on the rofe assigned to each concerned officer and offictal,

Assess the feed utilizatlon with respect to captive stock within the park.

o W

Come up with proper recommendations for improved management of wildlife parks in general
and Kotal Wildlife Park in particular.

6. The committee is requested to submil their detalled report within 2

Khyber PakMunkhwa
Peshawar
No B1}-3\ /8-x-5

‘\ ' Copy forwarded for information and necessary aclion lo the

They should provide all needed help
] especlally in terms of human resources fo the

committee.

1. Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle Peshawar.

2. Conservator Wildiife Northem Circle Swat.

3. Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Swat. Office order No.64, dated 19-08-2020 issued by DFO

Wildlife Kohat along with complete enquiry file are enclosed.

4. Divisional Forest Officer Wildife D.1.Khan. Office order No 64, dated 19.06-2020 issued by
DFO Wildiife Kohat along with complete enquiry file are enclosed.
i
5. DFO Wildiife Kohet, Ha Is directed to provide all necessary documents to the Inguiry
ccmmittee as and when required to them.

Chief Conservator wildlife

’ Khyber Pakhiunkhwa
q l r Pashawsr
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OFFICE OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER
KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT

Phone: 0922-514393
Email: dfokohat@gmail.com
Address: H#05, Sector D-II, Phase-II, KDA
To
The Conservator Wildlife
Southern Circle
Bannu
No.j4y$e /WL (KT) _ Dated Kohat the 24 gig: /2021 i
Subject: - APPEAL .
Memo: i

It is submitted that kindly find  enclosed herewith self éxp]anatory 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.

L]

|
i
|

1. Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher

2. Mr. Yasir Ali Shah Wildlife Watcher

3. Mr. Khurram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher
4. Mr. lkram Ullah Wildlife Watcher

and

Encls: as above:

Divisional Rprest Ofﬁcejf-—
Kohat Wild[fe Division
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OFFICE OF THE CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE
SOUTHERN CIRCLE BANNU
EMAIL: cwl.sc.bannu@gmail.com _
o PHONE: 0928-662001
ADD: BAZAR AHMAD KHAN CHOWK BANNU

To '
The Chief Conservator Wildlife,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar ]
No._ /ML (SC)BU Dated Banni the 0% — 2/ 2021.

SUBJECT: - APPEAL.

Kindly find enclosed herewith self-explanatory letter No. 1452/WL (KT)
dated 26-05-2021 received from Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat preferred by the
Wildlife Wgtchers of Kohat Wildiife Division for your kind perusal and further necessary
action please.

Consérvator Wildlife
Southern Circle
Bannu

No. "% £ 2 ML (scyBU

Copy forwarded to DFO Wildlife Kohat for information and necessary

action with reference to above.
S A
' N
ervator-Wildlife—~—

Southern Circle
Bannu

[
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- OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA o

N N T !
gt? ; PESHAWAR . 2 4 r
 ECEIPT -
. - — &~
To .  ome IS
7Py
: L N id Y a7
The Conservator Wildlife e DFE KURRAM
Southern Wildlife Circle DRVl
Bannu _
No. / WL/Kohat inquiry, Datéd Peshawar the l ? 16/2021.

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

*P' 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
scrLItiny 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. /

Chief Conservator Wildlife
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

'N ng\(f 9 AL ' ‘ Peshawar
0.

"bopy forwarded to Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat for

*

information and similar necessary action.

_Ch on’s‘efvator Wildlife

-
/ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
M,ﬂﬁ [P’l ‘ Pﬁhawar%/

supdt Q DALETTERS 2020 -21(A4) doo ’
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R OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

. PESHAWAR
- ST /33 L.
" Y ,-68 19—“94
oAt .—~,I~ = ./
The Conservator Wildlife _ ;);:Q}ﬁ); o ?’ ;g s qu__

Southern Wildlife Circle

No. WUKohat inquiry, Dated Peshawar the 31 — R .. #2021,

7

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

_ Please refer to above and furnish the requisite information immediately
T for further processing with Administrative Department.

Chief Conservator Wildiife
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar

No.‘ 1;0 E /WL

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

No 9589/WL, dated 17-6- 2021 :
7/ 4 W 2 42
. Chief Conservator Wildlite

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar

T
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T KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA Cﬁ/-
T-& WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT/? o
ﬂ —

GOVERNMENT O
FORESTRY, ENVIRONMEN

NO.SO(Estt)/ FE&WD/1-5/2019 . ~
Dated Peshawar the, 21"‘ September, 2022 Z;gﬁ? 7
ErTESatic | by S

oo ST,
& on L DATE 2 4-j0 =21

7o
Chief Conservator Wildiife, /( SN 1,7, 1
. e . ) A O
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Fefn / 7051‘"0 wmﬁ pAM
Peshawar. : . TR %) D oy !
\o VI
TH PENALTY. 592500/- AND

Subject: - ) .
i STOPPAGE OF 03A_NNUAL INCREMENT FOR 03 YEARS: i )
¢ to-the subject cited above and to enclose herewith
’

{ am directed to refe »
copy of self contained appeal . dated 21t September, 2022 alongwith its enclosures
submitted by M. Sajid Sardar, Deputy Ranger Wildlife Kohat regarding exoneration

from the penalty of Rs: 592,500/-.
therefore, requested to furnish' views/comments

2 ‘In this 'r.egard, it is,.
this department for further necessary action, please.

alongwith all relevant documents to

3 Encl: As abave
3 %;- ?:..-——"’
(SANOVIimTR)

SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

*

E Endst: No: & date even
.. Copy ‘is forwarded for information to  PS to Secretary Forestry,

Environment & Wildlife department, Khyber Pakhturikhwa.

==
Cjﬁ OFFICER (ESTTY)

- o

. ;;_ .
— |

. ' SECT!

(y\u .
(r}‘ ;A'd/ﬁ 1L 04,3/{ e
o~ . W Vdup
~hief Conservator

Khyber Pakhtunk
Feshawar

€
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Phone:
Email:

OFFICE OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER
KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION, KOHAT

Address: H#05, Sector D-I1, Phase-II, KDA

0922-514393

dfokohat ail.com

The Chief Conservator Wildlife

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
No. S 7/ rwi (KT) Dated Kohat the 93 //0 12022,
Subject: - COMMENTS ON APPEAL OF MR. SAJID SARDAR DEPUTY RANGER
WILDLIFE )
Reference: Your Endst: No.2557, dated 03/10/2022
Please refer to above and it is submitted that following are the comments on above noted
subject:

Appeal

Comments / Reply

Occurrence  of incident in Kotal
Wildlife Park is reported by Mr. Asar
Gul Incharge Kotal Wildlife park
dated 01-06-2018

Correct to the extent of occurrence of incident. However, the escaped
animals were brought back to the park as reported by Range Officer
Wildlife Tanda vide letter No.182/WL-TP. :

2 | Damage report by Range Officer | Incorrect. The subject report was only for the damage of fence and
Wildlife Kotal Park letter No.304, | escape of 05 animals whereas the penalty has been imposed on appellant
dated 19/04/2018. for escape of animals reported by Range Officer Wildlife Tanda vide his

) letter No.108/TP, dated 20-12-2019.

3 | NHA blasting on date 17-04-2018 vide Correct to the extent of incidence.
letter ** No.176/TP, and letter
No.182/TP, dated 13/10/201 8, the
animals were escape from the park.

4 | The blasting estimated Rs.1 507831/ | Incorrect. The animals were brought back to the park by local staff while
only for fence damage and ignoring | the said repair work has been done by National Highway Authority
the animals loss. (NHA).

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
before my appointment.

Correct. 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
in the feed register as well as in the monthly animals report. So, being a
watcher of the park, the appellant was responsible to report the
difference in the number of animals in written reports as compare to
original number of animals in the park.,

In addition to above, it is further submitted that a series of inquiries have been conducted
from 11/2019 to 04/2021 including de-novo inquiry in which the appellant has been found guilty. Detail js

as under:
S# Inquiry conducted by Penalty recommended Penalty imposed
I' | Mr. Shabir Ahmad the then Stoppage of 02 increments and Stoppage of 02 increments and
SDWO Kohat recovery of Rs.87000/- recovery of Rs.87000/-
2 | De-novo enquiry conducted by | 20% of the loss i.e.Rs.1185000/- Withholding of 03 increments

Mr. Abdul Ghafoor the then
DFO Wildlife Swat and Mr.
Khan Malook Khan DFO
Wildlife D.I.Khan

be recovered from him and his
three increments be withheld
without cumulative effect

and recovery of Rs.592500/-
(50% of the proposed penalty).

In view of above factual position, it is submitted that

the appeal of Mr. Sajid Sardar Deputy

Ranger Wildlife Kohat may very kindly be filed in the best interest of the Department please.

Atterted
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L S
NO.SO(Estt)/FE&WD/1-5/2019/mr ) él SRTVISe
Dated Peshawgr the, 2" March, 2023

19 pad
Mr. Sajid Sardar, Deputy Ranger, '
Kohat Wildlife Divisjon . 948
Kohat. . RECEIPT —
 DATE _f0 ~03 -0y
Divisional Wildlife Officer,, : -

Ry Sy A
Kohat Wildlife Division VK A
Kohat o *

DFO WILDLIFE 01+~

per the rules. .

i
b
'\/ oy

5 « . SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
Endst: No: & date even /Z&é}’—‘é‘j' S
Co/gyfs forwar"ded for informaﬁion to:

% Chief Gonservator Wildiife, ki,

yber Pakhtunkhwa WIr to his letter

No. 5855/WL (£),
dated 28" *pecember, 2022, ‘
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. OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER Arnnes-7]
A a : PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR -

33 o

The Conservator Wildlife
Southern Circle, Peshawar

No_ 223D i (B&A) Dated Peshawarthe _.& ~/#  /2020.

j Q LS
Subject: ENQUIRY REPORT REGARDING ESCAPE/MISSING OF ANIMA
J 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 No.812/WLS dated 23.10.2020 alongwith

[ ' enquiry report for necessary action and submission of your comments with
M - 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.

2 74;' /.ﬂm,;«;,j oF exley /Dﬁm&e, Chief Coarfserydtor Wild!ife

Whyuhar l5akhtunkhwa
No._>552 745 mi (SC)

dated Peshawar

.
.
.

the _O/=/) _ 12020
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- and necessary action, He is reat orwgrdgzd to DFO Wildjife Kohat far i
Chief Conservator Wildiife KhybceI Pt Sumit his commen
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Ol VlClz OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER SWAT WILDLIEFF, DIVISION

!t‘ ' SAIDU SHARIF
e | | | "(/Lx" v
The Chiet Canservotor Wikllife 4.4 -{}O A .'
. Khy ber Pakhtunkiva
Peshawar t .
- Nu, 8‘.‘2 WIS Dated Saidu Sharif the 23 .10.2020

Nubject: l‘\QUlR\' REPORT REGARDING ESCAPE/MISSING OF ANIMALS FROM KOTAL

W T PARK N KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISIO o ’?."‘;
s

ference.  Your office letter No. 29741\\’1, (E) dated Peshawne the 21.10.2020. -»""'_/ -

Memo: .
It is submitted that the proposcd recovery [rom the staff of Kohat Wildlife Division is
given in the below two tables:
: . Tahle b+ Shawing detnils of Animals escaped with their value of property in accordunce with ofTice order
—r— ’ No.31 dated 03.10.2014 issued by Chicf Conservator Wildlife Kiyber Pakhtunkhbwa Peshawar
S, No. | Name of species No. Value of property in Rupees | Total Amount
“ ! ] Mouflan Sheep* 35 130,000 52.50.000 )
Y __2 [ Chinkara 03 150.000 4,50,000 :
' 3 Ilog Deer 03 75,000 2,25,000
- Total Amount Rs. §9,25,000
¢ Nu value of Mouflan sheep is available. Hence value ol Urial is taken.
"Table 2: Showing proposed recovery from the stafT in accordance with the enquiry.
* ' (5. No._| Name of stafl Designation Proposed Recovery (Rs.)
AL Arit"Ullah Deputy Ronger Wildlife 2,96.250
2 Nascer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife 17,77,500
3 Muhammad Nasar Range Ofticer Wildlife 2,960,250
4 Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher 3,92,500
5 Ikram Ullah Wildlite Watcher 5.92,500
s); 0 Khuram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher 5,92,500
! ;/_ 7 Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher 5.92.500
i 8 Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher 11,85.000
\ Total Amount Rs, 59,25,000
~ N
% i Itis further submitied that as given at S.No.4 of the enquiry report that “Escape of the animals
. from Kotai Wildlife Park is 0 mix of poor design of the Project in 1989 and the proposed
mismanagement of stafl”, and at S.No.3 “no mini enclosures were construcied for the dnunals and the
l animals were released in the main fence having area of 150 acres™
‘ Itis therefore, most humbly subminied that the recovery inay be reduced 10 50% of the value of
s property, if agreed, please. :

ﬂwlxmu.ll Forest Ollicer

S Wit Wildlife Division
/ P} ! ]1. ] Saidu Sharily

* NO._‘_ el */\VI,S // ? ; /):\
% t't—%‘gﬂ“w forwarded 1o the DivisionaNVildlite Offieér N Khan for information, please
"‘l A , ;'r! 0 e / ot
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< "SRBCIFICE OF THE DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER SWAT WH.IDLIFE DIVISION .
r - .

“SAIDUSHARIF
¢ - w 2 : | TR

I/ \
v s I'he Chief Conservator Wildlife g\a“’——’g" ;n'\ C ONI‘IDFNTIAL ;
. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa v 3 “‘fﬁ’k;’ o0 !
i R ~ Peshawar . \«{o ‘k, '
- o 384 _wis

QAW Dated Saidu Sharifl ihe 9\?;2 2020, o
- Suhject: : LY RIE

ENQUIRY REPORT REGARDING LSCAI’]’/M!SSNG or B ‘31- 38 FROM
KOTAL WILDL!FE PARK IN KOHAT WiL. DLIFE DIVISION

- Memo:

Enclosed please find herewith the
dully condueted by the ¢

rd
Wﬁ}'edw

enquiry repurt about the subject cited above
nquiry wam for your kind information and further appropriale action.

A ‘ ,V’l cg\‘z/t?/f) .‘

Divisional Forest Officer .
. Suwat Wiltdlife Division '
e A1 Saidu Sharir ¢
. !f

Copy forwarded to Mr, Khan Malook Khan, DFO Wildtire 1.1.Khan tor information and
recond. please,

o
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( Bivisional Foresg Otticer

swat Witdlile Division
\ Saidu Sharir
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FNOUIRY RIE I’()Rl REGARDING ESCAPE/MISSING OF ANIMALS FROM KOTAL
WILDLIFE PARK IN KOHAT WILDLIFE DIVISION .

* I. Back Ground
I'he Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife, Kohat Wildlifc Divisiqn vide office order No. 37 dated

23412/2019 ordered an enquiry regarding cscape/missing of animals from Kotal Wildlife Park

-

) Ihe cnquiry officer conducted enquiry and submitted the same vide No. 384/SDWO daied
25/042020. Consequently DFQ Wildlife Kohat vide office order No. 64 dated 19/06/2020
", imposed penalties on the staff. detail given below: '
S.No | Namz with Designation Particulars of Penalty
I | Mr. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife | i. Stoppage of one increiment for onc ycar
4 | (held charge of Range Officer Wildlife) | ii. Recovery of Rs. 217,500/= e
2 Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger i. Stoppage of one increment for one year
) | Wildlife L ii. Recovery of Rs. 217,500/= :
afd Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher | i. Stoppage of two increments for two ycars
“ o ii. Recovery of Rs. 87,000 =
4 Mr. Tkramullah Wildlife Watcher i. Stoppage of two increments for two ycars
- . ii, Recovery of Rs. 87,000/=
5 Mr. Khurram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher | i. Stoppage of two increments for 1Wo ycars
| T ii. Recovery of Rs. 87,000/= -
6 Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher | i. Stoppage of two increments for two years
. . ii. Recovery of Rs. §7.00/- )
"7 Mr. Muhammad Sajid Wildlife Watcher | i. Stoppage of two increments for (wo years
ii. Recovery of Rs. §7,000/== L

Chicf Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide his office order No.06 dated 10/07/2020
showed dissutisfaction over the enquiry report and the penaltics imposed on the relevant sialt and

constitutcd the following committee to conduct de-novo enquiry in connection with missing

" animals of the Kotal Wildlife Park:

- 1. Mr. Abdul Ghafoor Divisional Forest Officer Swat Wildlifc Division Chairman
2. Mr. Khan Malook Khan, DFO Wildlife 1D.1.Khan Member
Following were the Terms of Reference (ToRs) of the commitice:
"« Ascertain the number of animals currently present in the park. They will be provided all
P possible assistance by Divisional Forest Officer Wildlile Kohat. Alternatively. they can

cngage any other officer/ofiicial of Wildlife.Department (o ascertain' the captive stock.

TN HAVL UL R I veasas e

. ¢
Divisional o‘{est Ofticer /L~
Kohat \;\'il ifl: Division
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¢ such nis-management.
ssigned to cach concerned officer and official. .~ )

o Clearly pinpoint (he identity of all those who are responsible fo

«  Tix responsibility based on the rolc a

¢ fecd utilization with respect 0 caplive stock within the park.

e Asscssth
« Come up with proper recommendations for improved management of wildlife parks n

general and Kotal wildlifc Park in particular.

2. Proceedings:

In compliance to the Chief Con order No. 96 dated 10/07/2020,

servator wildlife Peshawar, office

n.16/07/2020 and remained there for week along with Mr.

the undersigned wravelled to Kohat o
rsigned visited Kotal

Khan Malook Khan, DFO wildlife D.L.Khan.. During the period the unde
ked the record of Dro wildiife Kohat and also had

wildlife Park several times and also chec
{ and staff of Kotal Wildlife Park. Written

detailed interaction with DFO wildlife Koha

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

3. Findings:
While going through the record and discussion with relevant staff, an

DFO Wildlife, it was noted that the main fence of Kotal Wildlife Park was crected during 1989-71, »
' coer ."\'3
90 under a developmental project and small or mini enclosures Were not constructed for the di- 1t
- 'yaer

» the main fence having area of 150 acres. 1t was pointed

d Mr. Abd u Samad Wazir,

v
'

animals and the animals were released iy

out that the issue came t0 front when cfforts were made to trap Mouflan Sheep during December

2019 for Peshawar Z0o. Findings of the committec are illustrated below:
3.1 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.

The commitice members along with slaff of Kohat Wildlife Division scarched Kotal

wildlifc Park but could not sec any animal. The search continued for two days carly in

the morning and evening but no animal was sighted. According {0 DIFO Wildlifc Kohat

and his staff and in accordance with the monthly progress reporg only 04 Hog Deers arc
3

present in the park (Annex-1, 02 pages).
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3.2 Clearly pinpoint the identity of all those who are responsible for such mis-

managenent.
. 1t was noted from the rccord that the following officials/Officers remained Range

Officers Tanda Dam Wildlife Park including Kotal Park for the period mentioned

v,
} RPN

against their names:

S.# Name with Designation From To | - !
1 Saced Anwar Range Officer Wildlife 06/2017 1212007 Wt
2 Munsif Ali SDWO 02/2018 02/2018 AV
3 - | Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife | 03/2018 0172019 | eyt
4 Muhammad Naseer Range Officer . 10272019 10/2019

5 Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife 11/2019 12/2019

6 Salah-ud-Din Range Officer Wildlife- 01/2020 Till date.

~
{

v

The issue initially started in August 2017, as per record provided to the enquiry team
(Annex- 1I), when the Range Officer Wildlife reported damage 10 the main fence duc )

1o heavy rain and flash floods. The issue was reported again with more severily, ]
i
/

where in six animals including Three Chinkara, threc Mouflan Sheep were reporled

missing by the Range Officer Tanda Wildlife Park to DFO Wildlife Kohat vide No. |
304/TP dated 19-04-2018. According to the Range Officer the animals escaped due” '
{o Blasting by NIA Contractor on the main road that damaged the main fence. The ","‘.::, Yo
same was shared by DFO Wildlife Kohat with Deputy Director National Highway )

Authority Peshawar with copy to Deputy Commissioner Kohat (Annex- 111). No’{|JJ\“I~

1

further record for action by NHA or its contractor was provided to the enquiry team,
though an agrecment on judicial stamp puper was signed with the contractor oi‘\!IIAJ
by DFO Wildlife Kohat on 19/04/2018 (Annex-1V). However during inspection of };-" ""j‘: '

[

the fence in the field, DFO Wildlife "Kohat showed a specific portion of the fence }",;:'-n_‘,j.,,\

S0
- '??

’ ~.
Range Officer Wildlife Tanda Wildlife Range qgmn/ reporied somc further damage o },-
DFO Wildlifc Kohat between the night of 03/06/2’jand 04/06/2020 0) due to blastmu] 7/ 7
by NHA vide No. 324/TP dated 07/06/2018. The report inter alia mcludcs eseape of \ 4T
animals, number of which is not shown. DFO Wildlife Kolmt called explanation of

the said officialvide No. 1876/WL-KT dated 18/01/2019 '\bout missing/cscape of

repaired by or through NHA and/or its contractor.

H
.~

Kohat \’}:il 1S
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‘ animals (Annex-V, 07 Pages). But missing of the animals from April 2018 (o June
‘ 2018 and until December 2018 were 1ot recorded and reported in the monthly-
progress-reports for the period by the concerned Range Officer, nor werc his rcports
analyzed in the divisional office (Annex V1, 09 pages).
Following officers and officials of Kohat Wildlife Division are rcsponsible for the
mis-management in Kotal wildlife Park:
"S.No' | Name with Designation
| Mr. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife
(held charge of Range Officer wildlife)
2 M. Naseer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife
3 Mr. Muhammad Nasecr Range Officer wildiife
4 Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher
S Mr. lkramullah Wildlife Watcher
6 Mr. Khurram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher
7 Mr, Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher
8 Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher
3.3 Fix respounsibility bused on the role assigned to each concerned officer and official.
Following officers and officials are responsible for the mismanagement, as found
“+ {rom the record and their statement:
S.No | Name with Designation Extent of Responsibility
I Mr. Arijullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife | He remained incharge Range Officer of
(held charge of Range Officer Wildlife) | Tanda Wildlifc Range for almost onc a half
month and submitted thc monthly progress
report of Kotal Park, dully filled in and
verified by the Incharge Deputy Ranger. In
L his written statement (Annex- VII), the
official claims that [irst he reported the issuc
of missing animals and tried and successfully
entered back five Mouflan Sheep. The same
escaped again later on.)g1hy
His period of duty in Kotal Wildiife Park is
very short and he submiticd the monthly
progress report after verification by the
concerned Deputy Ranger Wildlife. L
)2 M{. N.ascer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger !-lc_is the major official responsible, as the
X Wildlife incident took place in his tenure as Incharge
l Range Officer Tanda™Wildlife Range. lle is
! / still_incharge of Kotal Wildlife_ Park. 1is

M\/@HMJ

Divisional o’lest Ofticer /(-
Kohat W itliil: Division
¥l
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statement (Annex-VI1II) is not satisfaclory.

He remained for the lengthy period in the
park but could not materialize his ¢fforts to
retrieve the animals. Neither had he reported

1 the missing animals in the monthly progress |-

reports.

Mr. Muhammad Nascer Range Officer

‘el

He was Range Officer Wildlife from
February to October 2019 and submitted
monthly progress reports from February 10
September 2019 and submitted ditto copics.

Thus he showed his in efficiency. In his
written statement he d that he only saw 18
Mouflan Sheep (Annex- I1X). He said that
survey of wildlife is done {rom time to time
but no survey report afier 2017 was provided

to enquiry team.

He is totally ignorant that when the animals
escaped ((Annex-X). In his written statement
he informed that he is also part of the raid
party and is mostly responsible” for Green
Pakistan activitics. .

His statement is not satisfactory Annex-Xl).
He tried to shed his responsibility.

His statement is not satisfactory Annex-XII).
He tricd to shed his responsibility.

o ———

I1is statcment is nol satisfactory Annex-
X1i1), He tricd to shed his responsibility.

Wildlifc
}
5' 3 Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher
1
i
4 Mr. Tkramullah Wildlife Watcher
5 Mr. Khurram Shchzad Wildlife Watcher
6 Mr. Muhammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher
i
"7 Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher

Mis statement is not satisfactory Anncx-
1IVX). He tricd 1o shed his responsibility.
But he told that the animals escaped before
his posting i.e. 04/12/2018 and that he
informed the Range Officer and Deputy
Ranger verbally.

-

3.4 Assess the feed ntilization with respect to captive stock within the park.

There is no Ration Scale notificd for Kotal 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 uscd as feed for the animals, which is on the lower side, as

compared (o the actual fecd requircment. The DFO wildlife Kohat clarified that the

same is on low side because the animals move frecly in 150 acres and also

graze/browse the foliage available in the wild.  After the esqape of the animals, 20
¢ 1S, 2

gedi (Stake) of Shafial is given to the remaining four animals (Amnex- VX). The

. C
Divisional Fotest Officer (-
Kohat Y ildlitl Division -




" same cannot be quantificd. ‘The tender for feed. items must be in quantifiable terms.
1iform all the ilems. lehc;more, it b

’ -
B s Gedi may vary in weight and cannot be kept w ;
wusT e L
they arc charging 30 (o 80 Kg of green feed daily, though now only 04 log Dccrs arc Jx% ;"" !

prescnt in the-park. ‘They have written notes in the fecd register that they put somc
fced outside the park to the escaped animals. Mr. Salah-ud-Din Range Officer is
responsible for the over feed, as no animal is recovered during the period, though he

i clainis of putting some fecd outside {he main fence for the escaped animals.

Staff of Kotal Wildlife Park was putting green feed at the feeding points on daily H"(, R

basis without monitoring its consumption. The feed is mostly consumed by Wild faee {;‘
. Boars entered into the park. This was confirmed on 18.07.2020, when a wild boar :,}\
was found dead close to the feeding point, on that very night some rice mixed wuh 0{,,
poison was used. The wild boar atc that and dicd accordingly. This incident supported \;s-‘ \,? ,
the idea/guess of the enquiry team that major portion of the grcen fecd is consumed | L ’

)’.‘l

by wild boars that had entered the park through the weak and damaged fence. P

3.5 Come up witl proper recommendations for improved management of wildtife parks
in general and Kotal Wildlife Park in particular.

l'-‘oflowi ng rccommendations are made for improvement of Management Kotal Wildlilc

Park:
e Main fence of the park is now almost 30-years old-and nceds major repair. The Jeir ™ ,

same may be included in the Mamgemcnt Plan of Kotal Wildlife Park under the ,71 ” '

developmental scheme, “conscwallon, Devclopment and Management of |4 ,f J,f -
«

Wildlife in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (A sub Project of Ten Billion Trees Tsunami Ay ‘; A0
Program Phase-1, Up scaling of Green Pakistan Program: Revival of Forestry and e f’” !
) wildlife Resources in Pakistan)”. 1t is envisaged in the approved PC-1 of the g "
scheme that various repair, improvement and re-modeling activitics will be : 5'1; u\i
? il

. carricd out in these Wildlife Parks through Management Plan. A sum ol Rs. $.00

million is allo@ated for Kotal Wildlife Park.
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T Muwiers a fawin the sl design of the scheme, under which Kot AVildlile

Path was developwl, wy il icks small enclosures for different apimuls.  ‘Thus

puensive manipenient ob dillerent specics of wildlife is difficult and rate of

reproduction hund heen affecled. 1L is therelore, recommended  that Animal

cies be developed in Kotal Wildlife Park for intensive

Inclosures [oy ditliaent spe
ealth carc ol the

¢ivs and improvement in protection and h

\

managenwnt ol the spe

animals weler the Management Plag. This is not provided in the approved

manapetnent plan for Kotal Wildlile Park and the smmc may he reviscd

aceondmply,

e Agune o bwo feeding points have been developed in the park, it is rcco
health ctc of the

mmended

(hat CCTV Camera be fixed at these points to monitor feeding,

wild animals. This should be included in the management plan by revising the

same.

« Most efficient and trained staff be posted in the Wildlife |
of the park development and various

{

ground knowledge and institutional memory

activitics under taken in the park. The newly recruited stall especially the Wildlife

Watchers be attached initially for training in different parks and then posted with

responsibility in the Wildlife Park.

concerned DFO Wildlife for cach park to wrack its utilization and for judicious

utilization of the resources. Until then, the Ration Scale developed by Peshawar

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

.

—

dogs in the wildlife parks.

staffin cach wildlife park and that should also be reflected in his tour diavy

4. Discussion and Recommendations:
Iiscape of the animals from Kotal wildlife Park is a mix of poor design of the projeet in

1989 and the present mismanagement. However, following arc recommended against the

stafT for corrcctive measures:
. -
0 4

-

-

2.7

»arks, who have back \:\w;

« TRation Scalc for the Wildlife Park musl be prépared and “approved by lho}

— -

A
fos ;ﬁ'

1.

DFO Wildlife must keep a proper register for issuance of various directives to the | ,i.,-e:-'
8
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e Name with Designation ‘Recommendations o
1 Nir. Antuliah Deputy Ranger Wildlile | 5 % of the loss may be recovered from him. |7,
R (held charge of Ranpe Officer Wildlile) | He may be issued Censurc. 2
2 Mr. Nascer-ud-Din Deputy Ranger 30 % of the loss be recovered from him and Xy
Wildlife his three increments be withheld without |~
I A cumulative cffect. -
| 3 Mr. Muhammad Nascer Range Officer | 5 % of the loss may be recovered from him. | 2
Wildlife e may be issued Censure. _ 7
3 Mr. Ghulam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher | 10 % of the loss may be recovered from him. |
_ e may be issued Censure. .
4 Mr. Ikramulah Wildlife Watcher 10 % of the loss be recovered from him and | .
his three increments be withheld without | € .
. : cumulative cffect.
{3 Mr. Khurram Shehzad Wildlife Watcher | 10 % of the loss be recovered from him and )
his three increments be withheld without | @
. cumulative effect.
6 Mr. Mubammad Yasir Wildlife Watcher | 10 % of the Joss be recovered {rom him and
' his threc increments be withheld without | Z
5 cumulative effect. .

7 Mr. Sajid Sardar Wildlife Watcher %0 % of the loss be recovered from him and | |
his three increments be withheld without lo
cumulative cffect. -

ey P
i Z }/%’? -
- (JKILA R dA-LﬁO’i(‘KIIAN) (ABDULL GHAFOOR).
\ Divisionai-Forést Officer Wildlife Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife
D.I. Khan Wildlifc Division Swat Wildlife Division '
b - MEMBER CHAIRMAN
! ,{u ]
.’ B 1,
| i
S
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~—QFFI68-QRDER NO. / (’/é DATED PESHAWAR THE !’zz-oé ~ 2021
BY DR. MOHSIN FAROOQUE, CHIEF CONSERVATOR WILDLIFE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -

& PESHAWAR

As pef monthly report of Kotal Wildiife Park for the month of 11/2019, the foliowing animals have

been reported in the Park. - - "
Sr#t | Name of animal Male | Female | Total RECEIPT e a

» i
1. | Chinkara : 03 03 part R f_‘-lf,&n:._.
5| Mouflan sheep 1 21 3 FILK ! haviary.
3, Hog deer 05 03 08 DY WILDLIFE KOHAT
Total 16 27 43

While trapping and shifting of one moufian sheep from Kotal Wildlife Park Kohat to Peshawar Zoo in
compliance to the directives of the Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, no ;
moufian sheep was observed in the Park as evident from the report of Range Officer Wildlife Tanda t
Range Kohat vide letter No.108/TP, dated 20-12-2019. Moreover, Conservator Wildlife Southern :
Circle Peshawar accompanied by Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat during field visit to the Park !
on 21-12-2019 also did not observe mouflan sheep within the park. Accordingly Divisional Forest ,f
Officer Wildlife Kohat served charge sheets against the following concerned staff vide letter
No.2138/WL-KT, dated 23-12-2019 and Mr.Shabir Ahmad Sub-Divisional Wildlife Officer Kohat was

appointed as inquiry officer vide office order No.37, dated 23-12-2019:

Sr# Name Designation

1 Mr. Arifullah Deputy Ranger Wildlife (holding charge of Range Officer Wildlife)

2 Mr. Naseer ud Din Deputy Ranger Wildlife

3 Mr. Ghuiam Murtaza Wildlife Watcher

4 Mr. Ikramullah Wildlife Watcher

5 Mr. Khurram Shehzad | Wildlife Watcher ]
6 Mr. Muhammad Yasir | Wildlife Watcher

7 Mr. Muhammad Sajid | Wildlife Watcher

In compli‘ance to the above, the inquiry officer submitted his inquiry report vide letter No.384/SDWO, :
dated 24-04-2020 with the following findings: |

| 4. Negligence of staff and incharge of facility rendered huge loss to governmenf / department inclined

1. The allegation found-logical in the charge sheels served fo the accused wherein it has been festified by all sources as
well as by the competent authority i.e. Divisional Forest Officer Wildiife Kohat and the higher authority of honorable

Conservator Wildiife Southem Circle by making spot visit to the facility. At presently the allegation of gscape/missing
Mouflan sheeps is deemed correct.

2. Reply/ justification submitted by the accused are not covered for their sufficient defense.

3. According to the spot visit the damages in fence have been seen where the same were not properly repaired by local
staff. -

compensation/recovery of failure on part of the accused.

5. No daily observation, monthly diary could produce by the Incharge Range Officer Wildlife and Daputy Ranger Wildlife and
other accused to appraise their performance where it is evident that the duty on their part was not condtcted properly.

6. All involved staff itself admitted non-availability of moufian sheeps in the facility in question at one side while on the other
side each official determined his duty with fully devoted is beyond logical. If the facility has been properly protected than
what measures were not taken to protect and report the factual position of the facility till 11/2019.

7. The loss to govemment has been occurred due to inordinate negligence in-efficiency and lack of interes! by the local
staff. 1

Based on the above exposition, the DFO Wildlife Kohat vide his office order No. 64 dated 19-06-
2020 imposed the following minor penalties upon the accused as per Rule-4 of E&D Rules, 2011.

Sr# Name Particulars of penaity N
1. Mr. Arifullah i, Stoppage of one increment for one year @ ﬁ'(/
i. Recovery of Rs.217,500/- .
2, Mr. Naseerud-Din i, Stoppage of one increment for one year S \ !
i. Recovery of Rs.217,500/- ‘ b g
3. Mr. Ghulam Murtaza i, Stoppage of two increments for two year VB#L—-———m..
ii. Recovery of Rs.87,000/- P e Wil o 1 A
4, | Mr. lkramullah i, Stoppage of two increments for two year (He!:::-t r':[ s Ploniact oy
ii. Recovery of Rs.87,000/- pie
5 Mr. Khurram Shahzad i, Stoppage of two increments for two year NS
i. Recovery of Rs.87,000/-
6. Mr. Muhammad Yasir i, Stoppage of two increments for two year
ii.  Recovery of Rs.87,000/-
7. Mr. Sajid Sardar i.  Stoppage of two increments for two year
i Recoverv of Rs.87,000/-
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tr s HuYsver tiie 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

. 3-2‘ committee consisting of the following constituted vide office order No.06, dated 10-07-2020.

1. Mr. Abdul Ghafoor, DFO Wildlife Swat . (Chairman)
2. Mr. Khan Malook Khan, DFO Wildlife D.I.Khan (Member)

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

. Sr# Name Recommendations
P 1. Mr. Arifullah 5% of the loss may be recovered from him. He may be issued Censure.
2. Mr. Naseerud-Din 30% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be

withheld without cumulative effect.

3. Mr. Muhammad Naseer | 5% of the loss may be recovered from him. He may be issued Censure.
4, Mr. Ghulam Murtaza 10% of the loss may be recovered from him. He may be issued Censure.
5 Mr. kramullah 10% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
withheld without cumulative effect.
6. Mr. Khurram Shahzad | 10% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
~ withheld without cumulative effect.
h" 7. Mr. Muhammad Yasir 10% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
- withheld without cumulative effect.
- 8. Mr. Sajid Sardar 20% of the loss be recovered from him and his three increments be
withheld without cumulative effect.
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
i the chairman of the inquiry committee replied vide his letter No.812/WLS, dated 23-10-2020
: showing value of property and proposed recovery in rupees as per following details:
Table-l:  Value of property
" S# Name of species No. Value o{;;o)perty M| Total amount
1. | Mouflan Sheep 35 150,000 5,250,000
ﬁ)(k _|.2. | Chinkara 03 150,000 450,000
3. | Hog deer 03 75,000 225,000
Total: 5,925,000

Table-ll: Proposed recovery

S# Name of staff Proposed recovery (Rs.)
1. | Mr. Arifulfah 296,250
2. Mr. Naseerud-Din 1,777,500
3. Mr. Muhammad Naseer 296,250
4. Mr. Ghulam Murtaza 592,500
5. Mr. Ikramullah 592,500
6. | Mr. Khurram Shahzad 592,500
7. Mr. Muhammad Yasir 592,500
8. | Mr. Sajid Sardar 1,185,000
I Total amount Rs 5,925,000

T e The chairman of the De-novo inquiry committee vide his letter No. No.382/WLS. dated 27-8-2020

1 recommended “recovery may be reduced to 50% of the value of the property if agreed”. The

1' 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 shculd 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 animais in Kotal Wildlife Park on daily basis during the
period in which animals had escaped the park which was otherwise consumed by wild boars
inside the park and the park staff did not bother to regularly monitor the corsumption of feed

i from view point/ observation points so as to ascertain the number of wild animals in the park

L 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 periad by
the concerned Range Officer Wildlife.

L 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




4

b 1

%

i?

Penalty proposed by the Penalty imposed by the
:? :)arlo‘;ae':; enquir.y committee competgnt authority j
Name | Croposed ALt Withholding of Amount of | Withholding of|  Remarks
(Rs.) recovery | increments Recovery:- increments
Mr. Arifullah 296,250 148,125 Censure 100,000 :Censure Tenure of the official
: i was just one month
Mr. Naseerud-Din | 1,777,500 | 888,750 : Three increments | 888,750 :Censure -
:without cumulative ;L
: effect. : .
Mr. Muhammad | 296,250 | 148,125 . Censure 148,125 :Censure.
Naseer : :
Mr. Ghulam 592,500 | 296,250 i Censure - iCensure. The official had been
Murtaza : ; deputed in raid party &
: : also engaged in
supervision of activities
! : of 10 BTTP Project
Mr. tkramuliah 592,500 296,250 : Three increments 296,250 :Three -
‘without cumulative . lincrements for
' effect. three years
Mr. Khurram 592,500 296,250 : Three increments 296,250 :Three -
Shahzad swithout cumulative :increments for
; effect. ‘three years
Mr. Muhammad 582,500 296,250 : Three increments.| 296,250 :Three .
Yasir iwithout cumulative :increments for
| effect. :three years -
Mr. Sajid Sardar 1,185,000 | 592,500  Three increments | 592500 iTiree
. swithout cumulative rincréments for
' effect. three years
Total amount Rs| 5,925,000 2,962,500 2,618,125

2 |
(Dr. Mohsin rooque)
Chief Conservator Wildiife
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar

P806—2F
No WL(E)
Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the;

=t Conservator Wildlife Central Circle Peshawar
2. Conservator Wildlife Southern Circle Banny'
3. Divisional Forest Officer Wildlife Kohat
~—4Officer/Officials concerned.

N They are directed to start the requisite recovery
immediately and ensure (o complete the
recovery within a period of three months

~ positively and report compliance.

yber Pikhtunkhwa
Peshawar

! a2t 2 0ls e

o
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE T‘RIBUNAL,
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

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

......... 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.

hadl S

O — 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 PARAWISE 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

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

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

S : | (Annex-C).

“
PR
S

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

f 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-
novo enquiry under the rules (Annex-E). The order was handed over to the appeliant 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 same with the observations that appeal is full of discrepancies and
i needs proper scrutiny (Annex-G) and the appeal was also late from the prescribed period
of 30 days, but in the meanwhile the period of 90 days was also completed and no further
< process was made. However, the appellant filed another appeal on 21-09-2022 directly to
" Respondent No.1, 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/1-5/2019/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

4 always been treated according to law, rules, which is evidé'nt with the fact that the
appellant applied for vacant post of Deputy Ranger Wildlife (BPS-1 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.10 (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.
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F) Incorrect. The charges encoded in the charge sheet were the same and competent

1(:‘ ’J _ authority has considered and reviewed the case after de-novo enquiry and the penalty
i order has accordingly been issued as per E&D rules 2011. Moreover the penalty imposed

upon the accused is minor vide rule-4(1)(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

provide 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.
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“In view of above the appeal may be rejected, upheld the Office Order No.146, dated
13/04/2021, issued by Respondent No.2 ie. Chief Conservator Wildlife Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa being Competent authority.
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e Secretary Chief Conservator Wildlife
1
¢

(]' Climate Change, Forestry, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa '
’ Environment & Wildlife Department - Peshawar
O .(Respondents No. 02)

ybgr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
( C@fa W‘/Mespondents No.01)

Additional Advocéte Gen
| eral
K{syber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal Peshaw.ar



