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th25^" July, 2023 1. Clerk to learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondent present.

2. Clerk to learned counsel for the appellant seeks

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant

is not available today. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

15.11.2023 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.o

(Fareelia Patil) 
Member (Executive)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

’^/Uiian Shall*



Ih Due to strike of the Bar and Mrs. Rozina Rehman,l4'‘'Dec. 2022

learned Member (J) being on leave, this matter is adjourned

to 02.03.2023 before the D.B. Office is directed to notify

the next date on the notice board as well as the website of

the Tribunal. 0
(Fareena Paul) 
Member(E)

2'“' Mar, 2023 None for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

District Attorney for respondents present.

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel. To

it 12023 before DB. PPcome up for arguments on

given to the parties.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (Judicial)

ihIf" May, 2023 ’1. Nemo for appellant. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Additional 

Advocate General for respondents present.

2. Counsel are on strike, therefore, the case is adjourned. Office 

is directed to notify the next date on the noticeboard as well as on the 

website. To come up for arguments on 25.07.2023 before D.B. P.P 

given to learned AAG.

(Fareeha J%ul) 
Member (E)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

^^Kaleem Ullah*
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17"^ Oct., 2022 Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad

Riaz Khan, Asstt. AG for the respondents present.

Request for adjournment was made due to engagement 

of learned counsel for the appellant in the Hon’ble Peshawar High

Last opportunity is granted. To come up forCourt today.

arguments on 04.11.2022 before D.B.

(Kalini Arshad Khan) 
Chairman(Fareeha Paul) 

iVIember(E)

Lawyers are on strike today.4"’ Nov. 2022

To come up for arguments on 14.12.2022 before the 

Office is directed to notify the next date on the 

notice board as well as the website of the Tribunal.

D.B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul) 
JVIember(E)

1



20.12.2021 Nemo for the parties.

Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for 

respondents present.

Both the parties be put on notice for 04.04.2022 for 

arguments before D.B.

(Atiq Ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Neither appellant nor his counsel is present. Clerk ^ 
of counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.

04.04.2022

Former seeks adjournment due to engagement of 
learned senior counsel in Hon'ble High Court. Last 
opportunity is granted. To come up m ajguments on 
07.07.20^efore the D.B. . V /

Chairman(Mian Muhamrnad) 
Member(E)

07.07.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant presents 

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate Genera! for 

the respondents present.

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested 

for adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for 

the appellant is not available today due to strike of 
lawyers. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

^ 17.10.2022 befi the D.B.

A

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

\

A



08.03.2021 Counsel for the appellant and Assistant AG for the 

respondents present.
Former furnished rejoinder on behalf of appellant with 

regard to the parawise comments of respondents. Placed on 

file. Adjourned to 15.06.2021 for arguments before the D.B.

Chairman(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

Kabirullah Khattak,Appellant in person present. Mr.
Additional Advocate General, for the respondents present.

15.06.2021

Appellant sought adjournment on the ground that his 

counsel is not available today due to strike! of Lawyers. 
Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the D.B on 

dl.10.2021.

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

■ (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz Khan 

Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General for respondents present.
11.10.2021

Learned Members of the DBA are observing Sogh over the demise 

of Dr. Abdul Qadeer Khan (Scientist) and in this regard request for 

. adjournment was made; allowed. To come up for arguments on 

20.12.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)
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10.12.2020 Counsel for the appellant and Zara Tajwar, DDA for 
the respondents present.

Requests for time to submit rejoinder to the reply of 
respondents. The record shows that the appellant was 

allowed atleast two opportunities for the purpose on 

previous dates. The proceedings are adjourned,, to 

08.03.2021 for arguments on the appeal. The appellant 
may furnish rejoinder well before the next date of 
hearing.

!■

f ■

Chairman(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

08.03.2021 Counsel for the and Assistant A.G for the respondents
present.

Former furnished rejoinder on behalf of appellant with 

regard to the parawise comments of respondents. Placed on 

file. Te—Gomc up- for arguments .on Former requests- f-&r 
adjournment asUoarned senior counnol for th& appolinnt -\r, 

ateDdmg-te-aiti-ng father today. Adjourned to 15.06:2021 for 

before the D.B.

(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) Chairman
Member(E)
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Due to C0VID19,the case is adjourned to 

|'1> / f /2020 for the same as before.
.2020

Due to summer vacations case to come up for the same on 

16.10.2020 before D.B.
13.08.2020

%

1, i. •.
f 1

16.10.2020 Junior counsel for appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney for 

respondents present. ,

Former requests for adjournment as senior counsel 

for appellant is busy before Hon'ble Peshawar High 

Court. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

10.12.2020 before D.B.
A-

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member

(Muhammad Jamal Khan) 
Member

*»!•

L
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Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present. Clerk to 

counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment on the 

ground that learned counsel for the appellant is not available 

today due to general strike of Khyber pakhtunkhwa Bar Council. 

Adjourned to 19.03.2020 for rejoinder and arguments before

04.02.2020 *-•

.n•* :

:

D.B.
V . -Tk «i '^ - '.r

(M. Amin Knan Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

■ I'.

iV ,

19.03.2020 None for the appellant present. Addl: AG for respondents

present. Due to general strike on the call of Peshawar Bar Council,
•:

the case is adjourned. To come up for arguments on 21.05.2020 -

before D.B.

V:>

. ^ .
(MAIN MUHAMMAD) 

MEMBER
(M.AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER

•r.

•;

I • -..i

.'*1

'

t, ■
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Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Wahdat Zeeshan, SDFO for the . respondents . .

present.

11.09.2019

Representative of the respondents requests for further 

time. Adjourned to 07.10.2019 on which date the requisite 

reply/comments shall positively be submitted before S.B.

Chairman vr

Mr. Mohsin Khan son of appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Rafiullah Jan, SDFO for the respondents 

present.

07.10.2019

Parawise comments on behalf of respondents No. 1 

to 4 have been submitted. Placed on record. To come up 

for arguments on 06.12.2019 before the D.B. The 

appellant may submit rejoinder, within a fortnight, if so 

advised.

Chairman

'■

Due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar 

Council learned counsel for the appellant is not available today. 

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Wahdat 

Zeeshan, SDFO for the respondents present. Adjourned to 

04.02.2020 for rejoinder and arguments before D.B.

06.12.2019

V

(H^ (M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

hah)
Member
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30.05.2019 Counsel for the appellant present.

Contends that the appellant got retired from service 

on 07.09.2017, however, proceedings were taken against him 

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) 

Rules, 2011 and the impugned order was passed on 

16.01.2019. In the order the appellant was shown to have been 

awarded punishment of recovery of Rs. 37,61,125/-. The 

proceedings against the appellant after retirement were in 

violatip'n of the law. The respondents should have proceeded
'N 'ti ‘ '■ *against the appellant for recovery of Government moneyjf any 

under the West Pakistan Pension Rules, 196,3{^that.^top^ within a 

period of one year of re^tirement ofpcivil servant.

h' ^ ;'I'
I/

Instant appeal is admitted for regular hearing in view 

of the available record and averments of learned counsel. The 

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 

10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To 

come up for written reply/comments on 23.07.2019 

S.B.

r
A’-'''’'-t08p03!t-:^d

before& Process Fee >

______i*'

Chain n

23.07.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, 
District Attorney alongwith Wahdat Zeeshan SDFO for the 

respondents present.

Representative of the respondents seeks 

adjournment. To come up for written reply/comments on
11.09.2019 before S.B.

V

Chairm
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

53j/2019Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Safeer Ullah Khan resubmitted today by Mr. 

Inayatullah Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and 

put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper or^er please.

25/04/20191-

REGISTRAR-:^r\\^
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be

2-
put up there on

\CHAIRMAN
t

/6'j

\'



The appeal of Mr. Safeerullah Khan son of Malik Mirdad Khan Ex-Deputy Ranger Bannu 

Sub Division Forest Bannu received today i.e. on 23.04.2019 is incomplete on the following 

score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission 

within 15 days.

Copy of rejection order of departmental appeal dated 11.4.2019 mentioned in the 
heading of the appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

/S.T.No.

Dt.2 ^ ^If ^ /2019.

REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Inavatullah Khan Adv. Pesh.

\



BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBIJI\Ij^^<PK, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal /2019

Safeer Ullah Khan Appellant

Versus

Secretary to Govt, of K.P. Environmental Department 
and others Respondents

INDEX
S.No. Description of documents. ^ Annexure Pages.
1 Grounds of appeal. 1-9
2 Affidavit. 10
3 Addresses of the parties.__________

Copy of office order dated 
16.IG.2017 which indicates the 
retirement dated of appellant on 
07.09.2017

11
4 A 12

5 . Copy of statement of allegation 
Copy of charge sheet

13-16
6 C 17-18
7 Copy of reply D 9
8 Copies of letters along with inquiry 

report_____
Copy of letter dated 04.07.2018 
Copy of inquiry report in respect of 
staff of Bannu Forest Division^ 
Bannu

E-E/3 20-27

9 F 28-29
10 G 30-35

11 Copy of appeal along with judgment 
Copy of departmental appeal along 
with application for extension of
time and impugned order"________ _
Wakalatnama.

H-I 36-41
12 J-K 42-45

15 46

Appellant
Safeerullah Khan
Ex-Deputy Ranger, Bannu 
Sub Division, Forest Bannu

Dated: 17.04.2019

Through

Inayat UUab Khan
Advocate High Court 
LL M (U.K)

&

r-J ^F^heem UUah Khan
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. P&SHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2019

Safeer Ullah Khan son of Malik Mir Dad Khan 

Ex-Deputy Ranger, Bannu Sub Division, Forest Bannu 

R/0 Sero Bada Khel, Tehsil and District Bannu............
Versus

Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Environmental ' 
Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.
Chief Conservator Southern Region-I, Peshawar.

Appellant

1)

2)
3) Conservator of Forest Southern Circle, Peshawar. 

Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu4) Respondents

Appeal u/s 4 of the,Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the 

impugned office order No.56 dated 

16.01.2019 received by the appellant on 

21.01.2019, whereby the penalty of 
recovery of Rs.37,61,125/- (thirty seven 

lacs, sixty one thousand, one hundred 

and twenty five rupees) was imposed 

upon the appellant to be recovered from
his pension through office order No.56 

against which against which 

departmental appeal dated 22.03.2019
was preferred to respondent No.3, but 

the same could not be. decided on merit 

being time barred consequently was filed 

in office vide order No.4640/E dated
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’ 4

11.04.2019; hence presents this service 

appeal before this Hon'ble Tribunal within 

stipulated period of 30 days, which is 

well within time.

Note:
That matters relating to pay and pensions and other emoluments i 
is a recurring cause of action therefore no limitation runs against ‘ 
such like issues .

(Reported judgment PLD 1992 Supreme Court Page 825; 

2002 PLC (CS) page 1388)

It is also settled law that litigants should not be non-suited on 

the basis of technicalities including limitation. Reported 

judgment PLD 2003 (SC) 724 (k).

Prayer:

On acceptance of this service appeal, 

impugned office order No.56 dated 

16.01.2019 may kindly be set aside and 

the entire proceedings so far taken may 

be declared as coram-non-judice/ void 

ab-initio with further direction to the 

respondents to forthwith release the 

pension of the appellant as the 

pensionary benefits had been illegally, 

arbitrary withheld since the date of his 

, retirement i.e. 07.09.2017.

Any other relief to whom the

appellant is found entitled during course 

of hearing may also be granted.
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Respectfully Sheweth;
Brief facts giving rise to the instant appeal are as'under:-

1) That the appellant was appointed as Forester (BPS-09) in 

the year 1984, and thereafter was promoted to the post of 
Deputy Ranger Forest (BPS-12) in the year 2013 and was 

working against the post of Sub Divisional Forest Officer, 
Bannu at the time of his retirement on 07.09.2017. (Copy 

of office order dated 16.10.2017 which indicates the i 

retirement dated of appellant on 07.09.2017 is Annex: "A" 

page ).

2) That the appellant has 33 years, 02 months and 03 days 

service at his credit when he got retired on 07.09.2017 

after attaining age of superannuation and prior to the 

instant case no show cause notice or complaint was ever 

served upon him during his long career of more than 33 ,
years service.

3) That the appellant was served with the statement of 
allegation along with charge sheet dated Nil wherein it was 

alleged that the appellant while posted as:

a) The DFO Bannu as well as newly posted as SDFO Bannu 

during filed visit noticed more than 40% to 50% failure 

in 225 Ha Waligai Block plantation, 45Ha Adami-II block 

plant and 180 Ha Shagai Block plant; areas raised 

under Billion Tree Afforestation Project Phase-IL

b) An amount of Rs.1668000/- claimed on raising & 

maintenance of 45 Ha Block plant at Adami-II. from 

2/2017 to 6/2017 vide M/Roli Nos.430 444, 459, 524, 

574 & 648/BU for 2016-17, but due to his improper 

maintenance Eess watering and lack of interest being
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incharge of the plantation area resultantly failure was 

observed more than 50%.

c) An amount of Rs.7861600/- claimed on raising &
I

maintenance of 185 Ha Block plant at shagai area from I 
11/2016 to 6/2017 vide M/Roll Nos. 238, 239, 240, '
241, 242, 243, 290, 291, 292, 293, 360, 423, 489, 532, I 

584, 603 and 635/BU, but due to his improper
' I

maintenance, less watering and lack of interest being : 
incharge of the plantation area, resultantly failure was 

observed more than 50%.

d) An amount of Rs. 12344000/- claimed on raising & 

maintenance of 225 Ha ,Block plant at Waligai area from j 
12/2015 to 6/2017 vide M/Roll Nos.158,194, 237, 285, . | 

302,286,340,341,342,392,422,423/2015-16, 26, 58, |
59, 60, 82, 112, 113, 114, 192, 193, 258, 259, 312, !

I

313,380,381,427,460,526,571 & 645/ BU for 2016-17 ;
but due to his improper maintenance, less watering and ,i 
lack of Interest being Incharge of the plantation area, ^ 

, resultantly failure was observed more than,40%. ;

(Copy of statement of allegation Is Annex; "B" page 

No. ) ■

The appellant was charged vide charge sheet dated Ml 
for improper maintenance, less watering, lack of interest 
being incharge of plantation area, plantation was failed 

more than 40% to 50%, hence defence reply was invited 

against the above referred charges.
(Copy of charge sheet is Annex: "C" page \R ).

4) That the appellant has given detailed reply to the charge 

sheet and statement of allegation as referred to in para-3 

by refuting the baseless allegations.

(Copy of reply is Annex: "D" page _j^
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5) That inquiry was conducted through inquiry officer Abid 

M.umtaz, Divisional Forest Officer, who vide letter 

NO.0350/G dated 11.05.2018, submitted his inquiry report 
in respect of the appellant and others, and also vide letter 

N0.8982/G dated 11.06.2018 submitted an inquiry report 
against him.

(Copies of letters along with 'inquiry report are Annex: "E 

to E/3" pages ).

That: vide letter No.26/E dated 04.07.2018 respondent 
No.3 conveyed concerns of the Minister to Govt, of Forest 
Khyber Pakhtunkhvya to Divisional Forest Officer Bannu 

Forest Division Bannu to look into the matter again with - 
the direction to conduct denovo Inquiry in the matter.

6)

^ .

(Copy of letter dated 04.07.2018 is Annex: "F")

7) That, Muhammad Shakeel, Divisional Forest Officer, Kohat 
instead of conducting a denovo inquiry endorsed the 

earlier inquiry reports as .mentioned in para-5 conducted 

by DFO D.I.Khan Forest Division may,be implemented.

(Copy of inquiry report in respect of staff of Bannu, Forest 
Division, Bannu is Annex: "G"). 3o

8) That, earlier the appellant preferred service appeal 
No.613/2018 before, the Provincial Services Tribunal with 

the prayer to direct the respondents to pay him pension 

and other fringed benefits as admissible to him with the 

prayer to declare inquiry proceedings null and void.

(Copy of appeal along with judgment are Annex: "H and I" 

pages

9) That the appellant preferred his departmental appeal dated 

22.03.2019 along with an application for extension of time 

against the impugned office order No.56 dated 16.01.2019
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before the appellate authority i.e. the Conservator Forest, 
but the same was filed in office being time barred vide 

order dated 11.04.2019. (Copy of departmental appeal 
along with appiication for extension of time and impugned 

order are attached as Annex: and K" pages

10). That the appellant feeling aggrieved against the impugned 

office, order No.56 dated 16.01.2019, constrained to file 

the instant service appeal for setting aside the impugned
i

order on the following amongst Other grounds:

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL:

a) That; the impugned office order No.56 dated 16.01.2019 is 

against the law, facts and material available on record, 
hence not tenable in the eyes of law, which is violative of 

Article 4 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

"AN citizens shall be treated in accordance 

with law".

b) That no regular proper inquiry was conducted and the 

appellant was condemned on the basis of summary 

proceedings without issuing statement of allegation, 
charge sheet, show cause notice nor he was associated 

with the denovo inquiry which was held at the back of the 

appellant, which is violative of the mandatory provisions of 
E&D Rules, 2011, Article 10-A of the Constitution of 
Pakistan and principles of natural justice, which are part 
and parcel of all judicial and quasi judicial proceedings, 
hence the impugned order is liable to set at naught alone 

on this ground.

c) That the appellant got retired from his service on 

07.09.2017 on attaining his age of superannuation after 

rendering 33 years, 02 months and 03 days service as 

Deputy Ranger (BPS-.12) while the denovo inquiry
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proceedings, were culminated/ concluded vide impugned 

order dated 16.01.2019/hence no disciplinary proceedings 

whatsoever can be initiated after retirement of a civil 
servant and that too when the impugned office order 

No.56 dated 19.01.2019 was passed after 19 months of 

the retirement of the appellant.

It is settled law of the land that no disciplinary 

proceedings after retirement can be conducted against a 

civil servant for imposition of major or minor penalty as 

contemplated by the rules. Reported case law on the 

subject PLD 1973 (SC) 514, 2005 PLC (CS) 224, 2005 

PLC (CS) 538, 2004 PLC (CS) 771.

. It is also held by the superior courts of Pakistan that 
Civil Servant after his retirement would cease to be a civil 
servant for the purpose of . Punjab Civil Servants E&D 

Rules, and was not amenable to disciplinary proceedings 

after his retirement. Such civil servant can only be 

. proceeded in terms of rule 1.8 of the Pension Rules, 1963 ’
———1994 SCMR 1101

------—, 2005 PLC 833------ 1993 PLC (CS) 832

and 2001 PLC (CS) 661-----

V 1994 SCMR 2142

1993 PLC 956

It is pertinent to mention that respondents 

failed to conduct any proceedings under the relevant 

statutory rules i.e. pensionary service rules, 1963,

That:the impugned order is also violative of section 24-A of 

General Clauses Act as the competent authority and 

appellate authority failed to pass a speaking order with . : 

reasons viz-a-viz the allegations without holding a regular 

inquiry.

d)

e) That even no final show cause notice was served upto the 

:appellant nor any opportunity of personal hearing was
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afforded to him before imposition of the penalty of 
recovery of Rs.37,61,125/- (thirty seven lacs, sixty one 

thousand, one hundred and twenty five rupees), which 

factum is against all the canons of justice, fair play and 

equity. Equity demands that sufficient opportunity of 
providing defence should have been provided by 

conducting a regular inquiry, which mandatory exercise 

has not been carried out, therefore, 8the impugned order 

is bereft of any legal sanctity, which can be termed as void 

ab-initio.

f) That the allegations as contained in the impugned order 

are vehemently denied by the appellant by categorically 

stating that no negligence or any laxity/ carelessness/ 
slackness/ sloppiness was committed by him in' 
maintenance and plantation trees.

g) That the malafide of the impugned order can be reflected 

from the fact that it was categorically decided in a 

judgment of this Hon'ble Tribunal in case of the appellant 
that the pension of the appellant cannot be withheld, 

hence the impugned order to the effect to withhold the 

pensionary benefits was set aside and even then the 

impugned office order No.56 dated 16.01.2019 was issued 

at a belated stage, which is not tenable in the eyes of law 

as no disciplinary proceedings could be initiated after 

retirement under E&D Rules, while at the same time the 

respondents miserably failed to undertake any action 

under, the Pensionary Rules, 1963, hence the entire 

exercise undertaken by the respondents to recover the 

amount as mentioned in the heading of this appeal is void 

ab-initio when the law requires a particular act to be 

done in a particular manner^ it had to be done in that 

manner otherwise the same is void ab-initio.
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That additional grounds will be raised at the bar with kind 

permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal.
h)

Keeping in view, what has been stated above, it is, 

therefore, humbly requested that the impugned office 

order No.56 dated 16.01.2019 may kindly be set aside and 

the entire proceedings so far taken may be declared as 

coram-non-judice/ void ab-initio with further direction to 

the respondents to forthwith release the pension of the 

appellant as the pensionary , benefits had . been illegally, 
arbitrary withheld since the date of his retirement i.e. 
07.09.2017.

Any other relief, which has not been specifically 

asked for and to whom the appellant is found entitled may 

also be granted.

Appellant ^
Safeerullah Khan

Dated: 17.04.2019 Ex-Deputy Ranger, Bannu 
Sub Division, Forest Bannu

Through
V

InaYat^Wmh Khan
Advocate Court 

. LL M (U.K) Y

&

Faheem UUah Khan
Advocate High Court "
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2019

Safeer Ullah Khan Appellant
Versus

Secretary to Govt, of K.P. Environmental Department 
and others, Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
I, Safeer Ullah Khan son of Malik Mir Dad Khan Ex- 

Deputy Ranger, Bannu Sub Division, Forest Bannu R/0 Sero 

Bada . Khel, Tehsil and District Bannu do hereby affirm and 

declare on oath that the contents of the application are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge.and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

o
Deponent
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 72019

Safeer Ullah Khan Appellant
Vetsus

Secretary to Govt, of K.P. Environmental Department 
and others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Safeer Ullah Khan son of Malik Mir Dad Khan 

Ex-Deputy Ranger, Bannu Sub Division, Forest Bannu 

R/0 Sero Bada Khel, Tehsil and District Bannu

RESPONDENTS:

1) Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Environmental 
Department, Civil Secretariat/ Peshawar.

Chief Conservator Southern Region-I, Peshawar. 
Conservator of Forest Southern Circle, Peshawar.
Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu

2)

3)
4)

a

Appellant
Through

Advocate^ Hi^ftiGourt 
LLM (U.K) N

Khan

Dated; 17.04.2019
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OFFICE ORDER NO, 6^ / DATED THE BANNU /// M
HUSSAIN DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU, • '

017, ISSUED BY SYED LATEEF
?•

t

On attaining the age of Sixty (60) years on 07/9/2017{After noon), Mr. Safirullah Deputy Ranger 
this office is hereby allowed to retire from Government service and to'proceed'on superannuation 
pension with effect from 07/9/2017{After noon).

The service record of the official is as under; •

/r

Name Mr, Safirullah
2- Father's Name Mirdad Khan .
3- ■Rank Deputy Ranger (BPS-12.)
4- District. . Bannu •
5- Date of Birth. 08/9/1.957
6- Date ofl®' entry in

service.
04/7/1984

7- Date of retirement. 07/9/20.17
8- Total length of Service. 33years, 2rrronths and 03days.
9- Basic Pay on 7-9-2017 39240/-.

In accordance with the instructions contained under Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhawa 
Finance Department (Regulation Wing) Notification No, SO'(FR) FD.5-9/2005/Vol-V'dated 
13/12/2012, received vide Conservator of Forests Southern Circle. Peshawar endst; 
No,5886-90/E-18 dated 7/3/2013, sanction is hereby accorded ih .favour of Mr., Safirullah 
Deputy Ranger proceeded on superannuation pension w.e. from 07/9/2017; for the grant of 
leave encashment equal to 365 days pay in lieu of Leave Preparatory to Retirement, viz 
Rs.470880/- (Rupees Four hundred seventy thousand, Eight'hundred & Eighty, only), in 
favour of the above named Deputy Ranger as encashment allowance .

Note: - Pension paper etc will be processed afterfinalization.of disciplinary proceeding 
against the Ex-Deputy Ranger, .

/
(Syed Lateef’Hussain) 
Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division

No. /G

.Copy foiwarded to!'

1- The Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of information with / 
reference to his office letter 2568/E dated 9-10-2017. please.

2- Sub-Divisional Forest Officer Bannu , for favour of information please.
Mr. Safirullah Ex- Deputy Ranger for information with reference to his application 18-9-2017

4- Head Clerk/Accountant Divisional Office, Bannu.
5- Record Keeper,
6- • Personal File.

3-



'•■a-

1, Syed Lateef Hussain

Safirullah Ex- Deputy Ranger Ihcharge E'annu 

.--''liable to be proceeded against, as he 

the meaning of rule 3 of the Khyber 

and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

committed the following acts/omissions v/ithio

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
wsjjl as newly posted as SDFO Bannu during field- yisit 

noticed more than 40% to 50% failure in 225 Ha. Waligai Block, plantation, 

45Ha Adami-ll Block plant: and'180 Ha Shagai Block plant: areas raised under

Billion Tree Afforestation Project Phase-!l. • •

a. The DFO Bannu as

b. An amount of Rs. 1668000/- claimed on raising & malnteriance of 45 Ha Block

Nos. 430 .Adami-ll from 2/2017 to 6/2017 vide M/Roil 

444,459,524,574,&648/BU for 2016-17, but due to his improper maintenance, 

less watering and lack of interest being incharge of the plantation area, 

res.ultantly failure was observed more than 50%.

plant: at

c. An. amount of Rs. 7861600/- claimed on rarsir^ & maifltenain=ce o^. Hs.

Block plant: at Shagai area from 11)2016 to eomT ^

238.239,240,241 

635/BU, but due.tb h.s''improper 

being incharge of theinterest

more than 50%.
d. An amount of Rs. 12344000/- claimed'on raising & maintenance of 225 Ha

Block plant:., at Waligai area from 12/2015 to 6/2017 vide- M/Roll Nos. 

158.194,237,285,302,286,340.341,342,392,422,423/2015-16, 26,58,59,60,82,

427, 460. 526, 571 & '112,113,114,192.193,258.259,312.313, 380...' 381 

645/BU for 2016-17 but due.to his improper mairitenance; less.watering and

lack of interest being incharge of the plantation area, resultantly failure was

. observed more than 40%.

For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the

• ;;is .hereby
2. ■

above-mentioned allegations, Mr. Abld Mumtaz DFO D.I. Kh^ 

appointed as enquiry officer under rule 10(1) (a) of the ibid rules-.
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

i. Syed Lateef Hussain DFO Bannu as Competent Autliority, am of the opinion 

that Safirullah Ex-Deputy Ranger Incharge Bannu Forest Sub Division rendered 

himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following 

acts/omissions within the meaning of rule 3 of tne Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Government Service (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

a. The DFQ Bannu as well as newly posted as SDFO Bannu during field visit 

noticed more than 40% to 50% failure in 225 Ha Waligai Block plantation 

45Ha Adami-ll Block plant and 180 HA Shagai Block plant: areas raised 

under Billion Tree Afforestation Project Phas^-il.
b. An amount of Rs. 1668000/- claimed on raising & maintenance of 45 HA 

Block plaint: Adami-H from 2/2017 to 6/2017 vide M/Roll Nos. 430 444, 
459, 524, 574 & 648/BU for 2016-17, but due to his imprope? maintenance 

less watering and lack of interest being iucharge of the plantation area, 

resultantly failure was observed more than. 50%.

c. An amount of Rs. 7861600/- claimed on raising & maintenance of 185 HA 

Block plant: at Shagai area from 11/2016^ to 6/2017 vide M/Roll Nos. 238, 

239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 290, 291, 292, 293, 360, 423, 489, 532, 564, 603 

and 635/BU, but due to his improper maintenance, less watering and lack 

of interest being incharge of the plantcation area, resultantly failure was 

observed more than 50%.

d. An amount of Rs. 12344000/- claimed on raising & maintenance of 225 Ha 

Block plant: at Waligai area from 12/^015 to 6/2017 vide M/Roll Nos. 158, 

194, 237, 285, 302, 286, 340, 341, 342. 392, 422, 423/2015-16, 26. 58, 59 

60, 82, 112, 113, 114, 192, 193, 258. 259, 312, 313, 380, 381, 427, 460, 

526, 571 & 645/BU for 2016-17 but due to his improper maintenance, less 

watering and lack of interest beiing inchatge of the plantation area, 

resultantly failure was observed more than 40%.

2. For the purpose of Inquiry against the said accused with reference to the 

above-mentioned allegations, Mr. Abid Mumtaz DFO D.l. Khan is hereby 

appointed as enquiry officer under rule 10(1) (a) of the ibid rules:



fixed by the Enquiry Officer. .

MfWIiyWamaitialjaWar
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3. mm\
provide 
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punishment or other a
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the date, time and planethe proceedings on .1
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3. The Inquiry Officer shall accordance with the law/rules of the land should 

provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its finding and 

initiate within fifteen days (15) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations 

as to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

4. ; The accused and a well-conversant representative of the department shall 

join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

■ Sd/-
Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division 

(COMPETENT AUTHORITY)



Competent Authority, hereby cii^e sheet
\ j;*

I, Syed Lateef Hussain DFO Bannu as
Mr. Safirullah Ex- Deputy'Ranger Incharge Bannu Forest Sub Division that you

tf** \
you

t.
have committed the following irregularities while holding the charge of Bannu Foiest 

Sub Division of Bannu Forest Division, 60 Ha at-Sadda KheWazeera ^water logged
;

plantation , 225-Ha Waligai Block plantation, 45Ha Adami-il Block plant: and 180 Ha
raided under Billion Tree Afforestation Project where moreShagai Block plant: areas 

than 40% to'50% failure haye been reported by nev^y posted SDFO Bannu vide-h.(s

letter No. OT-3/SDFO-B dated 24-7-“2Cl7. 

1. Improper maintenance ' •

2. Less v^atering-;
3. Lack of interest being incharge of the plantation area '

4. Plantation was failed more than 40% to 50% 

of the-above, you appear to be guilty of (i). IN-EFFIGiENCY arid fji)

-=!E5^

By reasons

MISCONDUCT under Rule 3 of Khyber Pakhtunkhvra ' Govemmeiitf'- Se^varnt

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011 and have rendered'yourself fefeSe fe a^l m' 

any of the penalties specified in Rules 4- of the rules ibid.

ipif-'
You are therefore, required to submit yocr 

the receipt of this charge sheettotbs
r *•\

reachYour written-defence if any should 

period, failing which it shall be-presumed that you have no defence to put in and iir 

that case ex-parle action shall be taken against you. Intimate whether you desired to 

be heard in person."

A statement of allegations is enclosed herewith.

>fvisional Forest^fffcer 
Bannu Forest Djirtsion 

{COMPETENT A^HORITY)
/

I '
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CHARGE SHEET

I Syed Lateef Hussain DFO Bannu as Competent Authority, hereby charge sheet 

you Mr. Safirullah Ex- Deputy Ranger Incharge Bannu Forest Sub Division that 

you have committed the following irregularities while holding the charge of Bannu 

Forest Sub Division of Bannu Forest Division, 60 Ha at Sadda Khe! Jazeera 

(water logged plantation 225 Ha Waligai Block plantation, 45Ha Adami-ll Block 

plant: and 180 Ha Shagai Block plant: areas raised under Billion Trees 

Aiforestation Project where more than 40% to 50% failure have been reported by 

newly posted SDFO Bannu vide his letter No.01-3/SDFO-B dated 24-7-2017.

1. Improper maintenance

2. Less watering

^ 3. Lack of interest being incharge of the plantation area

4. Plantation was failed more than 40% to 50%
By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of (i) IN-EFFICIENCY and (ii) 
MISCONDUCT under Rule 3 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant 

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or 

any of the penalties specified in Rules 4 of the rules ibid.

You are therefore, required to submit your written defence within seven (07) days 

of the receipt of this charge sheet to the inquiry officer.

Your written defence if any should reach to 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 you. Intimate whether you 

desired to be heard in person.

. A statement of allegations is enclosed herewith.

Sd/-
Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division 

(COMPETENT AUTHORITY)
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fo
j\'<The Divisional Forest Officer' 

D.l. Khan Forest Division .£■■■

Subject ENQUIRY CHARGE SHEET THEREOF

R/Sir, -
Reference your good office letter No. 6903/G dated 22-6-2017.- • '

My submission in connection with charge sheet'received with your office letter 
under reference is furnished as under-

The survival % age of the plantation was more than ,70% Upto the end of 31 
March 2017, but unfortunately some failure i.e aoout 30% was occurred instead 
of 50%, 80 & 75% in Dandi, Plantation, -Sadda Khet {Jazeera.Water Logged and . 
Sadda Khel-ll Block plantation due to.the following

Sever temperature i.e upto 47'in the 1®'week of April 2017 which also 
reported in various daily news papers in that days. ' . .
Dandi, Sadda Khel-,(l area is part of most dry zone of Bannu District 
where the water table is deep about 200 to 250 feet. •
Scarcity of water, thus the wafer arranged for watering on payment 
from private tube wells.
Least interest of labour due to-nonpayment of their .daily wages from 
February to April 2017 i.e for last three months..

As explained in Para-1 above that the failure -was’not more as 30% 
which was accordingly restocked/recouped without incurring 
amount what so ever else which can be verified.

I have never left a stone unturned in the-dischargjng of my duties ■ 
neither I thought for negligence and misconduct.-, ’ ■ ' ’

Keeping view the above clarification, it is therefore requested that my explanation may be 
considered as satisfactory and charge sheet may be kindly filed, please.

Dated 03-8-2017

.reason

I-

IV-

v-

extra

VI-

’7^

SaflruTTaTf^ 
Deputy Ranger 

BANNU FOREST DIVISION

r
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20-M'^m(i IqOaCroad 
(D.l.'Kficin Oiu,tt.

■ (Pfioue # 0966-9280181
'FaXlf^ 0966-92S0881 '

.Oated'dJ.J.'Kfmn ifie

JlSidMLiintaz r. .

.,v

• ' <V{visiona{''rorest. officer
'riM'c.!/. (Division

If ‘‘May-2018
Afi Cg /O’

«

, .The Divisional Forest Olficer,
Bannu Forest Division, Bannu

^initiation of inquiry against the staff of RANNU forest division / INQUIRY

REPORT THEREOF
SUBJECT:

/
Your office order letter No. 1697/.G dated 09/04/2018Reference.

clearly been reflected in the. inquiry report which is again '■■ The failure and .total'short fall has
reproduced as under;

Shortfall TSurvival,/ failure %ageExcess 
area. 
tHa) .

Area
•measured., 
■through 
G!PS(Ha) :

Name of 
area

Area
charged

S.#

(Ha)
Vi '

62% of area ,is'60% fsfigd
-i8%ofareaiidaotallY:failed. ' ' •■ ■ :___ :
Part-I (§-x5) t '2-6.66'ha.20-30% success ... 
Part-ll('5x5)f'4.95;ha:20-30% success :• 
Part-Ill.TSxSl-^ 23.24:'Ha 40:50% succes.s-, '
PartdV--{10x'5)- 10.30 ha. 25-35% success

>art-V (5x5V'= t2.52 ha 75-80% success' ' 
"Part-VI (10x51 = 3.26 ha 65-70% success 
''no.75,ha-:7;0-80% success

173 93-ha = '5% success ________

Ad a mi A IT', 
plantation

-9.04: 54.0445^(10x5)

Shagai ,• 
plantation'

102,4577.55. 180 :2.

9.68234.68225Waiigai3.

Furtlier being-custodian ol record and competent authority in the case, it is requested '
and. maintenance of plantation and distribute the losses sustained to the publicexpenditure incurred on raising 

exchequers as per designation wise responsibility. ;
inquiry report along with connected documents'received with your letter noted above containing frorh page No 

to Aty is returned herewith for inforrhation and further necessary action.

Acknowledge the receipt ' ,

. 1
• The

/'
DIVISIONAL Fd^ESyb^lCER 

D.l.KHAN-FOR^ST D^tSlON 
. :d.i.khan/A.

:. /GNo:
Copy forwarded tb the Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favouriQ.f Information 

and necessaryi.action: wi.th referee to the' DFG, Bannu endorsement letter No'. 169t/G dated 09/04/2018, please. ■

DlVtSlONAL'FOREST OFFICER • 
D.I.KHAN FOREST DIVISION 

• D.I.KHAN
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ENQUIRY REPORT IN RESPECT OF M/S SAFE.ERUL1AH DEPUTY RANGERH/G SDFC) BANNU ^ J •
.. AKEAR l-IIA^f/gRES.t.ER, ISiVIAIL KHAN FOREST GUARD. SHER ALAM FOREST GUARD AND

V:fJISAf KIW^TOREST GbAto OF UANNti FORESTv'DiyrsfeN: ■
■ ■ • 'iV ■ ■

■-.li'■
; :

' r‘* •

{; }•« r'W •!
t

•i: ..• f;.'
.*

Read Mill •■ 4• • :
!

■ 1. Divisiun'ditoresl Oilicer. Bannu Forest.Division olfice order No. 08 dated 25ft0/2017 circulated 
. vide eiidorsfemeni letter No. 557-BQ/G of even.dale.' - . ' -r. ■.

2. Divisional Forest pflii;Br. b.I.Khan office letter No; 3i93-9fj/G dated oVl 1/2017, No. ;3196*98/G 
daleu Ul/1-1/201?,^No. 3199-3201/G dated 01/11/2017 Nb:'3202-32Ci4/G dalfed 01/t1/2017 and No 
3205-07/GidHled’tW/11/2017; . • ■

■' furnished by Mr.- galeerullah Deputy-Ranger (Retired) the then incharge
spFO.Ban|u ■; (. • '

_ ...4. Replydale|i3/l|/20i7fgrnishedb7Mr.AteNiazForesteVl/CShagaiBI^^^^^^ .
.; 5.. Rep y da]etr 17/11/2017 fumjshed by Mr. Sher.Alam Forest Guard I/C Wlaigal-Block Plantation ’.

7‘ ' A furnished Dy-Mr. Yousaf Klian Forest Guard'1/C.Acfaihi,Block Plantation -
7, Mr. Muhainmad isiiiail Forest Guard l/C SIiaqai iias nol.yel submitted replyio the Charqe Sheet r- 

and slalein^i o^ilegMion ■ 1' ■

f't •

•i

! '

4 ,

■ ‘ f<#
t

/;
i

:Discossion : - -it

'■.1-< -‘ T 1
j !•The Divisional Forest.Offtcers. B:annu Forest Divt^bn-in the company of-newly posibd SDFO,' Bannu durinq ■' 

nfLd visi to varirwfcplantalion areasmoticed failure-in jlie pibntalion raised under Bjllion Trees Afforestation 
.Project due to lti^pmpertnaiMleiiance;fesswato^

Feresler and FiSfe^i; Gu®s of.ttie plaiilaiion 
officers were as'uhder; •'

Name of are? ITfbiai 
4rea

i

inleresl-bytlie IhenHSDFO Bannu,-incharge V 
areas.'The area/wjse-.observali.ont of, the aforemenlioned-.j

*.
£•. *.

s. Failure .
' noticed, by' 

V [jGlainied' .the ■ ■ 
■i;lNa) ■ ' olliceis

50%

Musler_ Roll,-Nos., under 
.'whieh the. 'ekpendilures 
were incurred'

Total
amouht.-'.
incurred
m-:. ■

Name 
officer 
official posted , 
at ■ plantation, 
sites_____
Safirullah Dy7
Ranger I/C 
SDFO, Bannu 
Yousah Khan 
Forest guard

-.Safirullah Dy.; 
Ranger' I/C 
SDFO. Bannu - 
Akbar 
Forester 
Ismail Khan- 
Forest Guard '

of ?"
/-■

I

Adami --'tV.Btock ! 'lii'- 
Planlcili-jt)

I1.. 'N6; 43tJ. 524."
574.’''& 648/BU .from'
February : 2016 to'June 
'^0)6- . :
* * * . :
No., "239,'.’24()r24'C 

'.242, 290, .'291.' 292.
293, 360, 423','499, 532 
584,603&636/B-U'.

' 1668000 ■■■
I

* :r -
.4»

'm.%•X ;

2- tek.-j:-^8[i , Vbo^*' •;Shagal . 
plantalk)iTv;i|

7:^
.781^1600t-

I

I ;;■

i,"-
! !.- . I.

S': :Niaz• (
1

' j
«i

, t

_________
W.aliyaTiibck vm 
plarilaliuib.'^ --

i •

3. ■ 40% -NonOb. 194. -237, .285.' 
;302. 286.-340...341. 3.42;. 
;392/ 422.'423 / 2015-16 
,'and -Np, 26, .58r 59.- 60. 
;82.1.12, ■ 'HO-.11,4.192.193, 
258. 25'9. 312, -313, 80 

:;38i:'427. 460. 526 .571 & 
845/2016-17

•1.2344000 Safirullah Dy.
Ranger I/C 
SDFO. Bannu

.- •»j \ .<:i::- ;-
M- ,Mr. Sher t

Alam Forest. 
Guard

1I'-r • .•
• i- ^1iAl' I!:-I ; J

i'- »
< '■

■: ;

,j!ij^ei- lopniff inquire in lo llite mailer and l<nowing ihe ground rPaiilies and lixido
responsibilities; Ihe ; 4

‘.♦i

v:-2Tt •
•I /

i-
V.i, -J 

*. • - r.. ;.‘S-

i
i. * *

••• / •*
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'/Fores! OKtcer. Baiiii):|’-'fbresl.''Divisioi) which were accordingly served upon Ihe accuse| officials vide DFO. 
I D.I.KIian FoieslDi4teft(Enqijiry Oflicer) ieller noled'againsleach as per delail given under;

t .il:

Natiie^anip^k of$t;used oflicef / official- ' ■...i' LeUer'No" & dale throUih whicli the charge ■
; slieel & slaienient of allegation served

i.'"' ' 'SaiiiiiiiaiiBepSly ieuerhJo. 3193-95/G d^ed 01/11/2017. .
I Sub OivisioiVv:__' j';........ ... ........ ■ . __________________ :—...  

Akbar nIS Foi^sI Guard incharge Shagai Block No. 3196-98/G dated 0,1/1-1/2017,
i plc'nlaliug_ ._i_^.......................... ........... .....

i^'ian Foresi Guard l/C Shagai Block _
! plOnlation , _____ ______ ______

......Mr.’SheFAtti Fufpsi Guard i/C Wgligai Block ,
i plaiualioivy- _ y............._______________ ___ __________ ,,,,

5. , I Mrl YousaFKiianFpiest Guard l/C Adarni - ll Block Mo. 3205-07/G dalecl'.01/11/2017.
[ {.^anlalioiyy^' ■■ ■

......(I'S-

2. ■

'' ' No. 3i99-320l'/e elated 01/1172017
-* V ** •

'■ Mo.^ j2U2l2iM/G'daidm/Tl720r7

7'1

I.1
•t

4, ■ \\>')

•2fv

The accused oHid^als^subn.lilied reply to the charge slieel and slalernenl of allegalipns and. defended the 

charges / alleyaiignjramed'.'againsl them.
!

■-

M 7/Proceedings .
—T*" , , .

The uiideisiyned inMhe capacity of:Enquiry officer examined replies .furnished by thi; accused officials and ; 
also crossed quesfet-ied pul they failed to quote the cogent reasons & sliifled aiyhe responsibilities of ■ 
failure of planlalipni pn harsli weather condition and lerniile attack etc. Plantation sites were inspected on 
27/07/2018 aixoitipbniedpwilh- the; DFO, 'Bannu, SOFO Baniui and accused officials and found ^Ihal 
condition ol plarllatidns Were very poor. The accused officials -Wpre asked.on-spoiMo beat-up the failure
within least ijossibleUinne, •'

«*'*'*!.
From G8/03/201BJ:q^.16/0,3/2018 the Monilpring Officer, Billion Trees Afforeslaliop; Project Soulh'Region 
checked tiie piaidafions aiid,found that no improvements;in the area were made;.^yersonal.hearing was : 
conducted and CliedKed alhiie relevanl record,in the office Of DFO, Bannu Foresi Division '

V' : ■ ■-• . I '' ■ '

'The ub'servcUions-diiiiiiy the inspection by the Moniloiing Olficer and on requesFintimaled the results of .
' siles to tl'ie uriJerSiqned whicli -are elaborated as under;

I Area ■ - 1 Excess Shortfall -Survival %'age
measured 'area 

' llirougli ■■■ '(Ha)
■_!;GPS(Ha]__ .......

45.('ioxGi i " 64.04"" t 9.04--,.

i

1.:'
i'!

!

Name of Area
, charged

•S. #
area

. i
1...I

. 82% of area is 60%V
. :; 18% of area is,totally failed

' Parl-I (5x5)i = 26.68 ha 20-30% I
>art-ll-(5x5) ^'4.95 ha 20-30%
>art-lll(5k^ = 23.24 ha 40-50%
Part-lV (tQxS) = 10.30 ha 25-35%

■ ■ ^arl-V (5x5) = 12^52 ha 75-80%
’ ■ =3.26 ha 65-70% '

..........lio'75 ha = 70-80%
jJ23.93ha7=5% '■

; •
Shagai. g;,;. -

. plaiUaliun,;.-.; 102.45-1.80 - 77,552.
■■■. -;. •1

r

234,68- : I9.6B•2253. yvaligai
.J

Findings. i

.2,

.Keeping in vibW'tbe above discussion and grqund realily'ancl consutialion of record and personal hearing 
and crossed .e.xaHiinaiioii / questions'of the accused officials, Ifie uiidersigned/reached to the conclusion 

. that cliaryes levied auainst ihe accused ufficiats have been proved beyond anyidoubl and the plantation
■'yy •' y ' ■ • ' ■

l.'\U.l-Kltaii I ijM' ;i.V'rviXK'>i\Ui’;t,fb>iii;irv ;iciion\l.'.apiii,i l-.iiiiiiiries\S;iJt’eri:ll;jh :iiui .AkiKtr Ni.ii'

::
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/ l•''l^J^o|X’r ■mainfelUl XtrSiSirand^srSE^iS^S ^ v- •
CNnieiesl.by (he SDFO,Foresl|- ^ndforest Guards ,4 - :

^1.%• ;r ‘v*.V \
- V V ;

:•
•. •&

•J'l ' ■

: ■ =I. »;siss3:-
. -. be Jinposedupyiith^dcused officios; .■' ■ 

’■'.I- -Ml.

> •>

I i
■ \'i-V . >•» ,

■ Foresl■Sub.avisioiIi(rorr^14/05/20t&^o■'3d^6™17^^^ f'■■^- P'®"‘3''°'!®icarriedout in Banhu'. r.- ■
■ , all the e.p#KrreIncurred ?• ''

■.planlalior(.^ivdlhefiE@ubsequenljnalntenaiicBl™«i2. rl?rH V ^ ■ '‘’''i®' ■ 'i'
. :9^®'^»yor;lfSa(eprullai,Depu(y,^arigarO^,i4l,,3nhel!2^^ '

.y ,. . ■ •••-.••• ‘v.- -• • • . i- ■- : • '•’■

llie lyiiiin^wrjd sutisequeni Oiciinlenanrp riniiib r . v i" u incurred on'".I- Jkk «SS p»>"5. h .

>!

.••.
>.

i-V '•’. f
rf’-. £;• \^ >

- »■m. V-i -1"/•• •.■:

v; •'■•

r«
•• wisioiMAt.FO(|eiioPi;teEK •■

- .■ ENQUIRVfiFpilCErr : ■ ■

■•': ; .
( •;I !'■y • . V

fT' •
%

*, \
V :f y: ;•1I. i•--i -.V •i - •? ?••• i-: •j;--:!

•iT '■‘;'
i .■■

i, :
f .•

. '• ‘1

'••••t
;i r-„

t

Vy- / ;

■■■-,'-■? ■ ,

. - y

r r*
I.II * ' .*! I

:
■■ ' ■

•*. .

t;
• f •-. V 1

A.- •• : • • .i:
;

4
:u■r

: ,
* 5

.M. f

I
■ ;i]-M I

i-f. ./• I ■ 1
1

t/;-
f;?

I

■■ S'.... ............... ...............e„„.,;
• •! •->'}i

••--
'•Hi'lrifASDlHPiultoh aiKl AVI,;t. ,Nisi; rir.dcej

if:;
1 • 4

:•
-.•I’

t



■f ■

ASicC ^Muinta'z
^hnsioHcCq-oresi Office,- 
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ffwne # 0960-9280181 
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' .. The Divisional Forest-.Officer,
. ..Bannu Forest Division; Bannu

SUBJECT:
BBSIOM, i„n„.Y .

Reference.
onice order No. 61 dated'S^^^^doreeSl^ter date '^

' s s :sr 1 i^i ^ M information, and further

1. Mr.
2. Mr.
3. Mr.

- on.

Acknowledge the receipt • ;

•i-v.

I-
OlVISIONALFO'PESt-bl^FICER 

d.i.khan forest division
D. I.KHAN

' No.
, _ -.Copy forwarded' to the C
information anduiecessary ac-lion. Coiiservalor or Foresls Soulhern CircleVeshawar f

or favour of-'

divisional forest officer 
d.i.khan forest division 

d.i.khan

. *
•V* •

C:\D.I.Kfiaii
■.^:-

■ . .r /
! ;



r *

0
t :

y^NQUiRY REPORT IN- RESPECT OF M/S SAFEERULLAH DEPUTY RANGER',l/C SDFO BANNU 
/ ■ '. ISMAIL KHAN FOREST GUARD OF BANNU FOREST DiViSION

Read with

1..,-Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu Forest'Division office order'No. 57 dated 25/05/2017 circulated ' . ' 
■ vide endorsement letter No. 2825-29/G eleven dale.

2, Divisional-Forest Officer, Bannu Forest Division office order No. 61 dated'15/06/2017 circulated 
vide endorsement letter No. 3021-24/G‘of even dale,

3. .Divisional Forest Officer, D.I.Khsn office letter No. 6903/G dated 22/06/2017,.■
' 4. . Divisional Forest Officer D.I.Khap Forest Division letter No.S833/G.dated 21/06/017.
5. Reply dated 03/08/2017 furnished. by.Mr. Safderullah Deputy Ranger '(Retired) (he then incharge ", 

SDFOi.&annu,-
6. Reply of'Sher Alam & Yousaf Khan Forest Guard f/C Dandai plantation . ■

■7. Replypf Mr. Muhammad Ismail ForesLGuard I/C Sadda Khel Block Plantation

Discussion ■ -i

fhe Divisional'Forest'Officers, Bannu Forest Division during filed visit' to Dancjai Block plantation Sadda 
Khel - Jazeera 'water togged plantation and Sadda Khel - II Block plantatioh'raised under Billion Trees ' 
Afforestation'Project and noticed that plantations were failed up to 50%, 80% ah'd 75 % respectively due 'to 
Irnproper maintenance Jess waterir^g and lack, of interest by the SDFO Bannu,;:and incharge Forest Guard 
of the plantati%area..T.he observations of the. aforementioned officers were as Odder''

-Li.
S. Name,:Opdrea / i Total ;Fajlure . 

moticed by 
the,
iofficers

Muster Roll Nos. Total ' Name' ,pf
officer ■,. /
official posted 
at plantation 
sites •

# area gmount •• 
incurredclaimed■ t.

(Ha)

1 Dandi' Block
Plantation

35 50% No. 115, 194, 260, 314, 
382, 429 & 461/BU for the 
rtionlh from September 
2016-10 March 2017 
No, 356, 357, 421, 447„& 
492/BU for the month of 
January 2017 to March
2017 ' •____
No. 350, 401, 432/2015-16'' 
No. .20, 78, 79, 80, 86, 89, 
90, 91, 92, 167, 168, 169, 
170, 171, 235, 236," 248, 
324,' 395, 372, 385, 386, 
425, 428, 491, 499, 502, 
528. 530, 578,&:580/ for 
the month from April'2016 
[Q May 2017

.1485500/-- Safirullah Dy. 
Ranger I/C 
SDFO, Bannu

2. SaddaF' Khel'
Jazeera

60 80%' 4456500/- Safifullah Dy. 
■ Ranger . I/C 
SDFO. Bannu

waterlogged
plantation-N 3.. Sadda Khel - II
Block plaritation ■

221 75%' -10186000/ Safirullah Dy, 
Ranger j/C 
SDFO, and 
ismail Khan 
Forest guard 
Bannu

In. order lo prpper enquire in lo Ihe mailer and knowing .the ground readies anLlixinq resoonsibiilties Ihe

tlie accused nrilLls slalemenl of ailegalions were framed againsi
upon I accused de OFO Bannu Forest Division-,a6d was-accordingly served
and 6883/G daled 21/06/2017 ■

e;\n.l.Kl.a..r-ore5l Oivls(on\Disciplmaryaclion\Bannu Enquifie.s\Saleefullah and isntail FG.doc.1



./'f
/ Mfi^iafeerullah -Deputy Ranger t/C SDFO, Bannu and other accused officials najpely Sher ,Alam, Yousaf 
I Ktian and Ismail 'Khan Forest Guards subrijitted their replies to the charge sheets and statement of» ^
I Dtlegations and defended, the charges / allegation framed against them but their replies. ■■
/ . • '

. Proceedings

The undersigned .in the capacity of Enquiry officer examined replies furnished by the accused officials and. 
also crossed questioned but they failed to quote the cogent'reasons & shifted, all the responsibilities of ■

' failure of plantation on harsh weather condition -arid.termite attack etc. Plantation sites were inspected on 
27/07/2017 accornpanied'with the DFO, Bannu, SDFO Bannu and accused official and found that condition .

; of plantations were very poor. The accused officials were asked on spot to beat-up the failure within jeasl 
possible time. Again on 15/03/2018- and 16/03/2018 the plantation sites were inspected accompanied with 
the DFO, Bannu,-;SDFQ; Bannu and accused officials and found that condition .of plantations was still un 

■ attended. v :

From 08/03/2018 to 16/03/2018 the Monitoring Officer, Billion .Trees Alforestaiion Project South Region 
checked the plantations-and found that n,o improvements in the area were made. Personal hearing .was 
conducted ahd:C,hecked'all the relevant record in the office of DFO, Bannu Forest,Division.

The observations during the inspection-by the Monitoring Officer and on request intimated the results of 
sites to the undersigned which are elaborated as under; T.

s.n Name o.f 
area

Area Area' 
measured 
through' 
GPS (Ha)

Shortfall SurvivaT%age-Excess
area'charged (ha)

(Ha) (Ha).

Dand'i .'Biock 
Plantation'

5.031, 35 •29,97 85 to 9,0 % Very Good condition-;0

2. Sadda Khel 
Jazeera

20% area 75-80% survived while 
the remaining 80% area is totaly- 
failed

'60 68-.20' ,8.20 0

waterlogged
plantation

3 Sadda Khel 
- II Block 
plantation

221 171.22 . 60% survived. The condiliori of 
the plantation is in poor condition

0- 49.78

■\\ Findings .

Keeping in yievji.lhe above discussion'and. ground reality and consultation of F^cord and personal hearing 
and.crossed.,ei^amination / questions of the accused officials, the-undersignecl reached to the conclusion 
ttial charges leyeled.againsl the accused officials have been proved beyond'any doubt'and the plantalion 
tabulated above, raised under Billion Trees Afforestation Project were failed-dde to negligence, inefficiency 
Improper maifitenanCe, less watering'and lack of interest by the SDFO, Fbrester .and Forest Guards 
incharge of the-plantation area,

Recommendations

The undersigned recommend that the charges of inefficiency, misconduct and.Corruption have been.proved 
against Ihe.acqused officials, therefore, the undersigned propose./ recommend, the following punishment to- 
be imposed upon ttie-'accused officials; ' ' ’ ‘

Althpugh as per,monitoring .report the condition of Dandai plantation ie very good condition and.the, 
. survival %age reported as 90 to 95% but however, 5.0 hectare planation is shortfall, therefore it is

i

1.

EAO.i.Khaii Forest Oiv/isioiADisciplit-iary action\Banno Enquirie-ASaleeruliali and Isrn&il FG.dccx

I
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i?-, ''k*. ■ :■••• ■ /'•■V• » > * ^ '

‘ recomniended ihal eilhe; il^e sliorllall q;ea may be Irealed or recovery lo Ihis elleci may be made „
, good fiorn Ihe accused C’lfici^iiOii equal share basis. ■ ^

As already recommended in anolher similar enquiry case dial recovery ol.'losses sustained to 
Government along with major-penalty sliould be imposed upon the accused on account of failure o 

Sada Khel Jazeera planladon, . , • •

2.

3. Recovery of sliorlfall plantation area should be affected from the accused officials on equal share 
basis besides imposing of major penally orv account of shortfall and failure in Sada Kei

planlation area, .

/

(X6it{‘Mwntaz)
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 

ENQUIRY OFFICERI*

;

t

i

FAD l.Khan r nr(?st Di'visioii\Di5Ci|3lii'P' / •r>Clion\Banni' EtH|ulrMr5\Saleerullal' and Ismail FG-docx

;
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SvciM.aU’crilussain 
Di'. i.sional t•■ol•c^l CJl'Ilccr 
Bcinhu I-orc.st Division IJannii

«!iin n.-r-T-- IXITI-VTION OF ivni:ii;v| .xCAlNSI Tl-IK STAFF ojlaNNH I'ORESj 
T7rr?^)Nv iN'<)CiR> KFi^iin-miaimL .
Rctcrcue-- Dl () O.I.Kluin l.;Uor H.US- ft t. daial t ! .U.SJO ^ ami No. y.^50-5 l-Ci ■ 

•l:r:i:iJ I l.5.?M|}:*. Nos'^-S.' r. t.lai‘‘'l 1 :ukla^^scl.^ loyoii anti copy ihoicul
endorsed to this office.

f •

i .

-

I

i
M-S Akber A'ia? l-oicster. Ismail Khan l-orcst Chind linJ Sher Alam Khan Korscr Giiard ol liannu l-orc-si ^

Divi.'.ion has appmacheJ in Die Honorable MiniGer of l-orcsis KP Pesha.war ihroiigh-lhcir application

‘■'.a'.e'.l ilvai Vr. AbiJ Miiinur/ Klian DFO D.I.Khan has condiicied(enclosed in ori^ainai} -Aherein the;, 
inciuiry in the suhieci case hut (k- e,'i:K! not ^tecked anci veriJVthe .venue or raihnv nl reporlcd

• ■'i* :i:e Jacluai po>.fibn of tlic osi^rinn planiaiion.s andC' -ino 'cfiplantations, ihcrctore he -.Ma’.O no-
hich doe-siff fulfil! the rcquivemeni of justice •furiii.slie<.l id.'- inc.ui.) I'ci'i'rt ii'e crour.d redi

and arc requested lo stopped the decision on the in; .oinplete im|uiiy proceeding, against thetn. I he wonhy
:•

, Minister to Govt: of l-orcsl Khybcr Pakhiunkhwa-
!, requested to the undersigned regarding to look in

k* applicitt.ion.and then de-novo inquiiy nuiy\be,initiat :d.
directed that de-novnp^.";' be gi nducicd and being an Atiliiorized Opicerthe dc-novo

13 dnquiiy again.sl the suitTof Banni Forest DivisioiV nqairy may be entrusted to Muhammad Shakcel DFO

'-Kohal alongwiih complete doctimenks with thO; equesi to complete the; inquiiy proceeding within a. 
n . -e- .

stipulated period and siibmitjhis'Aulhorizcd Officir • . • •-• . -within !.'> days

with clear cui rccommcndniion under the EScD Rites 2011 under intimaiiou lo this {|ffice.

has e.NpresseJ deq) concern over inquiry mport and 

to the inatlor in tight allegations conlained in

/
t

J ■f'4

Co tTSC r Vtt to r' o f Ft) rests 
^ojilheni vircj^J^Iisnviiri . -.v

. i No. /E
Copy ibrwarded to the:

■I. n-'S !(! Vlinisier lo.Guvi: of Khshcr 
Depanmenl Ihr inlbrnuifion please.

.:. C hici t onscrvaior ol J tire.sl..s‘ Cenlivl Si' tiheni Foi j.si Recion-I- Khyber Pakhlunkhvva 
Peshawar please.

3. DFO Koha! furinlbrmaiioii and similtj't

Pakhiunkhwa Forcst.ry. [{nvirunmcin and Wildlife

nece.ssary aclion under the Rules, •
. i.

X
Conscrvii .or-jf Fore.si.s 

. Southern r}it;t:,iy Pe.sltuwur
■ F'It lr*y.t siM c » c *

5
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BETTER COP

Conservator of Forest 
Southern Circle

Shami Road Peshawar 
Phone #091-9214024

N0.26/E- Dated Peshawar the 
04/07/2018

To
Syed Lateef Hussain 
Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division Bannu.

SUBJECT:- INITIATION OF INQUIRY AGAINST THE STAFF OF BANNU 
FOREST DIVISION/INQUIRY REPORT THEREOF.

Reference DFO D.i.Khan letter No.8348-49/G dated 11.05.2018 
and NO.8350-51/G dated 11.05.2018, 8087-83/G dated 11.06.2018 
addressed to you and copy thereof endorsed to this office.

M/S Akber Niaz Forester, Ismail Khan Forest Guard and Sher Alam Khan Forest 
Guard of Bannu Forest Division has approached to the Honorable Minister of 
Forests KP Peshawar through their application (enclosed in original) wherein 

they stated that Mr. Abid Mumtaz Khan SDFO D.i.Khan has conducted inquiry in 

the subject case but he could not checked and verify the venue of failure of 
reported plantations, therefore he could not asses and verify the factual position 

of the existing plantations and furnished his inquiry report against the ground 

realities which doesn't fulfill the requirement of justice and are requested to 

stopped the decision on the incomplete inquiry proceeding against them. The 

worthy Minister to Govt: of Forest Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has expressed deep 

concern over inquiry report and requested to the undersigned regarding to look 

into the matter in light of the allegations contained in the application and then de- 
novo inquiry may be initiated.
You are therefore directed that de-novo inquiry may be conducted and being an 

Authorized Officer the de-novo inquiry against the staff of Bannu Forest Division 

inquiry may be entrusted to Muhammad Shakeel DFO Kohat alongwith complete 

documents with the request to complete the inquiry proceeding within a 

stipulated period and submit to his Authorized Officer .
Sd/-

Conservator Officer 
Southern Circle Peshawar

No. /E
Copy forwarded to the:

1. PS to Minister to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Forestry, Environment and 
Wildlife Department for information please.

2. Chief Conservator of Forests Central Southern Forests Region-1 Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar please.

3. DFO Kohat for information and similar necessary action under the Rules.

Sd/-
Conservator Officer 

Southern Circle Peshawar
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KOHAT FOREST DIVISION 
40 - Sial Baz Road, Kohat Cantt; Kohat 

Phone No. 092;i-9260199 
Email: dfokobat@yahoo.com 

Dated

B'WONrllK’.V

p' MUHAMMAD SHAKEEL 
Divisional Forest Officerv; .V-

■. • i 2^PNo.
rTo

■-i

The Divisional Forest Officer, 
Bannu Forest Division Bannu.

DISdPLlNARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE STAFF OF Banriu FOREST DtVN:=

f

Ref; Correspondence resting vide your office endst: No.29"32/G dated 
5/7/2017 , Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar endst: No.27- 
29/E dated 4/7/2018 and this office letter N0.96I-67/G dated 22/11/2018..

Enclosed please find herewith Enquiry Report alongwith enquiry files pertaining to the subject

for favour of further course of action in your office.

f

Memorandum: -

case

File No.l Page-OI to SAj.

2- File N0.2 Page-01 to ,

3- File N0.2 Page-OI. to ■ 5^6 

Ends As above.

1-i
f ■

<•

?

i:
Divisibn
Kohaci

I 1

No., it.

war forCopy forv/ardcd to The Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Pesha 
favour of information as referred to above please.

*
Divisional Forest Officer 
Kohat Forest Division

»■

••

*
■i

’

E/Estc:/General
4

/

i

!

mailto:dfokobat@yahoo.com
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enquiry report ,N RE$PE(^ of- &p bannu forest division bannu

read with
1- DFO D.I: Khan office letter No. 8982/G.dated Tl.6.2018;8350/G:datecl 11^^20^ _ ^
2- Conservators of Forest Southern Circle Peshawar vide his office letter N0..26/ .

3- DFO office’No. 34 dated 05-7-2018. ■
i

i
t
l Discussion

Area”^ .| Excess [ Shortfall j Survival % age

measured 
through ■

: GPS (Ha).
.29,97 ; ' p.

8.20 .0

‘

t-r

tr Area 
charged 
(Ha)-. - I

S# Name of Area.
(Ha) .area 1

(ha) A
4

85% ‘to 90%' very .good5.03Block 35Dandi
plantation I_____ _
Sadda ‘ Khel .60 
(Jazeera) W/L

1- conditlon. '________ '
area 75-80% survived 

the remaining 80%68.20 •.2- while
area is totally failed. __.
60% survived. The condition 
of the plantation is in poor

.49..78171.2-2 . 0Sacjda Khel-ll 
B/Plaotation •

:-2i.3-. ■

; condition_______________
f: 82% area is 60% survived and 

18%, area is totally failed 
■^rt-l (5x5)= 26.68ha 20--30
Success__________

'Part-11 (5x57= 4.95 ha 2.0-30%. 
T^t-lll : (5x5)= 23.24 ha

' 9.04 •54.04, ■45(10x5).Adami-ll 
plant: .

4'. :\

■ a0.SO% success '
iPart-.|y (10x5)= 10.30 ha 

jJSS^
Shagai

plantation
- 102.45.77,55 ••180 -• 25.-35% success .

■ Part-V (5x5)= 12.52 ha 75-
80% success_________ _

'■ : ■ Pa?t-lV (10x5)= 3.26 ha 65-

s

.70% success__________
' iiO.75ha=70.80%success 

' ! I23.93ha= 5% success
■ \

9.68234.68225.Walighai6-

>
i . . Although the reports with findings prepared and submitted.by PFO O.I.. Khan (previous Enquiry^ 

oS is totally based on the experties of Billion-Trees Afforestation Project Monitoring team 

■ who had properly Inspected-'ihe sites-ahd. calculated the .survival '
- ■■ -groufids, however in compliance.of Conseiv.ators,of forest J .

■'■-'-office letter. No.'26/F.-dated 04,7-2018 and'DFO Bannu office No.-34 dated 05-7-2018, th . 
.- :, undersigned accomp^nie/d by DFO Bannu paid field visit on 27&28 tyovember 2018 to the above

.i

I

•i

f
i

I.

H —
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' ;
areas in the presence of fielti staff cbhcerned so that to remove/redress their grievances 
pointed out by them in their application ,

" During the'course, of inspectibn/checking, no improvement in the conditions of the plantations 
were observed and the plantations were found in jthe same conditions as reported in the 
previous enquiry report, except the condition of Sad*da Khel (JaZeerajVVater logged plantation 
which was found improved.

:!•
i

, f»

I iii

i' ■I
i

■ ii ■:
Conclusion 1I:

f

f ■

After detail inspection and re-measurement of the area; in presence of the staff concerned the 
undersigned reached to the conclusion that;- ;

i '
1- As the condition of Sadda Khel iJazeera). water logged jplantalion was found improved, therefore 

the-staff related with the said plantatibn area may be e^^onerated from the charges 
recommended by DFO D.i,; Khan.

2- No improvement with respect''to the plantation areas of-Shagai, Sadda Khel-ll, Adami-ll and 
Waligai.plantation areas have been seen/verified, therefore,.the recommendation of DFO D.I. 
Khan, Forest Division, (previous Enquiry Officer) may be implemented in the mentioned 
plantatioris.
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DIVISIONAL FOREST 0FFICER ‘ 
KOHAT FOREST DiViSION
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^"FFICE ORDER NO. Jl^DATED BANNU THE

DIVISIONAL FOREvST OFFICER BANNU FOREST'DMSiON BANNU
/01/2019 ISSUED BY SYED LATEEF HUSSAIN

Read wlth>
1- DFO Bannu Office order No. 61 dated 15-6-2017 • •
2- OF South letter endst: No.; 28q9/E dated 17-10-2017.
3- DFO Bannu office order No. 08 dated 25-10-2017.
4- DFO D.I Khan ietter No. 3199/G dated 01-11-2017.
5- Inquiry report bearing DFO D.l. Khan ietter No. 8350/G dated 11-5-2018 S<

8982/G dated 11-6-2018. I

6- DFO Bannu office ietter No. 2033-35/G dated 14-6-2018.
7- Application of M/S.Akber Niaz Fr, Ismail Khan & Sher Alam Forest Guards dated 

28-6-2018 bearing remarks of caretaker Minister for Environment received
■ through CF South ietter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018. '

8- DFO Bannu office order No. 34 dated 5-7-2018
9- DFO Kohat inquiry report vide his office ietter No..1094/G dated.6-12-2018. ■
10- DFO Bannu office letter No. 873-76/G dated 13-12-2018.
11 - Reply furnished Mr. Akber Niaz Forester & Ismail Khan Forest Guard dated 26- 

12-2018,

* '

i

12- Call letter for personal hearing of DFO Bannu vide No. 995-98/G dated 08-1-
2019

History of case

.M/S Safeeruilah Ex-Deputy Ranger I/C Bannu Forest Sub Division, Akber Niaz Forester and Ismail Khan 
Forest Guard, incharge of Sadda Khel-ll and Shagai Block plantation raised under Billion Trees 
Afforestation Project Phase-ll have been charge sheeted on a/c of heavy failure ir>. the,plantation 
above vide DFO Bannu office orders No. 61 dated 15-6-2017,8. 08 'dated 25-10-2017.

To probe into the matter the undersigned in the capacity of authority under B&D'Rules 2011, .Mr, Abid 
Mumtaz Divisional Forest Officer D,l. Khan Forest Division has been' appointed as, inquiry officer,. 
Accordingly the DFO D.l. Khan vide his office letter No..6903-04/0 dated 22-6-2018, .6915-16/G dated 2u- 

, 3-2018. B917-18/G dated 20-3-2018, 6904, served the charge sheets to all the accused officials which 
were delivered under proper receipt, The accused officials have submitted their replies tO' the charge 
sheets directly to the inquiry officer. The DFO D.l. Khan (inquiry Officer) vide his office letter No.--6777/0 
dated 14-3-2018 called ail the accused officials for personal hearing which has' accordingly been 

: endorsed vide DFO Bannu letter endst: No. 1594-95/G dated 15-3-2018. Personal hearing 
; conducted on 16-3-2018 in presence of departmental representative.

The DFO D.l. Khan vide his office ietter No. 8350/G dated 11-5-2018 & No, 8982/G dated 11-6-2018 
submitted the inquiry reports nientioning therein the quantum of failure alongwiih recommendations. The 
survival % age of Shagai Block plantation and Sadda Khel-ll plantations tabulated below:-

areas

was

s#- Area I Area
charged measured 
(Ha) 1 through

; GPS (Ha)

Name of 
Area

Excess
area

Shortfall Survival %age'' Failure
age-

%

(Ha)

Part-I (5x5)= 26.68ha 20-30% 26.68 ha = 70%
Partll (5x5)g 4,95ha 20-30 04.95 ha= 70%Shagai

B/plant;
Part-IH(5x5)= 23.24ha 40-50%
Part-IV (1QX5)= 10:30ha 25-35°/o
Part-V(5x5)=12.52ha 75.80%
Pa[1-VI(10x5)= 3,26ha 65-70%

23.24 ha= 50%1- 180 80.95 99.05 10.30 ha=65%
12.52 ha=20%
03.26 ha= 30%

2- Sadda
Khel-ll

200 171.22 0 28.78 60% 40%

/.
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^ , .quiry Officer further recommended the following penalties:-

1- The loss sustained to Govt; on a/c of failure/shortfall in the plantation area may be calculated 
which may be recovered from the pension of Mr. Safirullah Ex-D/Ranger incharge Bannu Forest 
Sub Division as well as from the other involved officials on equal share basis.

2- Major penalties may be imposed on other involved officials as defined in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Government Servants (E&D Rules 2011).' ■

The DFO Bannu in the capacity of authority served all the accused staff with the show cause notice vide 
DFO Bannu office, letter No. 2033-35/G dated 14-6-2016, but in the meanwhile all accused officials 
approached the caretaker Minister for Forestry, Environment & Wildlife Department for de-novo inquiry 

_ having reservation by the accused officials on the inquiry reports, submitted by DFO D.l. Khan received 
through CF South letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018 with the direction to conduct de-novo inquiry in the 
subject case, therefore in order to probe the short comings/allegation of the. accused officials, Muhammad 
Shakeel DFO Kohat has been appointed as inquiry officer vide office order No. 34 dated 05-7-2018. ■ 
The DFO Kohat has paid field visit to the plantation sites on 27 &2.8 Nov: 2018 and also informed all the. 
accused officials to be remained present during inspection vide his office letter No. 961-65/G dated 22- 
11-2018.

According to the ground reality and condition of the plantation sites findings has been submitted by DFO 
Kohat supporting therein the recommendations of DFO D.l Khan regarding Sadda. Khel-ll Shagal Block-
plantations vide his.office letter No. 1094/G dated 05-12-2018 .
Finally all the accused officials were served with the show cause' notices vide letter No. 873-76/G dated ' 
13-12-2018 and also called for personal hearing vide this office letter No. 995-98/G' dated 08-01-2019.

A committee cond'isting of M/S Abdur Riaz Fr I/C Bannu Forest Sub Division, Gu! Rehman Forest Guard, 
Dilawar Khan Forest Guard and MuhammadiShafi S/C!erk has been constituted vide office order No. 49 
dated 31-12-2018 so as to dug out ,the facts regarding responsibilities of Mr.'Akber Niaz Forester in 

• Sadda Khel-ll and Shagai plantation keeping in view the documentary evidences, in light of his'application 
on the subject.

f

The committee .^ubmitted their report mentioning therein that Mr. Akber Niaz Forester has only signed 
M/Roll No. -SSa/BU/ 2016-17 for Rs. 459500/- & M/Roti No, 584/BU/ '2016-17 for Rs. 409500/- issued for 
Maint: of Shagai plantation for the month of 4 Si 5/2017. Moreover the extant of Sadda Khel-ll Block 

■ plantation area may be read as 200Ha instead of 221 ha.

Detail of loss sustains to Government on a/c of failure and shortfalls in Sadda Khel-ll and- Shagai 
plantation area due to their negligence is tabulated beiow:-

on

* f

■* I

s# Name of Area Loss sustain to 
Govt; due to 
failure/shortfalls

-1- Sadda Khel-ll plantation 1386132
2- Shagai plantation

Total
6425785
7811917

:•
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jLame Rank of officials ~
Mr. Safiruiiah Ex- Dep'utv Rangpr
Mr. Ismail Khan Forest Guard "

l^r. Akber Niaz Forester

of Sadda-!!! and Shagai 
officials noted against each,

S#
. Punishm^t awarded ----------------------------
_Recoverv.of.Rs. 376lT25A ^------ --------------------- --—

1- Imposed recovery of Rs7289667/-
2- Stoppage of one annual increment
__ Minout accumulative effent_______

1-
2-

3-

due on-1-12-2019

(Syed Lateefl^ssain) 
Divisional Forest Officer- 
Bannu Forest Division

No./02J"MVg
Copy forwarded to--

'Visional Accountant
se^llah Ex- Deputy Ranger

N:iaz Forestenand Ismail Khan Forest Gu

1-

on-, please.

t% ard

/Bannu Forest 0^ivi&i^

;
i

:

*■
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

\
/2018S„A No.*

Safir Ullah Khan

S/p Malik Mir Dad Khan,

R/o Serp Banda Khel, Bannu,. 

Ex-Depiiity Ranger,.Forest 

Bannu Sub Division, Bannu . . . .

rV

•. Appellant

. VERSUS .

i Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu. 

Chief Conservator, pentral. 

Southern Region-I; Peshawar. 

Secretary, Govt, of KP, 

Environment Department, 

Peshawar. ......................................

1.
i
12.

;■ -
3.

Respondents

appeal U/S .4 OF SERVICE. TRIBUNAL ACT, 19.74
SERVICE,retirement from

PATH PENSION AF^Y AND
WHEREBY AFTER

appellant was not

OTHER BENEFITS OF SERIVCElI

Respectfully Shewethi
5

That appellant was initially appointed as Forester B-9 In the year, 

promoted to the post of Deputy Ranger Forester B-
1.

1984 and was 

12 in the year 2013.
.• ; served with Charge Sheet and Statement of 

effect of charges contained therein by R. No.
That appeilanti was 

allegations to the 

02. (Copy as ajnnex "A")

2.

said Charge SheetpvWas'. replied-, by .-
annex •

That on 03-08-2017, the 
explaining the' whole truth contained-therein..;.(Copy-.as

3.

"B")
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That enquiry Into the aforesaid allegation was under'process
appellant reached the' age of

4

when In the meanwhile, 
superannuation and on attaining of the said age,, he was retired 

from service on 16-10-2017 by R. No. 01. (Copy as annex C ) .

have been;fmalized 

could not be rnade due to
That pensionary papers of the appellant shall5.

!•i by the department but the same 
pendency of enquiry into the aforesaid allegations, so on 20-11- 

Ke submitted representation before R. No. 01 for.rpayment

!

2017,
of the idue pension but in vain. (Copy as annex '-'D")-

■(

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds;

GROUNDS;

a. That pension is a vested right of a civil servant which can-not^be held at

any means. ■ ' " ; ' ■ '
b. That so called allegations were leveled against .appellaneforthe reason 

that during the visit'of the then DFO Amjad Samad Khan demanded 

which Was refused by appellant on account of activepercentage
surveillance of the high-ups, so such drama was staged. .

the matter, theVsame. got wide 

not only transferred'-, but was also
. c. That when, resistance was shown in 

publicity,' and the then DFO was 
■ charge sheeted which copies are available with the department. ■

d. That enquiry has a very limited scope which was not concluded, within
the meanwhile, appellant.was retired fromthe specified period when in 

service on attaining The age of superannuation.

:per law and judgments of the apex court, retired person is not
shall.

. e. That as
amenable to any penal action, so 

be put In a waste box.

the enquiry proceedings,-If any

Monitoring Team used, to visit' / Inspect 
pointed..OLit, meaning.'

That after every 2/3 months
No objectioni or any discrepancy was ever

f.
. sites.

thereby that no mishap was there-.
g. : That right of enqufry is by now extinguished by.'the^department as.the • 

. . same, was not. :conducted durirlg service period: of appellant. 

Subsequent proceedings / action is based on malafide.
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It is, therefore, most;humbly prayed that-on. acceptance of appeal/ 
■ respondents'be compelled / directed to pay appellant pension and 

■ other fringed benefits admissible to him hence forthwith, with, such 

other relief as may be deemed proper and just In circumstances of the 

.case.
It is further prayed^that the enquiry proceedings be declared hull 

and void in the circumstances of the case.
S

Appellanti

i
Through •

\
Saadulia.h Khan-. Marwat

Arbab Saiful •Kamal 
Advocates.Dated 25-04-2018

:«
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
Service Appeal No. 613/2018

... 25-.04.2018 
.. 11.02.2019,

Date of Institution : 
- Date of Decision

Safir Ullah.Khan S/o Malik Mir Dad Klian, B/o Sero Banda Khel, 
Bannu, Ex-Deputy Ranger, Forest Baiinu Sub Division Bannu. 
Agency.

Appellant

Versus

1. DivisipnalForest Officer, Bannu. ■
2. Chief Conservator of Forest Central Sduthhm Region-I,

Peshawar.
3. Secretary to Government

Environment Department Peshawar.
of Khyber Palchtunkhwa,<

Respondents; *
6

2" ■—Member (J) 
—Member (E)

Mr. Muhammad Hamid Mughal—- 
Mr. Hussain Shah-------- ---------------

11.02.2019

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD HAMTIO MUGHAL. MEMBER: - Learned
•j'

hourisel for appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil learned Assistant

Advocate General present.

The appellant (Retired Deputy Ranger)’ has filed the present 

appeal u/s 4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service^ibunal Act 1974 for

2.

the grant of pensionary benefits

Learned counsel for the appellant argied that the appellant 

was-allowed to retire from government service and to proceed on

s . office order, dated

3.

superamiuation pension w.e.f 07.09.2017 vidCl
Pafen.-nkliwa

Serv-ice J *b:unal, 
PColtawar

. 1
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16.10.20.17. Next contended tliat the 

given ,note in the said office .order dated 16.10;2017 that

competent authority has also

'i pension

paper etc. will be processed after .finalizatioii, of disciplinary 

proceeding against the appellant. Next 

retirement of the appellant w.e.f 07.09.2017,

contended that upon

the departmental 

proceeding against, the appellant stood abated. Next contended that

departmental punishment cannot be awarded to the appellant after his 

retirement from govemihent service. Learned ' counsel for the 

appellant stressed that the order of depaifmental authority regarding- 

withliolding of the pensionary benefits of the appellant is uniawfirl.

4. As against.that learned AAG argued that the appellant caused 

huge loss to the government exchequer in that huge amount was
-6

O' incun-ed from government exchequer on raising and maintenance of 

plantation and due to appellant’s improper rnaintenance, 

watering and lack of interest, failure was observed more than foity 

percent (40%); that charge sheet/statement of allegation 

upon tire appellant; that inquiry officer also conducted the inquiry 

-and upoti submission of the inquiry report dated. 11.06.2018 the

less

was served

appellant was directed vide office letter dated 14:06.2018 to. deposit 

the amount of Rs- 6959700/- account of recovei^^. imposed by the 

inquiry officer; tliat the appellant was retfred on 01.-09.2017 while the

on

disciplinai7 action was initiated vide order dated lj5.06.2017 i.e. well 

before the date of retirement of the appellant;-

5. Arguments heard, File perused.

6. On 07.09.2017 the appellant attained the age

1"1 ISX :

A

• ki^'L'n’urvva

Pc^i svvrtr ! *

Kh
r--
V>

Df superannuation.



•• 3
M/

bdtiSedigainsrfeai?^ he

In response to .the charge sheet,

, However the

of superannuation when the

r
The departmental action was

i
i

the verge of his retirement.

submitted his reply dated. 03.08.2017

// was on

the appellant 

.appellant had already attained the age o
%

inquiry officer submitted his report.

It is settled that if a govemm

superannuation before the completion, of inquiry, the disciplinary

proceeding against him shall abate, 

o In-view of above,-the act,

withholding of pensionary

of disciplinai7 proceeding against

V- ent servant "attains the .age of
7.

of the departmental .authority of

till the

the appellant vide

order. dated. .16.10.2017

8.
. ■ benefits to • hie appellant

finalization

endorsement (Note) as given in the . office

Consequently endorsement (Note) as

withholding of
cannot be termed as lawful..

office order dated 16.10,2017 regardingin thegiven«
■A. , is set aside.benefits (non-processing of pension papers)

in case any pecuniary loss to the 

, the. same may be

pensionary 

9. . Needless to mention that in

ha. b.e» proved against the appellant

01 teeovered fi'om the appellant in accordance with law.
9 ( ;

10 The present
;'h

above terms. Parties, are 

signed'.to the record room.'

® 0 S- 7:
-1

0 n c0 pted 7 disposed of in theR. I service appeal is acce
■I costs. File- beleft to bear, tjxeir own

'.■2 i
I.'I'

3 ! 'O •.1^ con'-ti.

I h) \.t»-

c (Mtjhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member(Hussain Shah) ^

Member >> 'C '-
1

C; •

V 7N../

y \ announces
11.02.2019

^7:'.

!
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The Conservator of Forest Southern Circle, 
Peshawar -

Subject; APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 56 DATgD 16/01/2019

Respected/Sir,

The appellant was initially appointed as Forester 6-9 in the year 1984 s-nd was 

promoted to the Post of Deputy Ranger Forest B-12 in. the year 2013.

The appellant was served with charge sheet and statement of allegations to the

effect of charges contained therein by R-No. 2. '

I.

ii.

iii. That on date 22/06/2017 vide office order No. 

suspended on baseless allegations.

118-the undersigned was

iv. Despite between my suspension period all the muster rolls were dully signed 

and verified by DFO Bannu of those areas which were considered under so- 

called allegations.

The undersigned also received a cheque dated 03/07/2017 for disbursement of 

the said work done dully signed & sanctioned by the concerned officer, which 

otherwise proves that, the concerned authority approved and certified that

actual work done up to the standard and satisfactory. Clause 6.3.14 (i) 

departmental monitoring of revised PC-I BTAp is seif explanatory.

After the disbursement, of the cheque which was signed and sanctioned by. DFO 

Bannu, I handover charge to Mr. Tauraban SDFO 

Division Bannu vide letter No. ,07-09/G. after this date

V.

on 03/07/2017 of Sub

I cannot be held

responsible for anything. Since after, this DFO & SDFO have ceased ail

maintenance fund as per PC-I of the said area till date. From initiation of the 

inquiry dated, 22/06/2017 vide letter No. 0350/G; to Second de-novo inquiry
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order dated 04/07/2018 vide office letter No. 26/E which was colrTpIeted on 

16/01/2019 vide office letter No. 56 in this whole period of 

21-months, little, less than. 2 years, an envprmentalist / forester should must

know the damage in seedling stage where there was.no maintenance observed 

in the said period.
/

Vi. That after repeated, letter No. 96/G dated 01/01/2018, and office letter No. 

6777/g dated 14/03/2018 by DFO Bannu to inquiry office DFO D.I Khan, who 

was unable to complete the inquiry in stipulated time without any reason.

vii. That inquiry into the aforesaid allegation was under process,’ when in the mean 

while appellant reach the age of superannuation on attaining of the said age.

He was retired from service on 07/09/2017. As per ESTA code speedy disposal 

of disciplinary cases/ abatment of inquiry on superannuation, of. a civil servant . 

Reference.FR-54-A self explanatory.

viii. That on 25/04/2018 to seek justice, I filled a case in Honorable Service 

Tribunal. On 25/05/2018 the Honorable Service.Tribunal issued a hotice to the, 

respondents for the inquiry proceeding if pending against the appellant the 

same is suspended till further order. Despite the Honorable court orders, an 

inquiry dated 14/06/2018. vide letter No. 2030/G was initiated, which unlawful 

and is contempt of Honorable Court.

ix. A. That after my retirement a De-novo inquiry was initiated vide office 

letter No. 26/E dated-04/07/2018 which is agairi unlawful as per FR-54-A 

of ESTA Code as earlier mentioned:

That it is again and repeated contempt of court, which was , issued on 

25/05/2018 by the Honorable Service TribunaT S.A No. 6/03/2018.

B.

i».nw j w ^7^ ynotat-awi iiiuin
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It-- That after my retirement i. 

report vide letter No.

That the De- 

Honorable Service TribunaL

e. 07/09/2017 lapse of 18-mohths, 2^“^ inquiry 

56 dated 16/01/2019 is again unlawful and 

novo inquiry was conducted
unj.ust. 

during .suspension order
xi.

by the

,/
xii. That the appellant 

the appellant 

Furthermore

not given any opportunity to be 

was given proper time to

was
cross examined. Neither 

reply into the concerned inquiry.

as issued to the appellant regarding the De- ' 

- appellant was not given any chance 

given to the undersigned, 

present Prime Minister of Pakistan,

& conservator visited the said 

cy was reported by any higher officials.

no show cause notice , 

novo inquiry. It is further added that the

for personal hearing, neither any explanation 

In the previous Govt
was

xlii.
of PTI, the

special .
advisor to CM, secretary forest, chief conservator

but none of any deficien 

This appeal may be humbly 

is a pensioner and

areas

accepted, keeping in consideration that the undersigned 

respected like any other citizen underreserves every right to be

constitution of the Pakistan.

Dated :c5^/03/2019

Yours Sincerely

Haji Safir UH3h Khan 
S/o Malik Mir Dad Khan,
R/o Sero Bada Khel, Bannu 
Ek-Deputy Ranger Forest 
Division
Division, Bannu.
Contact No. 0333-1903232 

0346-9293062

Bannu Sub
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The Conservator of Forest Southern Circle, 
Peshawar.

Subject: EXTENSION IN TIME PERIOD FOR APPFAI -

Respected/Sir,

It is kindly stated that I filled a case dated 25/04/2018 in Honorable Service Tribunal, 

which issued a notice on 25/05/2018.\

Since my case was in hearing in the Honorable Court &, I was not in a position to 

appeal against office order 56 dated 16/01/2019.

As some time has been elapsed to make an appeal against the stated office order, so 

I may be granted time extension in the subject matter to respond to. your good office.

Dated: c5^/03/2019 . ^ *

Yours Sincerely

&

Haji, Safir Unah Khan 
S/o Malik Mir Dad Khan,
R/o Sero Bada Khei, Bannu 
Ex-Deputy* Ranger. Forest. 

' Bannu.
Division,. Bannu.
Contact No. 0333-1903232 

0346-9293062

Division Sub .

m

3^1

1
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Conservator of Forests 

Southern Circle
Shami Road Peshawar 
Phone #091-9214024?

No Dated Peshawar the ■ ,/.04/-20;l9

To

Haji Safir Ullah Khan
S/0 Malik Mir Dad Khan, R/o Sero Bada KJiel Bannu 
Division Bannu Sub-Division Baiinu.
Contact No. 03331903232

SUBJECT:- ^jKT'ENSIONTNTlMEPERJQD^FOR-APPFV/iTT

Reference your appeals dated 22.03.2'019.

Your appeals in the subject mafier received on 22.03.2019 in this office has been 

examined found too laie. th^eps ho^;;pr0yisfon;;in;4pppaTR;ufos;fo:consider;SUch like

Being barred of tirne hence filed please.

1’
Conservator of Forests ^ 

Southern Circij^e^awar'^/(V i4'/ ENo.

Copy forwarded to Divisional Forest Officer Bannu for information.

ConseiTator of
Southern Ciij^J^eshawar / C

/

4^

«»

wtmO:\D\Old Desiop\Salman 2018\salman 22.dou
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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 533 of 2019

<? V Safeefullah Khan S/0 Malik Mir Dad Khan Ex- Deputy Ranger, Bannu Sub Division, Bannu 

Resident of Sero Bada Khel, Tehsii and District Bannu .

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1- Govt: of KPK through Secretary Environment Department Govt: of KPK, Peshawar

2- Chief Conservator of Forests -I Peshawar

3- Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar

4- Divisional Forest Officer Bannu (DFO) Bannu).

(Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 to.4

Respectfully sheweth:-

Preliminarv obiections:-

1- The appellant has got no locus standi and no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

2- The appeal is badly barred by time.

3- The appellant has not come to this Honorable court with clean hands.

4- This honorable court has no jurisdiction to entertain the instant appeal.

5- That the appeal is liable to be dismissed on the ground of mis-joinder/non-Joinder of necessary parties.

6- That the appellant is stopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

FACTS

1- No comment pertains to record.

2- Incorrect the appellant has sustained huge loss to Government exchequer while he was posted as ; 

incharge SDFO Bannu of Bannu Forest Division.

3- No comment pertains to record.

4- Correct to the extent that the appellant submitted the reply of the charge sheet, however all the 

charges were proved against him during the inquiry proceeding.

5- No comment pertains to record.

6- No comment pertains to record, ^

7- Incorrect, Muhammad Shakeel DFO Kohat after detail inquiry and visiting each plantation site 

endorsed the recommendations of Mr. Abdid Mumtaz DFO D.l. Khan (previous inquiry officer}.

8- In correct. Before receipt of decision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunal the inquiry officer 

has proved the charges of inefficiency, misconduct and corruption against the accused officials 

including the appellant and accordingly the authority imposed the recovery of Rs. 376.1125/-jRs.

. ■ c

Three million Seven hundred sixty one thousand & twenty five) vide DFO Bannu office order No. 56 ^



!

'V 2019. Further appeal against the decision dated 11-2-2019 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 

has been filed in the august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

9- Correct, being time barred the Conservator of Forests Southern Circle PeshavA/ar being next higher 

authority has filed his appeal vide his office letter No. 4640/E dated 17-4-2019.

10- Incorrect the appellant has sustained huge loss to Government exchequer viz Rs. 3761125/- due to 

his inefficiency, misconduct and corruption, his appeal needs to be dismissed in the interest of 

government with the direction to remit the recovery amount of Rs. 3761125/- in government 

treasury.

• ''4

c-

GROUND

a- Incorrect the enquiry proceedings conducted against the appellant have been conducted strictly in 

accordance with Efficiency &Disciplinary Rules 2011.

b- Incorrect, the Inquiry was conducted in accordance with E&D Rules 2011. The inquiry officer Mr. Abid 

Mumtaz Divisional Forest Officer D.l. Khan Forest Division vide his office letter No. 6903/G dated 22-6- 

2019 (Annexure-A) sent a copy of charge sheet alongwith memo of allegations accordingly the appellant 

has also responded written reply (Annexure-B). Also while conducting in detail the de-novo inquiry by 

Mr. Muhammad Shakeel DFO Kohat, the appellant was informed vide this office letter No. 584/G dated

•■'I:

12-11-2018 (Annexure-C) to be present in person and to show their concern if any regarding previous 

inquiry conducted by DFO D.l. Khan

c- Incorrect, Initially inquiry started white the appellant was in service vide this office letter No. 302i-24/G . . 

dated 15-6-2017 8t No. 253/E dated 10-8-2017 (Annexure-D-1 & D-2) further de-novo inquiry was oh 

their request received vide Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar letter No. 26/E dated 04-7- 

2018 (Annexure-E-1 & E-2) and item-6 of E&D Rules 2011, Muhammad Shakeel Divisional Forest Officer 

Kohat was appointed as inquiry officer vide DFO Bannu office order No. 34 dated 5-7-2018 (Annexure-F) , .

to probe allegations/short comings raised by the accused officials in connection with inquiry report 'T; 

submitted by Mr. Abid Mumtaz Division Forest Officer D.l. Khan vide his office letter No. 8982/G dated

11- 6-2018 (Annexure-G), 8350/G dated ll-5-2018(Annexure-H). 

d- Incorrect, all the accused incharge staff as well as the appellant were informed vide letter No. 584/G

dated 12-11-2018 (Annexure-C) regarding re-inspection of plantation beside re-measurement to be 

conducted by DFO Kohat, but the appellant refused telephonically that he has nothing to do with' 

inquiry, hence Muhammad Shakeel Divisional Forest Officer Kohat has visited the plantation areas re

measured in presence of the alleged incharge Forester and Forest Guard and submitted his inquiry 

report vide his office letter No. 1094/G dated 05-12-2018 (Annexure-I). 

e- Incorrect the appellant was served with show cause vide DFO Bannu office letter No. 863/G dated 13-

12- 2018 (Annexure-J) which was delivered to the appellant at his house situated in officer colony Miran 4

Shah Road Bannu in person, but returned with the remarks that he has left Bannu and how residing in ,

Peshawar, therefore the appellant was again contacted on his cell phone but he refused that he has ;

already been retired therefore he has nothing to do with inquiry. However, the letter sent on his 

permanent address which is available in office record.

iT;

k
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4
f- As explained above that the appellant has sustained great loss to the Government due to his 

inefficiency, misconduct and corruption, therefore the recovery imposed by the authority viz Rs. 

3761125/- needs to be recovered in the best interest of public service, 

g- In correct because the para-9 of the decision dated 11-2-2019 of this Honorable Tribunal in the case of . j

'v->

d

appellant is quite clear that "Needless to mention that in case any pecuniary loss to the Government 

has been proved against the appellant, the same may be recovered from the appellant in accordance

with Law "(Annexure-K), hence the Government loss viz Rs. 37,61,125/- has been proved by the inquiry ;

committee on the part of appellant and further confirmed by the authority vide DFO Bannu office order 

No. 56 dated 16-1-2019 (Annexure-L) which needs to be recovered. Moreover appeal against the 

decision of Honorable Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa dated 11-2-2019 has been filed in the august . 

Supreme Court of Pakistan (Annexure-M)

h- No comments, however the government interest will be protected in the court of law at any cost.

In view of the above explanation, it is therefore requested that the instant appeal may graciously be 

dismissed and the appellant may also be directed to remit the loss viz Rs. 3761125/- sustained to

Government due to inefficiency, misconduct and corruption by the appellant duly proved by the inquiry 

officers and further confirmed by the authority vide DFO Bannu office order No. 56 dated 16-1-2019.
r--'

t
Secretary to Government of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Forestry, 
Environment & Wildlife Department 

Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)

Chief Copservator of Forest: 
C>rfffal S^thern Region-1 

S^^^shawar 
(Respondent No. 2) u

• ■;*

f7
"df^Forests rwsional F/re|>Officer 

Bannu Fgpeit Division 
(Respondent No. 4)

Conservat 
Southern cJrde Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 3)
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'■^4-‘rK''-T^-^->y'has been appointed as inc|uipy officer to prol^e into matiei and
""<■« .M. DFO S.n„u 0,d» No,6, d.«

.. sheet along with memo of allegation is sent here with.

^*i&o.,.d„,.d.,p,.

f

•rr*-

divisional forest officer
D.l.KHAN FOREST DIVISION 

.......... D.I.RHAN...................
.No.-.L- ' /C,

Copy ibrwardcd to DFO Bannu for informuiipn. He is roquesied to deliver the' 
.. ■'^ l^er meant for above name official and proper acknowledge receipt,which may be sent to this 

.office

DIVISIONAlZ .F.Q.REn.-OpiCER 
D.l.KHAN FOREST Dl/lSION 

■ D.LKHAN ^

;....
t.

t
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,.* ■

s.
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D//ISI0NAL FOR/SpSFFlCER 
/BANNU F0Rf>^V!S10N



Ir>
The Divisional Forest Officer 
D.l. Khan Forest Division

Subject INQUIRY-REPLY OF CHARGE THEREOF
r

Memo:-

Hi '<

..

In this connection my submission is furnished as under;-

superannuation with effect'from 07-9-2017 (copyof DFO 
Bannu office order No. 07 dated 16-10-2017 (dopy enclosed). '

2- The reported failure in various, plantation areas.Shagai, Adami-ll, Waligai, Sadda 
Khei and Dandi have already been recouped/beating up before my proceeding on 
superannuation with effect from 07-9-2017 for which necessary detailed reply have
already been sent to your good self (copy enclosed.) The cause of failure is furnished 
asunder:- '

Sever temperature i.e 47' in the 1‘' week of April 2017 which also reported 
in various daily newspapers in that day. , .
Nonpayment to labour was also the main reason of,failure that the .payment 

held up for the three months due non release of funds.

3- Since.my handing.over the charge to my successor all the areas were maintained
upto the required standard/specification. ! ■ i

1' I have been retiredTi on
f

1$ i ..

l:4
li- f■•4

was

y

r

4- i have never left a stone un turned in discharging.of my'duties during service'neither 
thought for negligence and misconduct.

Keeping in view the above clarification that I have'already been retired with effect from 07-9-2017, 
therefore.the case may kindly be finalized so that my pension case may be processed as 1 have been 
suffered due to financial constrained please.

Dated___/11/2017

r
<•« ■

i.\ r

(Safirullah) 
Ex-Deputy Ranger 

Bannu Forest Division

' >/ '^.7

1 :

^'4
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7^4
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VISIONAL FO/EST^ICER
BANNU FOsferaVISION '
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Miranshah Roa^ifapp/;.- ;.
Killa Sa/int/vf:;; v';; • ^

S0928-9270d4Z''^i^^':- 
^^0928-820148

Syed Lateef Hussain 
Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division

■-:/

.'V''

r

4^1 11/2018Dated Peshawar/GNo

1- Mr. Saferullah D/Ranger (Retired)
2- Mr, Akber Niaz Forester.
3- Ismail Khan Forest Guard.
4- Mr. Sher Alam Forest Guard
5- Yousaf Khan Forest Guard

!•

4

INITIATION OF INQUIRY AGAINST THE STAFF OF BANNU FOREST, 
DIVISION

;
Subject; -

vF--i
•I

Memo;-
You all are directed to be present before the inquiry officer while visiting the plantation' 

27 & 28-11-2018 and show their concern if any regarding previous inquiry report
t

condycted by Mr. Abid Mumtaz DFO D.i. Khan.
F Please acknowledge receipt. ,

I':
..•f;

i ..

areas on
i

ii;. •
■i ■

Di/tCieTiarTwSf^ffi^ 

94nnu Forest Divisipiy
' c

r
5.

'O'

t'

A'

1

f.
r

5

r.
i.
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a \FFICF order no^i dated the BANNU/AJS /2017, ISSUED BY AMJAD SAMAD 
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU.

undersigned paid visit to Dandi, plantation. Sadda-Khel Jazeera Water logged 
i Afforestation Area and Sadda Khel-I Block plantation raised under Billion Trees 

Tsunami Afforestation Project. During visit the undersigned observed that the plantation 
was failed more than 50%, 80 & 75%,

11;I* '■p

I f ■: Ther -
T

v'

Mr. Abid Mumlaz OFO D.l Khan Forest Division is hereby appointed as inquiry Officer 
to probe into mailer and fix responsibility against M/S Safirullah 

I Bannu Forest Sub Division and Ismail Khan Forest Guard incharge of Sadda e 
plantation and submit Uie enquiry report as early as possible.

V,-

(/^iinjad Sarnad) i 
Divisional Forest OffiO( 
Bannu Forest F

F'
%IGNo.
F.'
KCopy foiwaided for information and necessary action to.

Peshawar for favour ofConservator of Forests Southern Circle1- Tlie
inforinalion, please.

2- Divisional Forest Officer.
The Statement of allegation and charge sheets are

D.l. Khan for information and necessary action.
enclosed for further

course of action.
3- SDFO Bannu,.
4- Divisional Accountant,

• T-S c: .
’ '

ii

I1

i:
Div sion^/ore^ 

Barinu Forest Division
Office

.T>.

.Y

I
.T

T

I
■KCFF.':;



%. m' E/Gener! i. t-r
■ ■■■'■■■ t

/EnyironmenC-' ■
■.■ ■Department ■ 

Goyem/77^n/:0/ii^/?/tier' 
.... /: Pakl^luhkhawa;'- y

Syed Lateef Hussain -■ [’ 
y. Divisional Forest Officer.
' Bannu Forest Division ^

' Mranshah Road Tappi 
yKitIa Bannu

^0928-9270042 '
:-0928-927Q034

{<0/ ^2017Nq. ; /£ Dated Peshawar

■' Conservator of.-Forests-. 
Southern-Circle •Peshawar: ■

. Subject; - POOR.PERFORMANCE AS IN CHARGE SDFO BANNU

Memo:-
■

your office.letter en'dst:-Nc, •S874/E-63 dated 22-6- 
2017-(received ir):thjsipn;21-!7r2Gi;7): ■ ;

Reference

i
;

;v|The pharge sheet and^.memo of aliegatj6h:egginst :Mr:-'sanrullah Deputy Range incharge 

;Banhu Forest Sub Division as well as sdricefned Forest-Guards, prepared in light of report - 
subrnitted. by newly posted.SDFO Bannu,.yide;-his letter NO: 01-3/SDFd-B dated 24-7- 

2017 for'further course of action, please.

■ End; As above •

r

;;

• ;/ ■ r;.'i :*
{•

*7r

Diyfsional Forest Officer , 
Barinu Forest DivisiorV / y

■-

;h:' i-r-yyi:-.., v-ii.i-: I

.■' :»

D|yi3i0NAl FORb^peiTlCER 
/bANN-U FORE^iyiSION

,.i • .
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'4(.'onsei vjiloi' uC Forests 
Suudieni Circle

Sliiuiii Road Peiiliavvar* 
Phone #091-9214024

i...

II' r

-.rc /•
0 U /ov/aoisuNo /B- Daled Peshavvai’ die

; .1-

f I'o
■> •

.S3 eil Laleel' Hussain 
l-)i\isioiiai I^nesl Onicei 
llannu Fuiesl Division Bannu

■T’

\ :•
SDIMKC T:- INi riA riON OF liNQUli^Y AGAINST THE STAFF OF BANNU FOREST

DIVISION / INQUIRY REPORT THEREOF.
\)lU'Icreiice DFO D.I.Khcin Idler No, Sj48-49/G dated 1 1,05.2018 and No. 8350-51/G 

-Idf•d I I .5.2018. 808.2 83'G dated I 1.06.2018 addressed lo you and copy llieieof 
endoisetl to this oCnce.

M/S Akbei Nia/, roresler, Ismail Khan Forest Guard and Slier Alam Khan Forset Guard ofBannu Forest 

Division has approached lo the Honorai’le Miiiislei of Forests KP Peshawar through their application 

(enclosed in original) wherein they staled that Mr. Abid Mumla^ Khan DFO D.I.Khan has conducted 

inquiry in ilie sulrjecl case but he could not checked and verify the venue of failure of reported 

pinnlalions, Ihereroie he could not asses and verify the factual position of tliC'existing plantations and 
fi.icnislicd his inquiry report against the I’round realities which doesii’^fulfill the requirement of justice

• • -I i

and arc letinested Pi slopped the decision on the in complete inquiry proceeding against them. The worthy 

Minisicr to (..lovi: of T'oiesl Khyhcr Pakhtunkliwa has expressed deep concern over inquiry report and 

icqiicsicd lo ihc iMidcrsigned rcgaiciiiig lo look in to the matter in light of the allegations contained in 

aj.iplication and then de-iiovo iiu]iiiiy may [lehiilialed.- , •, . ,

^’ou aic

....
I
!■-

■V

r
(licreloic tlirected that de-iiovoyiiiay be conducted and being t

r
an Authorized Onicer the de-iiovo

iiu|uity against the slalTof Bannu Forest Division inquli;- may be cfilrusted to Muhammad Shakeel DFO

Koluil alougwilh complete documents with the request to complete the. inquiry proceeding within a .

TV.-within 15 days

1.
5r
2^

i»
stipulated peiiod anti .‘Jubmilthis Aulhoiized Officer l- .y 

with clear cut leconuuendalion uiulei the B&l.) Kules 201 I

r « .

under intimalion lo this Jldce.

Conservator of Forests
^^rtheni CireJ|J^hawar

No.
('op_\ fni \i auicti til tin.::

1. i’S In Minister lo t.'invC of Kiiyber Pakhluiikhwa Forestry, Environmenl and Wildlife 
Depiulmciil ten' inrornuition please.

2. (...'hief (..fonservalor of Forests Ceiih'al .Soiilliern Forest Region-1 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar please.

.1. DFO Kohal for information and similar necessary action under the Rules.

/F

• 'V

Conservator of Forests 
Southern Circle Peshawar

.I'll {i'.Tnliii .tl 1I..C

A ,.

DWIOM.AL F0R/sy)wCEH
/BANNU FOrZ^VISION
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OFFICE ORDER NO. 2J1_DATEDBANNU THE £?<" / /2018 ISSUFn RY

SYED LATEEF HUSSAIN DIVISIONAL FOREST OFfT^ B^U FOREST W^SION ■r

I

° Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar letter No. 26/E dated 04-7- 
0I8 and iteni-6 of E&D Rules 2011, the undersigned in the capacity of competent authority 

hereby appointed Muhammad Shakeel Khan Divisional ForeM Officer Kohat as inquiry officer 
to piobe tire allegations/short comings raised by the accused cfficials in connection with inquiry 
reports submitted by Mr. Abid Mumtaz Divisional Forest Officsr D.l. Khan vide his office letter 
No. 8348/G dated 11-5-2018, 8350/G dated 11-5-2018 & 8982,

A-
■..t

,v

It'
'G dated 11-6-2018. .

••■HI
Mr. Turraban Khan Forest Ranger I/C Bannu Forest Sub. , Division will act as departmental
representative during checking/proceedings. The inquiry officer should^ submit his findings
within 15 days in the interest of public service. '

. W-'

o

(Syed Lateef Hussain) I 
Divisional Forest Officii 
Bannu Forest Divisioijl /

;■

■ '3

No.2^-2>^/G
Copy forwarded to;-

1 he Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of information with 
reference to his office letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018, please.

2- Muhammad Shakeel Khan Divisional Forest Officer ij^ohat Forest Division for 
information as referred to above. The following complete inquiries files are enclosed 
herewith for further course of action, The report may submitted within stipulated 
peiiod as thete is involve huge loss to Govt: as well tis court case, please.

File No. 1 from Page 01 to 'T'/V 
File No. 2 from Page 01 to ^ -
File No. 3 from page 01 to'

u> o ,
3- Divisional Accountanl/official concerned
4- Sub Divisional Forest Officer Bannu, he should inform the officials so that to 

accompany the inquiry officer during the course of ins pection/checking

i :
1-

>

::

I;

i
li-

f

;

Div^TOTTal Fores 
PVinu Forest Divis

r

,*
j /

' ..'i
C-'.*

I

:

*•»
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<Vfionc ^ 0966-9280181 
______ ^ 0966-9280^81

(D(i(:ecf(D.I.'Kfidn tfie 11 jioiS

Alnd !Miuntaz■ I>»

r-tij 9)ivtsnytiaf'Iviesi Officer 
9). I.'l\fiaii 'foicit. <Dw!Ston

\

:m.]6 7 S^z-zc

■

The Divisional Forest Oifficer. 
Bannu Forest Division, Bannu i

SUBJECT: against the staff of bannu forest division) inquiry
KcrUKITHcREQF

V':
;v

;
Reference. Your office order Mo. 57idaled 25/05/2017 vide endorsement letter No. 2825-29/G of even date & 

office order No. 61 dated 15/06/2017 vide endorsement letter No. 3021-24/G of even date
i

•'; Enclosed please inquiry report initiated against the foliowina staff of Bannu Forest Division
alongiwith connected documents containing file from page No. 1 lo^ /or information and further 
necessary action; ^ ■

I

1 Mr. Safeerullah Deputy Ranger (Retired) the then iricharge SDFO Bannu 
; 2.; Mr. Muhammad Ismail Forest Guard I/C Shagai

3. ; Mr. Sher Alani Forest Guard I/C Block Officerl/C Ddndi Plantation
4. ; Mr. Yousaf Khan Forest Guardi i/C Dandi Plantation

c

7I«-

Acknowledge the receipt I

ftI

: 1
DIVISIONAL FORESI OFFICER 

DJ.KHAN FOREST DIVISION 
D.I.KHAN

u
t
7&■

II
Copy foiwarded to the Conservator of Fotesls Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of 

infornicjlion and necessary action. ; .

No. /G e
i

DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 
: D.I.KHAN FOREST DIVISION 

D.I.KHAN

IfI
1
i:
§

n;
;

;
I •n

I

f:

i

1
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AND
A

h
Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu Forest Division office order No. 57 dated 25/05/2017 circulated 

.Bee,.do.s.n„,l.«=r«,.»G ele,.» 0» ^

Vide endorsement letter No. 3D21-24/G of even dsfe^ ,.,nftnni7
Divisional Forest Officer. D.I.Klian office letter No. 6903 G 22/06/2017.
Divisional Forest Officer D.I.Khan Forest Division tetter No. 6883/G da'ed 21/06/017 
Reply dated 03/08/2017 furnished by Mr. Saleeiullah Deputy Ranger (Retired) the then incharg

SDFO, Bannu
Reply o( Slier Alain & Yousaf; Khan Forest Guard 1/C Dandai pianlation 
Reply of Mr. Muhammad Ismail Forest Guard 1/C Sadda Khel Block Plantation

2. Divisional Forest Officer

3.
. 4,

S,

6,
7.

Discussion

Ttiei Divisional Forest Officers, Bannu Forest Division during filed visit to Dandai Block 
Khel - Jazeera water logged pianlation and Sadda Khel - II Block plantation under ^ e®® 
Atforestalion Project and noticed that plantations were failed up to 50%, 80% and 75 /o respectively d 

: Moper maintenance, less watering and lack of interest by the SDFO Bannu, and incharge Forest Guard 
' of tile plantation area. The observations of the aforementioned officers were as under.

Name of
officer / 
official posted 
at plantation

Total
amount
incurred
(Rs|

Muster'Roll Nos.-ailure 
noticed by

Total$, ; Name of area
it i area

heclaimed
officersFla) sites

Safirullah Dy. 
Ranger 
SDFO, Bannu

1485500/-No. 115, 194, 260, 314.
382, 429 & 461/BU for the 
month from September
2016 to March 2017_________
Na'l56r 357, 421. 447,& 1456500/- 
492/BD for the month of 
January 2017 to March
2017 ; _
No. 3507401, 432/2015-16 
No. 20, 78. 79, 80. 86, 89.
90, 91. 92, 167, 168, 169,
170. 171. 235, 236, 248,
324, 395. 372. 385, 386,
425, 428, 491, 499, 502,
528, 530, 578 & 580/ for 
the month from April 2016 

_lo May 2^17_________

iniorder to proper enquire in lo the matter and knowing tte "?^^^Sl7 a!d
iiridersianed was appointed as enquiry officer vide DFO. Bannu oflice order No, 57 dated 2^Ub/^u i r anu
of ice o?der No 61 Taled 15/06/2047. The charge sheet and statement of allegations were
l7accused olficials by the Uivisiinal Forest Olficer, Bannu Forest o6/2of
upon the accused vide DFO, D.I.KTan Forest Division (Enquiry Officer) letter No. 6883^ dated 21/06/20
arid NO.6903-10/G dated 22/06/20|l7. '

50%Danrii Block 35 
Plantation

1. I/C

Safirullah Dy. 
Rangpr^^ I/C 
SDFO, Bannu

—f... 80%60Sadda Khel 
Jazeera

2. ^

waterlogged
plantation 10186000/ Safirullah Dy.

Ranger l/C 
SDFO, and 
Ismail Khan 
Forest guard 
Bannu

|75%221Sadda Khel - II3,
Block plantation

I

5
i
I
!

__



t
, i §a[eeru||ah Deputy Rangei I/C iSDFO, Bannu and other accused officials namely Sher Alam, Yousaf 

, - .than and Ismail Klian Forest Guards submitted their replies to the charge sheets and statement of 
negations and defended Ihe charges / allegation framed’against them but their replies.

Proceedings

Tiie undersigned in the capacily of Enciuiry officer examined replies furnished by the accused officiafs and 
also crossed questioned but lliey failed to quote the cogent reasons & shifted aif the responsibilities of 
failure of plantation on harsh weather condition and termite attack etc, Plantation sites were inspected on 
27/137/2017 accompanied with the DFO, Bannu. SOFO' Biannu and accused official and found that condition 
of plantations were very poor. The accused officials were asked on spot to beat-up the failure within feast 
possible lime. Again on 15/03/2018;and 16/03/2018 theiplantalion sites were inspected accompanied with 
theiDFO, Bannu, SDFO Bannu and accused officials and found that condition of plantations was still un 
attended.

Frc^Ti 00/03/2018 to 16/03/2018 the Monitoring Officer,i Billion Trees Afforestation Project South Region 
checked the plantations and found llhat no improvemenls in the area were made. Personal hearing was 
coijducted and checked all the relevant record in the office of DFO, Bannu Forest Division. ■

The observations during the inspection by the Monitoring Officer and on request intimated the results of 
sites to the undersigned which are eiaboraled as under;

.i

r.

F.

Survival %ageShortfallExcessArea
measured
through
GPSJHm

Area
charged

S.# Name of
(ha)areaarea

(Ha)(Ha)

85 to 90 % Very Good condition5.03029,97Dandl Block 
Plantation

35

20% area 75-80% survived while 
the remaining 80% area is tolaly 
failed

j... 08.2068.20Sadda Khel 
Jazeera 
waterlogged 
plantation

602.

i:.

jr-60% survived. The condition of, 
the plantation is in poor condition

49.780171.22Sadda Khe! 221 
- II 'Block 
plantation '___

3.

Ir
f......__

Findings

Kebping in view the above discussion and ground reality and consultation of pIS
and crossed examination / questions of the accused olficials,.the undersigrred r^ ed 
that charges leveled against the accused olficiais havebeen proved beyond any doub and the plagteton
latlulated^above raised under Billion Trees Afforestatiori Project were failed

and lack of interest by the SDFO, Forester and Forest buaras

&

Improper maintenance, less waleiling 
indharge of the plantation area.

!

Recommendations

The undersigned recommend that the charges of inefficiency, misconduct J"®;; to
aglainsi Ihe accused oflicials, therefore, Ihe undersigned propose / recommend the following punishment
bei imposed upon the accused officiials;

i I, Allhougli as per monitoring report the condition.of Dandai plantation ^ery ^ Jl®
, survival %age reported as i90 to 95% but however, 5.0 hectare planalion is shortfall, therefore

r'

i

J



I___ !
1

j /■4

; recommended Ural eitlierithe shortfall area may be treated or recovery to this effect may be made 
good from the accused officialjon equal share basis.

2. As already recommended in another similar^ enquiry case that recovery of'losses sustained to 
Government along with major penalty should be imposed upon the accused on account of failure of 
Sada Khel Jazeera plantation, i ^

I

3. Recovery of stiotlfall plamlalion area stiould be affected from the accused pfficiais, on equal share 
basis besides imposing of major penalty on account of shortfall and failure in Sada Kel - II 
planlalion area.

• /

(AOi(flM.uintaz)
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 

ENQUIRY OFFICER
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imungaCow # 20-Mama IqSaCroacC' 
0. 'I.%fian CanU.

<Pftone 4P 0966-9280181
_______ 0966-9280481
(Dated:O. I tde //

OivisioTiaCTorest Officer 
<^.I/}gian ^Forest (Division

'djq
9day 2018

FfvwaFFM'
The Divisional Forest Officer,
Bannu Forest Division, Bannu

Your office order letter No. 1697/G dated 09/04/2018

total, short fall has clearly been reflected in the ingulf report which is again

SUBJECT;

• Reference,

The failure’and
reproduced as under;

S. # Name of Area
charged

Area
measured 
through 
GPS (Ha)

IExcess
area .

Shoiifall Survival/failure %agearea
(Ha) (Ha) 9

I.
Adami-ll
plantation 45(10x5) 82% of area is 60%

J8%ofareais totally failed 
Part-I (5x5) = 26.68 ha 2Q“30% success 

(5x5) = 4.95 ha 20-30% success 
Pan-Ill (5x5) 23,24 ha 40^50% succ^ 

_Part-IV410x5) = 10.30 ha 25-35% success 
Part-V (5x5) = 12.52 ha 75-80% sucr^sl “ 
^art-VI (10x5) = 3.26 ha 65-70% success 
110.75 ha = 70-80% success ^ ^ ’
123.93 ha - 5% success

54,04 9.04

Shagai
plantation

2. 180 77,55 102.45
,:i

3, Waligai I225 234.68 9.68

expenditure incu/red^ on raisfng°''LTLto3nce i" '® requested to calculate the amount /
exchequers as per designalion wise re^o^swr to the public

■:V

, 1

Acknowledge the receipt

r:/ .A /
DIVISidNAL FmBs¥& 

D.I.KHAN FOREST Dpi: 
D.I.KHA

r
•FiCER

ISION

No. ■/G.

.nd necessary

divisionAlforest officer
D.I.KHAN FOREST DIVISEON 

D.I.KHAN
1

ii'

U',
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i
. , ENQUIRY REPORT IN RESPECT OF M/S SAFEERULLAH DEPUTY RANGER i/C SDFO BANNU, 

; AKBAR HIAZ FORESTE!^, ISMAIL KHAN FOREST GUARD, SHER ALAM FOREST GUARD AND 
YOlSAF KIIaN forest GUARD OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION

1 Divisiutial Forest Odioer. Bannu Forest Division oltice order No, 08 dated 25/10/2017 circulated 
vide endorsemeiit leller No, 557-60/G of even dale.

2. Diviskaial Fuiesl Ofliuei, D.I.KIian office letter No. o193-95/G dated 01/11/2017, No. 3196-98/G 
dateo 01/11/2017. No. 3199-3201/G dated 01/11/2017 No. 3202-8204/G dated 01/11/2017 and No 
3205-O7/Gdaled0l/11'2ur/.

3. Reply dated 17/11/2017 furnislied by Mr. Sateerullah Deputy Ranger (Retired) the then incharge 
■ SDFO. Bannu

4. Reply dated 13/11/2017 tutnished by Mr. Akbar Niaz Forester I/C Shagai Block Plantation.
5. Reply dated 17/11/2017 furnished by Mr. Sher Alatn Forest Guard I/C Wlaigai Block Plantation 
6 Reply dated 14/11/2017 furnished by Mr. Yousal Khan Foiesl Guard I/C Adami Block Plantation 
/. Mr. Muharriniad Ismail Forest Guard t/C Shagai i)as not yet subtnilted reply to the Charg^ Sheet

and stalemenl ol allegation

Discussion

(he Divisional Forest Officers. Bannu Forest Division in the company of newly posted.SDFO. Bannu during 
iiiod Visit to various plantation areas noticed failure in' llie plantation raised under Billion Trees Afforestation 
Project due lo linpropei inainlenance. less watering and lack ol interest by the then SDFO Bannu, incharge 
Forester and Foresl Guards ol ttie plantation areas. The area wise observations of the aforementioned ■ 
olficers were as under: ' .

i

V.

I

S. Name of area Total 
area 
claimed the 

I (Ha) ‘ olliceis

Failure
noticed by which the expenditures 

were incurred

Name of 
officer / 
official posted 
at / plantation
sites_____
Safirullah Dy. 
Ranger I/C 
SDFO, Bannu 
Yousaf Khan

Muster Roll Nos. under Total 
amount 
incurred ,

-'(l^s.).. ;....

....[ho. 43U," 444, .459"'524y

574 & 648/BU from

I ... ..

416680001 Adariit -'ll Block ; 4::i 
PtaiUalion

5'J'A
5IFebruary 2016 lo June

2016
;Forest guard 5- 1

Safirullah Dy. 
Rar'iger I/C 
SDFO, Bannu 
Akbar Niaz

I 2, 7861600No. 238, 239. 240, 241, 
242, 243, 290. 291 292, 
293, 360, 423, 489, 532. 
584,603 &635/BU

Shagai Block ; 185 
plaiilaiion '

^ 50%
/

Forester 
Ismail Khan 
Forest Guard

vSafirullah Dy. 
Ranger I/C 
SDFO. Bannu 
Mr. Sher 
Alam Foresl 
Guard

12344000No.158, 194, 237, 285, 
302. 286. 340, 341, 342, 
392, 422, 423 / 2015-16 
and No. 26. 58. 59, 60. 
82,112, 113,114,192,193, 
258. 259. 312. 313, 80. 
381, 427, 460, 526 ,571 & 
645/2016-17

Waliyai Block 
|.)la;iU-Uk.i!i

4U%3. 225 4
I
III
4
r-

;•

. I

lii order lo piopei enquire in lo the mailer and knowing !he ground realities and lixing responsibilities, the 
undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer vide DFO, Bannu olfice order No. 08 dated 25/10/2017.The 
ch.-iige. sheet and stalemenl of allegations were framed against tlse accused officials by the '



1.Arr'-Vrr' r
;0,rI

r*bresl Officer. Bannu FoiesI Division which were accordingly served upon the accused officials vide DFO, 
■ D I.Khaii Forest Division (Enquiry Officer) letter noted against each as per detail given under;

I S.r? j Name and Rank of ac’.cused officer / official Letter No. & dale through which the charge
sheet ^ statement of allegation served___

■ Saiirullah Deputy Rangei i/0 SDFO Bannu ForesI . lelier No. 3193-95/0 dated 01/11/2017.
i Sub Division . _ '_________
I Akbai Nia,? Forest Guaid incharge Shagai Block
; plantation _ ___
' Mr. Ismail Khan Foresf Guard l/C Shagai Block •

--
1.

i No. 3196-98/G dated 01/11/20172..

No. 3199-3201/G dated 01/11/20173.'
; plantation ......
I Mr. Slier Alam Forest Guard i/C Waligai Block
I plamation ■ ............ ....
I Mr. Yousaf Khan Foiesl Guaid l/C Adami - If Block 
i plantaliorp _ ____________ __

• No. 3202-3204/G dated 01/11/20174.^

No. 3205-07/G dated 01/11/2017.5.

theTfie accused ollicials subinilled reply to the charge sheet and statement of allegations and defendec 
charges / allegation framed against tliem.

rPrqce^dintj?.

The undersigned in the capacity of Enquiry officer examined replies furnished by the accused officials 
also crossed questioned but they failed to quote (he cogent reasons & shifted all the responsibilities of 
failure of plantation on harsh weather condition and termite attack etc. Plantation sites were inspected on

the DFO, Bannu. SDFO Bannu and accused officials and found that 
The accused officials were asked on spot to beat-up the failure

and

27/07/201E3 accompanied vvilh 
condition of planlations weie very poor, 
witliin least possible lime.

From 08/03/2010 to 16/03/2018 the Monitoring Officer, Billion Trees Afforestation Project South Region 
cliecked the plantations and found that no improvements in the area were made. Personal hearinc __ 
conducted and checked all the relevant record in the office of DFOhBannu Forest Division-. -............

was

i
Is ofobservations during the inspection by the Monitoring Officer and on request intimated the resiTfie

sites to tfie undersigned wliich are elaborated as under;

Survival %ageShortfallExcess
area

r-...
Area
measured
Through

; !;GPS(Ha),

54.04

Name of 
area

Area
charged

s.n
(Ha)(Ha)

' 827o of area is 60% ^
^ of area is totally failed______
Part-T(5'x5r= 26.68 ha 20-_30;4___
Parl-ll (_5x5J = 4.95 ha 20-30%____
PajT^x5) = 23.24 ha 40-5')% 

i Part-iyjl5x5) = 10,30 ha 25-35%
Tal-V (5x^_= 1^52 ha 75-8(1%___
; (10x5) ^'3,26 ha 65-7 0%__
’, 11075 ha'= 70-80%

123.93 ha = 5% _________

: Adami-11 : 
plaiituiigii

45(1 ().•<. b'l
-f-

I 1

; Shagai i 
j planlaliuM |

102,4577.55180

..t

9.6834.6822513. Waligai I

J.

Findings
6

earing
dusion

Keeping in view fhe above discussion and ground reality and f.onsullalion of 
nnd crossed exciiuinalion / queslioiis ot the accused officials, the utideisigned reached to the 
dial chaiges io-;oled auaius! die accused officials liave been picved beyond any doubi and ,

i-.;\U.l.i;hnn rrvi' -.i L)ivi'.ii.iM\ni';c,iu>‘in.iiv l-.Miuiines\S;il(.cri;ll.il' ;hui Mi.ir, Cl'<..flOl.x
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(S ^
‘i^i:ii.Mil;:iie'J above raised under Billion Trees Afforeslation ;

were failed due lo negligence, inefficiency 
.l■'!!Mol.)OI niainleiu-iitce less wnlenng and lack of inleres! by Ihe SDFO. Foresler and Forest Guards 

iiK/olaniahcn nion
r *■,

: ]

llii^ uiKinisiytiod recoinmend Ihal Ihe charges of inefficiency, misconduct and corruption tiave been proved 
ngiiinsi llie accused officials, therefore, the undersigned propose / recommend the following punishment to 
be imposed upon f!*c- accused olficials'

Ml, Saieeruilari hMi?uty i-tanyei in ihe capacn/ ui i/C SOFO Baanu Forest Sub Division 
lespensible for the diimaue done as he was supervising ail the plantations carriedoul in Bannu 
r oiesi bub Division from 16/05/2016 to 30/06/2017, As tie fias been retired from service therefore, 
all the expenditure incuiied on all the three (3) planlafiori's, failed portions on account of initial 
plantation and Iheii subsequent maintenance may be calculated and recovered from the pension / 
yialuiiy of Mr, Sateeiullah Deputy Ranger (Reliied) the tfien incharge SDFO, Bannu.

! ne. lemaiiimg stall i.p. loiesters and (oresl guards me fully responsible for Ihe damage / failure of 
me |.'i.lutalions (liereicre, it is lecoinmended Ihat besides recovery of expenditures incurred on 
llie laniiiiy and subsequeni maintenance of failed and shorilai! areas according to their posting, the 
major psiuilly as delined in the Khyber I’akhlunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 
Uiscipline) Rules 2011 may be imposed upon ai! the accused official i.e. incharge foresters and 
iciest yuaius ■ ;

; was

r
6:
I
I
II

rtr i •

M/
Mi! II /•
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DIVISIONAL FORES I OFFICER 

EMQDIRV OFFICER
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KOHAT FOREST DIVISION 
40 . Sial Baz I load, Kohat Gantt: Kohat 

Phone No. 0922-9260199 
Email: dlokol;at@vahoo.com 

/j. \ Tiff Dated » IT 7 ~7I

a

' <•••■ MUHAMMAD SHAKEEL 
Divisional Forest Officer

i «. • :• No.
1”0 (’

The Divisional Forest OfRcer, 
Baitnu Forest Division Bannu.

PIS-QP-UNAByLEBOCEEPINGS AGAINST jHE STAFF QF pannu FOREST nTVN-. 

RdFr Correspondence resting vide your
5/7/20I7 , Conservator of Forests Southeirn Circle Peshawar endst; No.27- 
29/E dated 4/7/20Id and this office Ictte ■ N0.96I-67/G dated 22/1I/2018..

Enclosed please find herewith Enquiry Report alongwith enquiry files pertaining to the subject

for favour of rurthcr course of action in your office.

. I- nie No.l Page-orto

2- File No.2 Pape oi to .

3- File No.3 Page 01 -to 56. .

Ends As above.

Memorandum; -
■ft . office endst: No.29-32/G dated

case

Divisibn 
Kohat Fofest Divi. on:

No.,_^_.:riL__/G ;■

Copy forwarded to The Conservator of Farests Southern Circle Peshawar for 
ease.favour of infot inatlon as referred to above pi

Divisional Forest OfiTicer 
Kohat Forest Divisibn t¥ -i

]
f
!/

w

'f-
S/EsU;/Ge«eriil

r

'
1

!

r
%■

mailto:at@vahoo.com
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ENQUIRY REPORT IN RESPECT OF STAFF OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU
[■>

Read wl^ji

1- DFO D.l. Khan office letter No. 8982/G dated 11-6-2018, 8350/G dated 11-5-2018
2- Conservator s of Forest Southern Circle Peshawar vide his office letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018.
3- DFO office No. 34 dated 05-7-2018. •

Discussion
i.'

1- The Divisional Forest Officer D.l. Khan vide his office letter No. 8350/G dated 11-5-2018 & 
8982/G dated 11-6-2018 submitted the enquiry reports with the following findings :•

?■

S# Name of Area ShortfallArea
charged
(Ha)

Area
measured 
through 
GPS (Ha)

Survival % ageExcess
area
(ha)

(Ha)

Dandl Block1- 35 85% to 90% very good
condition. '

29.97 0 5.03
plantation

20% area 75-80% survived 
while the remaining 80% 
area is totally failed
60% survived. The condition 
of the, plantation is in poor
condition________•____
82% area is 60% survived and 
18 % area is tot ally failed 
P3rt-r{Sx5)= 26.68ha 20:30 
Success 1

Satlda Khel 
(Jazeera) W/t

2- 60 68.20 8.20 0
h:*
I'*'

Sadda Khel-M 
B/Plantation

3- 49.78221 171.22 0

Adami II 
plant:

4- 45(10x5) 54,04 9.04

Part-ll (5x5)^ 4.95 ha 20-30% 
Part-Ill (5xS)« 23.24 ha

....  40.50% success
102.45 'Part-lV (10x5)= 10.30 ha

2.5,35% success _ ______
^ Part-V (5x5)= 12:5^13 75-

80% success__________ ___
Tarl-IV (10x5)= 3.26 ha 65-

____ _ 70% success________ ____
' ' I li'o.75’ha=70.80%success,

‘ .L23.93ha= 5% success

■:

¥I
I

iv ..
Shagai

plantation5- 180 77.55

);•

9.68Waligliai 234.686- 225

A )
Although tlie reports with findings prepared and submitted by DFO D.l. Khan (previous Enquiry 
Officer) is totally based on the experties of Billion Trees Afforestation Project Monitoring team,

technical

•'..S
'.'I iv

I
I
I
{
I

wlio liad properly inspected the sites arid calculated the survive! percentage on 
grounds, however in compliance of Conservators of Forest Southern. Circle Peshawar vide his 
office letter No. 25/E dated 04-7-2018 and DFO Bannu office No. 34 dated 05-7-2018, the 
undersigned accompanied by DFO Bsnnu paid field visit on 27fi2.8 November 2018 to the above

s



>

i,...

. areas in Uie presence of field staff concerned so that to remove/redress their grievances
pointed out by them in their application .
During the course of inspection/checking, no improvement In the conditions of the plantations 

observed and the plantations were found in the same conditioris as reported in the 
previous enquiry report, except the condition of Sadda Khel (JazeerajWater'logged plantation 

which was found improved.

1
•s

were

Conclusion

of the staff concerned theAfter detail inspection and re-measurement of the' area in presence 
undersigned reached to the conclusion that:-

1- As the condition of Sadda Khel (Jazeera) water logged plantation was found improved, therefore
be exonerated from the charges

r

the staff related with the said plantation area may 
recommended by OFO D.l. Khan.

2- No improvement with respect to the plantation areas of Shagai, Sadda Khel-!!, Adami-ll and 
Waligai plantation areas have been seen/verified, therefore, tlie recomrnendation of DFO D.l.

(previous Enquiry Officer) may be Implemented in the mentionedKhan Forest Division 
plantations.

1
i

i

I

MUH/U 
DIVISIONAL FOREST^FFICER 

KOHAT FOREST DIVISION

i

fCmfciffjprs

S&iSlOH
■

i
i:

!,

I
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rS0928-620145

k
Ior

S092S-9270042Syed Lateef Hussain
divisional forest office 

BANNU

k ■ te k:
sF,<.p.v3r !____ -—--------- "-n I 12 /2018patPri Bannu ___—---------.,^ ;

IG
•No.

•To^pv;

■ -i-

'■

Safeerullah Deputy RangerMr. 
(Retired)

np RANNU forest •V
iMnillRY AGAINSTJHESIAFF

iKtiTlATlON QL 
nivisiONSubjecl: -

Divisional Forestp.; , Memorandum;-.

. ■ Enclosed
Officer D.l Khan

received fromalongwith inquiry reports
andDFOKohat.

under E&D Rules 2011.

'^;;i:stDlis°on(frrqu,ry"Sifcer)

y.

;
You are therefore ,, if any v^ithin 7 days, otherwise
action will be initialed against you

i'
•;

i

Acknowledge receipt■ •p, . •.• • >:

Forest Division/annu

-
r.

■pi;.

D//iSI0NAL FOR/ST OmCER 
7 BANNU FOR/si^flVlSlON

•V
!" •

I

)■

t>*

!
:

i-

f
1

u-

i:
E/EsU:/Gcnoral

it
1^

i
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\ 1<-HYBKR PAlCi rrUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

•' sj-'

vyN

V No. 'S 6^i /ST 3 - ' 2019!/• Datedi-

ft

To*
Tlie Divi.sional Forest Officer, 
GovernineiU of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Bannu.

Subject: - IN APPEAL MO. 613/2018. MR. SARK lILLAtl. !

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dale 

11.0,2.2019 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above
V

i:
ADDn^Q^L REGISTRAR 
KHYBER >AKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNA.L 
PESHAWAR.

1

f
I
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if
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v-jm^teof :: 
order/ 
proceeding

®de?Wtp
I-.n-■

*•. *1

s i

1 2 v: ■3 ( V.
V

4 //• '
u

<HYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE^TlOSUNALBEFORE THE'.i. .

J^ervice Appeal No. 613/2018
;

i

25.04.2018 
J 1.02.2019

of Institution, 
of Decision

Date
Date:

; :

Safir Ullah IChan S/o Malik Mir Dad Khan, R/o Sero Banda Khel, 
Bannii, Ex-Deputy Ranger, Forest Bannu Sub Division Barmu. 
Agency.

;
I
i

i ;
i

i ■>;

Appellanti \

Versus!
i

! !
1. Divisiona. Forest Officer, Bannu.
2, Chief Ccnservator of Forest Central Southern Region-'I,

Peshawai 'tI

I 3. Secretary to Government of , Kliyber- Paklitunkhwa, 
Environnieut Department Peshawar. I'. ;

i

Respondents i'6
s

■. !
Member (J) 
-Member (E)

11.02.2019 Mr. Muhainmad Hamid Mughal 
Mr. Hussain Shall........... -— 

(
i

rC
V-/;;

JUDGMINT
I ;

. MUIiAMt4AD HAMID MUGHAL, MEMBER: - Learned;

II
counsel for appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindaklieil learned Assistant!

I

Advocate General present.
r r

reliant (Retired Deputy Ranger) has filed the present 

Chyber Paklitunkhwa Service'Tribunal Act 1974 tor

The ap• -r 2.:

M--.
ft I appeal u/s 4 of•/r

■ .*I

/
fei' ■ the grant of penaonary benefitsV3;' I-.;

/i
r'ir

:
Learnec counsel for the appellant argued that the appellanti 3. ...

rl.',' 5
r.. .. .... ^11.........- J A _

'}

■ •o;



16.10,2017; Nejct-c68tSidlif'Me^-llfe ' .r

cbiTipdtent'authonty^^^^

given note in the said office order dated 16'. 10.2017 that

0 •

.
■ja

!p- ■ •pension

paper etc. will be processed after finalization of disciplinai-y 

pjoceeding against the. appellant. Next contended that

fp.--'-..

upon

relircMnent of the appellant w.e.f 07.09.2017, the departmental
w . ■■

pioceeding against the appellant stood abated. Next contended that 

depattrnehtal punishment cannot be awarded to the appellant after his 

retirement from- government service. Learned counsel i for, the 

appellant stressed that the order of depaitmental authority regarding 

witliliolding of the pensionary benefits of the appellant is unlawful. .

As against that learned AAG argued that the appellant caused 

huge loss to the government exchequer in that huge: amount was 

incun ed from governinent exchequer on raising and maintenance of 

plantation and due to appellant’s improper maintenance, less 

watering and. lack of interest, failure was observed more than forty 

percent (40%); that charge sheet/statement of allegation wosfserved 

upon the appellant; that inquiry officer also conducted the inquiry 

and upon submission of the inquiry report dated 11.06.2018 the
I

appellant was directed vide office letter dated 14.06.2018,to deposit

i-

re.;* r

f

4.

\
4

\
\

y'y:
r.

* ■ *•;

S
.■"■0

i

■

t
::

’

ithe amount of Rs- 6959700/- on account of recoveiy imposed by the 

inquiry officer; that the appellant was retired onj07.09.201,7 while the 

disciplinary action was initiated vide order dated 15.06.2017 i.e. well

Tth'-t/fc,
:

y. ■ ■!:'•
li,r.- -

1•r before the date of retirement of the appellant.
.!

5: Arguments heard. File perused. T

X

?

.pfVlSiONAl
/ BANNU F0ijfoiDIViSi0i\i



II he departmental action was ihitiated against the appdlaht w^ h< 

was on the verge of his retirement. In response to the charge sheet 

the appellant submitted his reply dated 03.08.2017. However the I 

appellant had already attained the-age of superannuation when the # 

inquiry officer submitted his report. i

It is settled that if a government servant attains the age of

‘ ^
%

\ ;

■sm:
.u

:v5'
£7.

superannuation before the completion of inquiry, the disciplinary 

proceeding against him shall abate. i ;

In view of above, the act of the departmental authority of
I I

withholding of pensionary benefits to the appellant till the 

finalization of disciplinaiy proceeding against the appellant vide 

endorsement (Note) as given in the office prder dated 16.10.2017

cannot be termed as lawful. Consequently endorsement (Note) as
;

given in the office order dated 16.10.20 i'7 regarding withholding of 

3ensionary benefits (nonqxocessing of pension papers), is set aside.

Needless to mention that in case any pecuniary l^s tp the 

government has been proved against the appellant, the same may be

8.

■ "n

.r

9.

recovered from the appellant in accordance with law *

10. The present sei-vice appeal is accepted / disposed of in the

above terms. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to the record room. 0(C: .
V /'m

"I

(Muhammad.Hamid Mughal) 
Member:

I
O'* \

•v/'

/ i '■ 'v

Hussain Sh4h) 
Member

ssr*
-7,

'■c

: V'*,
.

ANNOUNCED

!

Dl/OTlAi. FOR/ST OFfCER 
/bANNU FORi&^SION
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% r
. OFFICE ORDER NO. ^ DATED BANNU TH&/01/2019 ISSUED BY SYED LATEEF HUSSAIN 

DIVISIONAL, FOREST OFFICER BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU

Read with;-
1- DFO Bannu Office order No, 61 dated 15-6*2017
2- CF South letter endst; No. 2809/E dated 17-10-2017,
3- DFO Sannu office order No, 08 dated 25-10-2017.
4- DFO D.l Khan letter No. 3199/G dated 01-11-2017.,
5- inquiry report bearing DFO D.l. Khan letter No. 8350/G dated 11-5-2018 & 

8982/G dated 11-6-2018.
6- DFO Bannu office tetter No. 2033-35/G dated 14-6-2018.
7- Application of M/S Akber Niaz Fr, Ismail Khan & Sher Alam Forest Guards dated 

28-6-2018 bearing remarks of caretaker Minister for Environment received 
through CF South letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018.

8- DFO Bannu office order No. 34 dated 5-7-2018
9- DFO Kohat Inquiry report vide his office letter No. 1094/G dated 5-12-2018.
10- DFO Bannu office letter No, 873'76/G dated 13-12-2016.
11- Reply furnished Mr. Akber Niaz Forester & Ismail Khan Forest Guard dated 26- 

12-2018.
12- Cali letter for personal hearing of DFO Bannu vide No, 995-98/G dated 08-1- 

2019
History of case

•S4)S* - ■  — * ................

M/S Safeerullah Ex-Deputy Ranger i/C Bannu Forest Sub Division, Akber Niaz Forester and Ismail Khan 
Forest Guard incharge of Sadda Khel-ll and Shagai. Block plantation raised under Billion Trees 
Afforestation Project Phase-ll have been charge sheeted on a/c of heavy failure in the plantation areas 
above vide DFO Bannu office orders No. 61 dated 15-6-2017 & 08 dated 25-10-2017.

To probe into the matter the undersigned in the capacity of authority under E&D Rules 2011, Mr. Abid 
Mumtaz Divisional Forest Officer D.l. Khan Forest Division has been appointed as inquiry officer.

■ Accordingly the DFO D.l. Khan vide his office letter No. 6903-04/G dated 22-6-2018, 6915-16/G dated 20- 
3-2018. 6917-18/G dated 20-3-2018. 6904, served the charge sheets to all the accused officials which 

■ were delivered under proper receipt. The accused officials-have submitted-their'.replies-to the charge . 
sheets directly to the inquiry officer. The DFO D.l. Khan (inquiry Officer) vide his office letter No. 8777/0 
dated 14-3-2018 called all the accused officials for personal hearing which has accordingly been 
endorsed'vide DFO Bannu letter endst: No. 1594-95/G dated 15-3*2018. Personal hej«^"was 
conducted on 16-3-2018 in presence of departmental representative.

Khan vide his office letter No. 8350/G dated-11-5-2018 & No. 8982/G dated 11-6-2018 
submitted the inquiry reports mentioning therein the quantum of failure alongwith recommendations. The 
survival % age of Shagai Block plantation and Sadda Khel-ll plantations tabulated be!ow>

£'

F.1^/
*
cy_

>. The DFO D.l.

>%FailureSurvival %ageShortfallExcess
area
(Ha)

Name of 
Area

Area
charged
(Ha)

Area
measured 
through 
GPS (Ha)

S# tage fc-.
£Ii20.68 ha g 70%Part-1 (5x5)= 26.68ha 20-30% 

Part-ll (5x5)»4.95ha 20-30
Paft-lll(5x5)= 23.24ha 40-50%
Part-lV (10x51= 10.30ha 25-35%
Part-V{5x5)*12,52hQ 75.80% 
Part.VI(1Qx5)« 3:26ha 65'-70%

04.95 ha» 70%
23.24 ha« 60%
10.30 ha° 65%Shagai

B/plant;
99.0580.951801-

12,52 ha« 20%
03.26 ha« 30%
40%28.78 ■■ ^0®/“0171,22200Sadda

Khel-il
2-



The inquiry Officer further recommended the following penalties:- 

1- The loss sustained to Govt:

;;
m .

which maw ho r w * failure/shortfall in the plantation area nnay be calculated
which may be recovered from the pension of Mr. Safirullah Ex-D/Ranger incharge Bannu Forest 
Sub Division as well as from the other involved officials on equal share basis

i::.riUrs.s“r “* *■
DF0°RTnm?TT'" ‘he accused staff with the Show
LiPO Bannu office letter No. 2033-35/G dated cause notice vide
approached the caretaKer Minister for Forestry, E^L'mentTwildlit: oTpaTmlntlor de'ovo“ 

throuchTp'^F^ '?h scc.used officials on the inquiry reports submitted by DFO D.l. Khan received 
TubiectraL th with the direction to conduct de-novo inquiry In the
Shakell DFO S ha's" beera° =°^ings/allegation of the accused officials, Muhammad
The OFn Knhat h vj appointed as inquiry officer vide office order No. 34 dated 05-7-2018

^ accused oSs trbe'mm " T 2018 and also informed all the
accused officials to be remained present during inspection vide his office letter No, 961-65/G dated 22-

KraltunIol?rr"" T"" ^as been submitted by DFO

Finally all the accused officials were served with the show cause 
13-12>2018 and also called fo

; sw

notices vide letter No. 873-76/G dated 
personal hearing vide this office letter No. 995-98/G'dated 08-01-2019.t

onlhts'Sr'' :rei"ttL3:“d:L^;s ofl

M/LTNr'.!hri/Rip'^o?R ‘Herein ‘Hat Mr. AkberNiaz Forester has only signed on
M/Roll No, 632/BU/2016-17 for Rs. 459500/- & M/Roll No, 584/BU/ 2016-17 for Rs, 409500/- Issued for
Maint: of Shagai plantation for the month of 4 & 5/2017. Moreover the extant of Sadda Khel-ll Block 
plantation area may be read as 200Ha instead of 221 ha.

Detail of loss sustains to Government on a/c of failure and shortfalls In Sadda Khei-II and Shagai 
plantation area due to their negligence is tabulated below;- ' 1:

y-

Sff Name of Area Loss sustain to 
Govt: due to
failure/shortfalls

1- Sadda Khei-II plantation
: .rihagai plantation_____

Total

1386132
2- 6425785

7811917
I

7
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Findings.-X

/ and Kohat (inquiriesKeeping in view of the recommendations received from DFO D.l. Khan 
officers), therefore as provided under E&D Rules 2011,undersigned in th^ 'capacity of authority 
awarded the following punishment on a/c of failure/shortfall in the area of Sadda-H and Shagai 
plantation of Bannu Forest Sub Division in favour of officials noted against each. r

Punishment awardedName Rank of offldals5tl-
Recovery of Rs. 3761125/-Mr. Safirullah Ex- Deputy Ranger 

Mr, Ismail Khan Forest Guard
1-

1- . Compulsory retired from service; with immediate effect.
2- Imposed recovery of Rs, 3761125/-_______________
1- Imposed recovery of Rs. 289667/-
2- Stoppage of one annual increment due on 1-12-2019

without accumulative effect. 1 '____________

2- ■

ber Niaz Forester^3-

(Syed Late^ Husym) 
■ Divisional RoresMSfffiff 

/ Bannu Fo/est^isidn
!■//

/ t

No. :Copy forwarded to:-
1- The Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of information, please.
2- ^,'Sub Divisional Forest Officer Bannu, please.
3- Divisional Accountant
4- Mr, Safeerullah Ex-Deputy Ranger
5- M/S Akber Niaz Forester.and Ismail Khan Forest Guard

’

Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division

i
1

s-

. i:
1:I

i-
I-
t

i:-

i'

I
i
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POWER OF ATTORNEY 
(N THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKHSTAN

(APELLATE J1)RLSDICTION) ''
f ^l.i- ■■■„ 4-.if i

; #
■ A

i. ff1 /2019C.P.L.A. INo.i:;/

pt:'iitioni':r(S)Govt, of Khyber PakiitLinkJiwa, ami othersI
vr.RSiis

: 1
"x

ri:spondilnt(S)

I■ pi'.l ' j ’(>vcl l*e^itiorle.l^/ClJ^ I. ul KPK in the abinc siiil/r\ppc:il/r\‘liti(>ii/ket'orciicc, do licicby appuinl anti consliUilc iVIiaii
'''7 K Siuidullal) Jiindoli. .\d\oc:u(.'-nii-ReL'oi‘d. Supreme Couii. lor Govi. of Kbybcr l-'akhlunkhwa ihe Attorney lor liie

I aforesaid appeliaiii | oi plainiilTis) or Pc-tilivmer(s) oi Rcspondeiu (s) or del'cndani (s) or oppo.site parlyj to eoinnienee
and prosJcuie (or lo ai>pcar and defend this aeiion.'iippeal''.siin/pelilion/rererciiee on iny/oiir behalfand all proeeecling 
tliai iiui> i'.e u;k-jn in res).'eei on anv applicaiiun coiineeled \'‘iih tlie same including proceeditig in laxacon and 
appliv.nivir. re' ;c". io elraw and dcjiosil nionc'.', to lile aiul u.kc back (.[ocnmei'tis, to accept the process ol lire (..oiiri, 
to iippoiii: :-.nd instruct coansci, to rcpresenl liie albresaid appellant 1 or plainiiH' (s) or pctitimicifs) or respondent (s) nr 
dci'ciidaiii iS) o;r opposite |);iriy'| in the above nuitici iind to dt) all tlmigs ineidcinal io| such acting for the alorcsaid 

I appc'iant |u!' |ik!iniiir(sj or pctilioncilsj o' |•■.■.SJ•)ondent is) or dcreiulnnt (s) or opposite pari_v|. Tbe aforesaid appcilain 
■ yv;/ i;;'- ; ■ '[or piaiie.::';' i Si t)r pel it ioiici't s) or rcspt'iidcni (si or defciidani (s) or O])posi!e p;'.r\y] agree (s) to ratify all aets^ done b\
,: • iJ? i the' alorcsaid Ad\oeatc-on-Rceovd in pursuance of ibis authoriivSilifri

;.

s:

1.,

i-lii w itness whereof l/wc do hereunto set in>/oiir hand (s) this day of

Ir;
SiLmecI villi OlTicial seal slamp

/U’cepled

1

ruliillnh Jniiiloli)
, Ach ocate-oii-Koeoril 

vl; v ^tipi'enie Count of I’nkistan
I ,o!:

a .. • r (for KPK) Aclvocale-(R’iict;iP.s

Office KPK, lliuh Courl Btiildiiiu. Peslnnvar.
OlTiee i'el. Ii (19 1-02 I 03 I 2, 92101 19

Jt
if

• \
iyi • A0

- ^ X
2- ChicJi-Coriscrvaior of Fore.sis Cemral 

■Southern Reg,)on-l, Peshawar.

CdierConsei'vdiorb! \-o<em 

Cenira! SoutneiT'Foiesi lAqion-i 
KhvDer PaKhiankhwa Peshawar.

■s.A IA A//
■ 1 - Q'lvisonal l•ol■csi/OlliCsP’■. 

Aiaiiiiu
'Aii.iiii A

■ i;fc.;||si si
if

(
r- ■

i-'

r.

S-

A \
.t;

S ‘A v I
\ W'VdirE isS

:-;fe f' • . Depurinicm Go\ l
roi esii-> !:'• ii\ ii'Oi'iiiictu A v^'ild Life.

of Khshcr I'akhiiinkhAjar-
•> 0 uArcA"

I- ,' •> "n \ -

•n

. k.
/

t;;

;

cqv(SiONALF/RE§J>e)FFiCcR ' 
BANNU FifefTDIVISiON i'.AM
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BEFORETHE PROVTNCJAr. ^KJ^VJCK TPJBUNAL. KPK:PESHAWAR.

I.-

IN .

Service Appeal No.53 3 72019

AppellantSafeer Ullah Khan .
Versus

Secretary to Govt, of K.P. Environmental Department and
Respondentsothers.

jREJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT c. 

WITH REGARD TO THE PARA-WISE
BY ;

f

COMMENTS SUBMITTED
i

RESPONDENTS NO.l to 4.

Respectfully Sheweth;

ft

Reply Preliminary objections:

1) Prelimin^ Objections 1 to 6 rmsed in the parawise comments are

incorrect, hence denied. The appellant has-a good prima. facie case

on its merit and filed the appeal! well within time, hence, ajiproached 
. j- ■ i - ;

this Hon’ble Tribunal with cleah hands being matter relating to his

terms & conditions of service, therefore, this Hon’ble Tribunal is

competent to entertain and adjudicate the service , appeal in hand.

REPLY ON FACTS:

Paia No.l needs no further reply admitted by the respondents.1)

Para' No.2 isunoorrect hence denied. No fmancial loss has been 

caused to the Government ex-chequer, by the appellant or any proof

.2)
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in this regard has been collected during the so called one. sided fact 

findmg inquiry culminating into, recovery of the impugned order 

made illegally by the respondents; All the proceedings initiated by 

the respondents against the appellant are void ab-initio having no 

sanctity of law therefore the entire superstructure built on the same 

would automatically fall on the ground.

Para No.3 has been admitted by the respondents, hence needs 

further reply. '

4) Para No.4 is denied. As explained m Para No.2 the respondents and 

the inquiry officer failed to establish the charges through concrete, 

cogent and confidence inspiring evidence, hence the allegations as 

alleged by the respondents cannot be termed as proof of the charges 

which was required to be established within the four comers of law 

by providing an opportunity of defence, opportunity of cross 

exaihination, hence no such opportunity has been provided therefore 

■ the entire exercise has been carried out against the appellant at his 

back which is violative of the mandatory provisions of E&D Rules, 

Articles 4 and 10-A of the constitution of Pakistan. , The entire
i ■ ■

exercise can be termed as malafide^ ^ evident from the fact the 

appellant got retired from his service on 07.09.2017 while the 

impugned recovery order was passed on 16.01.2019 which is not 

tenable in the eyes of law. It is settled law that a civil servant once 

retires from his service;.then no disciplinary proceedings can be 

initiated against him under the E&D rules , therefore all the 

proceedings were, conducted against the appellant after a lapse of 

more than one: and a half years.

no3)

(
Para 5 needs no reply.5)

Para 6 needs no reply.6)

7), Para 7 is incorrect. No re^laf inquiry was. conducted by the 

respondents. Only one sided , fact- findmg inquiry which can not be 

substitute of a regular inquiry. \
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Para NoiS is incorrect hence denied. As stated in the above paras no 

opportunity of proper defence, opportunity of cross examination was 

provided to the appellant, hence recoveiy of the amoimt through 

impugned order can, not be justified on the basis of a fapt finding 

inquiry which was conducted at the back of appellant.

8)

Para'No.9 is incorrect, hence denied.•9)

10) Para; No.lO is incorrect, hence denied. No .financial loss has been 

occiUred to the government ex-chequer by the appellant. The 

appellant performed all his assigned duties with due diligence and to 

the best satisfaction of his immediate superiors. In fact the charges 

leveled against the appellant are the result of personal grudges and 

malafide developed on the part of respondents against the appellant 

by refusing to .obey illegal orders of higher authorities.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

Grounds A is incorrect, hence denied. Ground raised in the appeal is 

correct. No disciplinary proceedings can be conducted against the 

appellant after his retirement, hence the exercise undertaken by the 

respondents is malafide based on ill-will and personal grudges.

A.

B. Ground B is incorrect hence denied. Inquiry Officer Abid Mumtaz 

Divisional Forest Officer D I Khan only conducted a one sided fact 

finding iiiquir)^ without provMirig an opportunity of. defence to the 

appellant, therefore, the entire proceedings can be safely termed as 

proceedings taken in violation of the mandatoty provisions of E&D 

Rules 2011 and constitutional guarantees pro'vdded fo the citizens of 

Pakistan. The respondents also failed to adhere to the principles of 

natural justice which are part and parcel, of .all judicial and executive 

proceedings.

Ground C is incorrect, hence denied. No regular de-novo inquiry . 

was! conducted by the Inquiry Officer. He had simply endorsed the 

findings of one sided fact finding inquiry which can not be termed as

C.

A
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a regular inquiry, therefore the defence of the appellant has been 

material prejudiced neither he was. provided an opportunity of cross 

examination nor associated with the proceedings, hence the same 

conducted at his back therefore no sanctity can be attached to 

such proceedings in the ey es of law.

Ground-D is incorrect. Hence denied. No contact at all was made to 

the appellant or he was informed from the intended illegally 

proceedings. Legally speaking, the respondent cannot compel the 

appellant to do something which is not required by the law to do, 

therefore issuing of any . alleged letters is violative of the clear cut. 

mandate of the reported judgments of Hon’ble Supreme Court of 

Pakistan and this Hon’ble tribunal rendered in the case of appellant.

were

D.

Ground-E is incorrect. Hence denied. No show-cause notice was 

served upon the appellant at his home address or any proof in this 

regard has been filed by the respondents with the parawise 

comments, hence the entire plea of the respondents is denied.

E.

Gr.ound-F is denied. As explained in the above paras no financial 

loss has been caused by the appellant to the government ex-chequer 

or any loss has been proved, therefore the appellant can not be 

saddled for unfounded baseless allegations based on malafide, ill- 

will and personal grudges.

F.

Ground-G has been wrongly set up'by the respondents. The 

respondents, needs' to read the judgments as a whole and legally 

spe^ng are not justified to pick and choose few paras of . the 

judgment and thereafter formed its opinion. The referred judgment 

of the tribunal has categorically declared the act of non processing of 

the pensionary papers of the appellant illegal, hence.the respondents, 

are legally obliged to pay the entire pensionary benefits to the. 

appellant with heavy cost' and; darnag'es as nO law permits the 

respondents , to restrained* the pension and other emolumehts of the

G.



> I

5

appellant and on this point reported judgments of the superior courts 

would be referred during course :of arguments.. . ■ ^

Ground-H is incorrect hence denied.H.

It.is, therefore, humbly prayed that this rejoinder may kindly 

be consider as integral part of the main" appea^^with further prayer 

not only to allow the appeal blit also award heavy damages as well 

as cost for the illegal actions of the respondents.

Any other relief which this , Hon’ble Tribunal deems 

appropriate in the circumstances-of the case and not specifically 

asked for may kindly also be granted.

, . Appellant

... Through
Inayat UUah Khan l^Jj/

- Advocate High Court 
LL.M(U.K) ■

Dated: 05.12.2019

iI
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BEFORE THE.PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAK

IN
I '

Service Appeal No.53 /20.19

AppellantSafeer Ullah Khan
Versus

Secretary to Govt, of K.P.. Environmental .Department and
Respondentsothers

AFFIDAVIT /
I, Safeer Rullah. Khan, : appellant, do hereby affirm 

and declare on oath that the contents of the rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing h,as been concealed from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT
^ ■


