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li)25 July, 2023 1. , Clerk to learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondent present.

Clerk to learned counsel for the appellant. seeks2.

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 p,

>
(FareehfrPtiui)-^ 

Member (Executive)
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
' t

*A(Jnon Sluih*
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ih Due to strike of the Bar and Mrs. Rozina Rehman,ir'Dec. 2022

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

SCANNE®
KPSX

eeshaw^
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.

(Fareeha F^aul) 
Meniber(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 

come up for arguments on // / /2023 before DB. PP

given to the parties.

■HleflU'oil ^
! L ^ /III

m

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (Judicial)

11"' May, 2023 Nemo for appellant. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Additional 

Advocate General for respondents present.

1.

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^^3 before D.B. P.P 

given to learned AAG. V N.

2.

(Fareeha raijj 
Member (E)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

*Kaleeiii UUuh'^
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Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad :17'" Oct.., 2022

V ;
I Riaz Khan, Asstt. AG for the respondents present. •rV

5

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.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman(F a r ee haVattl-)^ 

Member(E)

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

To come up for arguments on 14.12.2022 before the
' 'i

Office is directed to notify the next date on the ■ 

notice board as well as the website of the Tribunal.

D.B.

t

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul) 
IVIember(E)

■ ;• V-
.V

.
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Nemo for the parties.20.12.2021

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 for arguments, on 

07.07.2022-before the D.B.

>(
*

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. 

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for 

the respondents present.

07.07.2022

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested 

for adjournnnent 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 before the D.B.I /

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

\



it'
C\:

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.

08.03.2021

Chairman(Afiq-ur-Rehmah Wazir) 
Member(E)

Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.
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 

11.10.2021.

15.06.2021

w___________^

(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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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 welt before the next date of , 
hearing.

10.12.2020

Chairman;iq-ur-Kehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

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

present.
Former furnished rejoinder on behalf of appellant with 

regard to the parawise comments of respondents. Placed on 

file. To ceme"up--fcui-afguments on ^or^^e^-~feq^^est5—for 
adjQui nrnent---a54e^med--semocxQiins£Lfor-thc appellant' is ■ 
attending h^ailing-father-teday. Adjourned to 15.06.2021 for 

sheafifia before the D.B.

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

72020 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

I

Junior' counsel for appellant present., Mr. 

Muhammad Jan learned Deputy District Attorney for 

respondents present.

16.10.2020

Former requests for adjournment as seniorcounsd 

for appellant is busy before-Hon'ble Peshawar Fligh Court 

■ Peshawar.

Adjourned to 10.12.2020 for arguments before D.B.
(—

(Muh^mmadJamal Khg 
Member

(AtitpUr-Rehman Waztr) 
* Member

•v
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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 

D.B.

04.02.2020

. V
;■

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

' s;:

i',*

U'-'

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
I:.'

before D.B.

.* V

•l'

;■*.

;
(MAIN MUHAMMAD) 

MEMBER
(M.AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER

f

■ L*

i

\
/
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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 SB.

\
A.Chairman \fj

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^ 

advised.

f1 '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-

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Hussain Shah) 
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. 30,41,057/-. The 

proceedings against the appellant after retirement were in 

violation of the law. The respondents should have proceeded 

_ ■ against the appellant for recovery of Government moneyjf any/ 
under the West Pakistan Pension Rules, 1963/jthat too^ within a 

period of one year of retirement of g civil servant.

N I

1

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

id days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To
StJvuiay Si Process Fee come up for written reply/comments on 23.07.2019 before

S.B.

Chairman

23.07.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani,
1 •

District Attorney alongwith Wahdat Zeeshan SDFO for the 

respondents present.

Representative of the respondents seeks 

adjourn'ment. To come up for written reply/comments on 

11109.2019 before S.B.

Chairma

i I

<2
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Form- A \\

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

534/2019Case 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 oVder please.

25/04/20191-

var'

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be 

put up,there on _____
2-

\
CHAIRMAN \

f

d;I i?;
\
\
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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.

■ ys.T,No

^4 -4 ^Dt.

REGISTRAR ' 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

'I

V
0 Mr. Inavatullah Khan Adv. Pesh.r

I

5
. \

■1.

i

\

\
K
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REFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHA WAR._

! IN

Service Appeal No.53^ /2019

AppeliantSafeer Ullah Khan
Versus

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

Respondentsotherst

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT 

WITH REGARD TO THE PARA-WISE

SUBMITTED BYCOMMENTS

RESPONDENTS NO.l to 4.

Respectfully Sheweth;

Reply Prcliniinarv obieclions:

Prelimiirriry Objections 1 to 6 raised in the parawise comments are 

incorrect, hence denied. The .appellant has a good prinia facie case 

on its merit and filed the appeal well within time, hence approached 

this Hoif ble Tribunal with clean hands being matter relating t<j his 

‘ terms & conditions of service, ■therefore, this HoiTble Tribunal is 

competent to entertain and adjudicate the service appeal in hand.

1)'

/

V ,

REPLY ON FACTS:

Para No.l needs no further reply admitted by the respondents.1)

2)' .Para No.2 is incorrect hence denied. No financial loss has been 

caused to the Government ex-chequer by the appellant or any proof



■

2

t'v

called one sided factin this regard has been collected during the so
of the impugned order

illegally by the respondents. All the proceedings initiated by

void ab-initio having no

finding inquiry culminating into recovery

made
the respondents against the appellant 
sanctity of law therefore the entire superstructure built on the same

would automatically fall on the ground.

are

1

ailinitlcil i\y (he rcspondeiUs, hence needs noI’iini No.3 has been 

further reply.
3)

denied. As explained in Para No.2 the respondents and 

Ihe 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 he established within the four 

by providing an opportunity of defence, opportunity of cross

Para No.4 is4)

corners of law

such opportunity has been provided thereforeexamination, hence no
the entire exercise has been carried out against the appellant at his

back which is violative of the mandatory provisions of E&D Rules,

of the constitution of Pakistan. The entire 

be termed as malafide as evident Irom the fact tlie
07.09.2017 while the

Articles 4 and 10-A

exercise can
appellant got retired from his service on

16.01.2019 which is notimpugned recovery order was passed on 

tenable in the eyes of law. It is settled law that a civil servant once
disciplinary proceedings can befrom his service .then no

him under the E&D rules , therefore all the
retires
initiated against 

proceedings
than one and a half years.

conducted against the appellant after a lapse of /were

more

Para 5 needs no reply.5)

Para 6 needs no reply.6)

conducted by theincorrect. No regular inquiry
sided fact llnding inquiry which can not be

wasPara 7 is 

respondents. Only 

substitute of a regular inquiry.

7)
one
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Para No.8 is incorrect hence denied. As stated in the above paras no 

opportunity oFproper defence, opportunity of cross examination was 

provided to the appellant, hence recovery of the amount through 

impugned order can not be justified on the basis of a fact finding 

inquiry which was conducted at the back of appellant.

8)

Para No.9 is incorrect, hence denied.9)

Paia Nt).l() is inc<)rrccl, hciicc denied. No llnaiicial loss has been 

occurred 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.

10)

RF.PI.Y ON GROUNDS:

Grounds A is incorrect, hence denied. Ground raised in the appeal is 

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.

correct.

Ground B is incorrect hence denied. Inquiry Officer Abid MumtazB.
Divisional Forest Officer D I Khan only conducted a one sided fact

opportunity of defence to thefinding inquiry without providing an 

appellant, therefore, the entire proceedings can be safely termed as
■■

proceedings taken in violation of the mandatory provisions of E&D 

Rules 2011 and constitutional guarantees provided to 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 executiveS'

proceedings.

Ground C is incorrect, hence denied. No regular de-novo inquiry 

conducted by the'Inquiry Oflicer. He had simply endorsed the 

findings of one sided tact finding inquiry which can not be termed as

C.
was

-1
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: i
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 

were conducted at his back therefore no sanctity can be attached to 

such proceedings in the eyes 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.

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.

Ground-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 

speaking are not justified to pick and choose few paras of the 

judgment and thereafter formed its opinion. The referred judgment 

of (he 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 damages as no law permits the 

respondents to restrained the pension and other emoluments of the

G.

/
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I
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 appeal with further prayer 

lun only to allow the appeal but 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.

7
Appellant

Through

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

Dated: 05.12.2019

/
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBriNAJ. KPK. PESHAWAR.

IN

Service Appeal No.53 /2019

AppellantSafeer Ullah Khan
Versus

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

Secretary 

others.....

AFFIDAVIT
appellant, do hereby affirmI, Safeer Rullah Khan, 

and declare on oath that the contents of the rejoinder are 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief andtrue
nothing has been concealed’from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT



^ RFFDRF THF PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR,.K

,72019Service Appeal No.

AppellantSafeer Ullah Khan ....

Versus

Secretary to Govt, of iGP. Environmental Department 
and others Respondents

INDEX

Description of documents. Pages.S.No. Annexure. •
1-9Grounds of appeal.1

Affidavit. 102 ■

3 Addresses of the parties. • 11
Copy of office order dated 
16.10.2017 which indicates the

4 12A.

retirement dated of appellant on 
07.09.2017

5 Copy of statement of allegation 13-16B
Copy of charge sheet6 C 17-18

7 Copy of reply 19D ■

20-27.8 Copies of iette^s along with inquiry
report____________________
Copy of letter duted 04.07.2018____
Copy of inqLJiry report In respect of 
staff of Bann'i Forest Division, 
Bannu

E-E/3

9 28-29. F
10 30-34G •

11 Copy of appeal along with judgment
Copy of departmental appeal, along 
with application for extension • of 
time and impugned order" '_______

H-I 35-40
12 J-K 41-44

13 Wakalatnama. ■ 45

Appellant
Safeerullah Khan

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

CljUti. 7'hrough

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

*7
&

Faheem Ullah Khan
Advocate High Court



^ RFFORF THF PROVINCJAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAK.K

72019Service Appeal No.
V> ■

AppellantSafeer Ullah Khan ...

Versus

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

INDEX

S.No. Description of documents. Pages.Annexure
Grounds of appeal. 1-9 •1

2 • Affidavit. 10
3 Addresses of the parties. 11
4 Copy of office order dated 

16.10.2017 which indicates the
A 12

retirement dated of appellant on 
07.09.2017

5 Copy of statement of allegation
Copy of charge sheet_______ _
Copy of reply

1.3-16B
6 C 17-18
7 D ' 19
8 Copies of lette's along with inquiry

report ._______ ________ - .
Copy of letter d'c.ted 04.07.2018 
Copy of inpLiiry report in respect of 
staff of Bann'i Forest Division, 
Bannu

. .E-E/3 20-27.

9 . . F 28-29
10 G • 30-34

Copy of appeal-alonq with judgment
Copy of departmental appeal along 
with application for extension of 
time and impugned order'' ^_______

11 H-I 35-40
12 J-K . 41-44

13 Wakalatnama. ■ 45
%

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

Dated: 17.04.2019

Through

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

&
'■1 ■ •

Faheem Ullah Khan
Advocate High Court

!^v
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK/PESHAWAR.

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
.... Appellant .

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) Respondents

Appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa • 

Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the 

impugned' office order No.57 dated

16.01.2019 received by the appellant on 

21.01.2019,, whereby the penalty of 

recovery of Rs.30,41,057 (thirty -lacs, 

forty one thousand and fifty 

rupees) was imposed upon the appellant 

to be recovered from his pension through

seven

office order No.57 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 11.04.2019, hence, presents this



2

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 

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.57 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 tim.e of his retirement on 07.09.2017. (Copy 

of office order dated 16.10.2017 which indicates 'the 

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 

alleged that the appellant while posted as: .

was

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-II.

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/Roll Nos.430 444, 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 resultantly failure, was 

observed more than 50%.
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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, 

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

maintenance, less watering and lack of interest being 

incharge of the plantation area, resultantly failure was 

observed more than 50%,

c) An amount of RS.786160G,/_

d) An amount of Rs.123‘^4000/- claimed on raising & 

maintenance of 225 Ha Block plant at Waligai area from 

12/2015 to 6/2017 vide l''{!/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 being incharge of the plantation area, 

resultantly failure was observed more than 40%.

(Copy of statement of allegation is Annex: "B" page 

No._LlnlL-)

The appellant was charged vide charge sheet dated M 

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 ).

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 ) ^ ).

5) That inquiry was conducted through inquiry officer Abid 

Mumtaz, Divisional Forest Officer, who vide letter
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NO.0350/G dated 11.05.2,013, 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 <5^ h

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

Forest Division Bannu to look into the matter again with 

the direction to conduct denovo inquiry in the matter.

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

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.

7)

(Copy of inquiry report in re^^pect of staff of Bannu Forest 

Division, Bannu is Annex; "G"). ^30 ^ 3 V

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.

8)

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

pages “3 0 ).

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.57 dated 16.01.2019 

before the appellate authority i.e.. the Conservator Forest, 

but the same was filed in office being time barred vide
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order dated 11.04.2019. (Copy of departmental appeal, 
along with application for extension of time and impugned 

order are attached as Annex: "J and K" pages ^ f VV4

10) That the appeilant feeling aggrieved against the impugned 

office order No.57 dated 16.01.2019, constrained to file 

“the instant service appeal for setting aside the impugned 

order on the foiiowing amongst other grounds:

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL:

a) That the impugned office order No.57 dated 16.01.2019 is 

against the iaw,' facts and materiai 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.

"All citizens shall be treated in accordance
•s.

with taw".

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 denoyo inquiry 

. proceedings were culminated/ concluded vide impugned 

order dated 16.01.2019, hence no disciplinary proceedings

t'
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whatsoever can be initiated after retirement of a civil 

servant and that too when the impugned office order 

No.57 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 2142

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

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

V 1994 SCMR 1101

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.

d) 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. ■ ^

That even no final show cause notice was served upto the 

appellant nor any opportunity of personal hearing was 

afforded to him before imposition of the penalty of 

recovery of Rs.30,41,058 (thirty lacs, forty one thousand
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and fifty eight 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 maiafide 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.57 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 Ru'es, 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.

That additional grounds wilr oe raised at the bar with kind 

permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal.

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

therefore, humbly requested that the impugned office 

order No.57 dated 16.01.2019 may kiiidly 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.

Safeerullah Khan
Dated: 17.04.2019 Ex-Deputy Ranger, Bannu 

Sub Division; Forest Bannu
Through

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

&

Faheem Ullah Khan
Advocate High Court
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B'EFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHAWAR..

72019 ■Service Appeal No.

Appellant 'Safeer Ullah Khan
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.

Depone

>
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHAWAR.

72019Service Appeal No.

I

Safeer Ullah Khan Appellant

Versus

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

}

i t

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, Bemnu

2)
5

3) ;
I

4)

Appellant
I

Through I

I

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

?

I
i

\]

Dated: 17.04.2019 t

!

I

(



OFFICE ORDER m.dl
HUSSA. - ' ' ' .>'

•n

attaining fte age of Sixty (60) yea-on 07/9/2017(After noon), Mr, Safiruliah Deputy Ran^e'T’̂  

Tfiis office IS hereby allowed to retire from Gof'emment service and td .oroceed ' ®
pension With effect from 07/9/2017(After noon). ' 3 on superannuation /"

.1^ /'i

The service record of thr- official is as under:-

1- Name Mr. Safirullah 
Mirdad Khan ,2- Father's Name

3- Rank Deputy Ranger (BPS-12)
4- Disthct. Banny • ;
5- Date of Birth.

Date of 1=1 entry in 
se.vice.
Date of retirement.""^ 

_ Total length of Service- 
Basic Pay on 7-9-2017

08/9/1957
6- 04/7/1984 •

7- 07/9/2017.
8- 33years, 2rrronths.and n.3Hav.Q
9- 39240/-

Finono°t"°7"^ Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhawa

is/iwnir No. SO (FR) FD.5-9/2005/Vol-V dated
1i/12/2012, received vide Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar endst-
Deou^^’^^ dated 7/3/2013, sanction is.hereby accorded ih favour, of Mr, Safirullah 

eputy Ranger proceeded on super,cnnuaiion pension w.e. from 07/9/2017 ' for the grant of
Leave Preparatory to RetiremL, viz 

RS.4708S . (Rupees Four hundred seventy thousand, Eight hundred & Eighty only) in 
favour of the above named Deputy Ranger as encashment allowance , ' ''

I

!

/
(Syed Lateef Hussain) 

Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Foiest Division *

No, /G

Copy forwarded 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 Rangerfnr information with reference to his

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

7

3- 1application 18-9-2017
: I:

r

Divisibftalr^d! 
Bannu Forest 'Mston,

;

fi.

I f
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' ■■ u^riw.xm yuiM xirjctr■>:»»»,

• ■• liable to 8® proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omissioms within 

the meaning of rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Seivarit (Efficiency 

and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

a. The.DFO Bannu as wejl 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' 160 Ha Shagai Block plant: areas raised under 

Billion Tree Afforestation Project Pi^ase-ll,

=ms.
b. An amount of Rs 1668000/- ciairne'd on raising & maintenance of 45 Ha Block 

plant: at Adami-ll from 2/2017 to 6/2017 vide -M/Roll 

444,459,524,574,&648/BU for 201S-1 7, but due to his improper-maintenance, 

less watering and laok of interest being incharge of the plantation area. 

resLiltantly failure was observed more than 50%.

Nos,- 430

• c, An amount of Rs. 7861600/- claimed on raising & maifn^enaince oif.TSS Hs. 

Block- plant: at Shagai area from 111/2016 to- &2Bi7 ’tsisfe 

238,239,240,

. 635/BU, but due.to his-impropef
interest being incharge of the planJatibrOafe/- 

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,' 

112,113.1 14,192,193,258,259,312.313, 380,, 381, 427, 460, 526, 571S. 

C45/BU for 2016-17 but due.to his improper maintenance,- less.watering and 

lack of interest beingjncharge of the plantation area, resuitantly failure was 

observed more than 40%. -

fie:

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

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

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 Authority, am of the opinion 

that Safiruiiah Ex-Deputy Ranger incjjarge Bannu Forest Sub Division rendered 

himself liable to be proceeded; ^against, 
acts/omissions within the

Government Service (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

as he committed the following
meaning of rule 3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

a. The DFO 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 Phase-ll.
b. An amount of Rs. 1668000/- claimed on raising & maintenance of 45 HA 

Block plaint; Adami-ll .from 2/2017 to 6/2017 vide'M/Roll Nos. 430 444, 

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 

resultantly failure was observed more than 50%.
area

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 plantation area, resultantly failure was 

observed more than 50%.

d. An amount of F^s. 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 

60. 82. 112, 113, 114,- 192, 193, 258, 259, 312, 313, 380, 381
58, 59,

427. 460,
526, 571 & 645/BU for 2016-17 but due to his improper maintenance, less 

watering and lack of interest being incharge 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

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

appointed as enquiry officer under rule 10(1) (a) of the ibid rules;
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provide reasonable opportu-nityn3.r.nec 

fifteei^ciays (15) days of the

the date, time and pia-e fixed byjhe Enquiry Officer, ^ . ^

within
accused;

4.
the proceedings on 4

ft pricer
/ Bannti Forest Erfvision 

(COMPETENT/AUTHORITY)

A

;

■i '-r.-VJ«h-

;
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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.

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.

I

4. j

-t

:
Sd/-

Divisional Forest Officer 
Bannu Forest Division 

(COMPETENT AUTHORITY)

I.

i.

!
1

I
t

i
::
1
I

I

I
}

1

• f

I

>
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I :

I
t :
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.l.^Syed Lateef Hussain DFO Bannu as Competent Authority, hereby cb^e sheet f\W'lC 

' '.'you Mr.^finillah Ex- Deputy-Ranger incharge Bannu .Forest Sub Division that you 

h.ave committed the following irregularities while holding the charge of Bannu Forest 

Sub Divisici'i. of Bannu Forest Division. (3Q_Ha at-Sadda Kh-eA-cfazeera ^water logged 

plantation . 325 Ha Waligai Block plantaii.on, 45Ha Adami-ll Block plant: and 1,80 Ha 
Shagai Block plant: areas raided under Billion Tree Afforestation Pro|ect where, more 

than 40% b 50% failure have been reported by newibposted CDFO Bannu vide his 

letter No. 01-3/SDFO-B dated 24-7-2017. '

1. Improoer maintenance

2. Less vvaterinc)

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

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

•iSW-

By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of (i)'l:N-EFFIOIE.N:CY aad (h) 

MISCONDUCT under Rule 3 of Khyber Pakhturrkhvva ' G<>'/efTtnneblbSen'i’a^nt . 

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011 and have rendered yourseiflfebSe.lD Sii^’qsr' 

any of the penalties specified in Rules 4'of the rules bid.
0

You are therefore, required to submit vocir wdSfesR. T.-.

.You. w..tle. .letenc. it ...uM r.»ch'liY

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

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.

visional Forest 0fJf^er
• Bannu Forest 

(COMPETENT AUTHORITY)
sion
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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'Khel 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 

Afforestation' 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 Linder 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 Ruies4 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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& ' •^To ■, (\^Y rr y ■

The Divisional Forest Officer ' 
D.i. Khan Forest Division

■ i\'‘-'

i.

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 
under reference is furnished as under:-

MaTffioTy' "3= more than,70% upto the end of 31
S. 30% was occurred instead '
SadL KhPlVRI J" , TT Sadda Khel (Jazeera.Water. Logged
badda Khel-ll. Block plantation due to the following reason :■ .. ,■

your office letter

and

Sever temperature irpnnrioH- © upto 47 in the 1week of April 2017 which also
eported in various daily news papers in that.days.-■

Dandi Sadda Khel-ll area is pad of most dry zone of Bannu District 
where the water table is deep abouf-200 fo'250 feet ■ ■
Scarcity of water, thus the wafer 
from private lube wells.
Least interest of labour due tomonpayment of their daily wages from 
February ro April 201,7 i.e for last three months.

arranged for watering on payment
IV-

As^explained in Para-1 above'that the failureV-
was accordingly restocked/recouped wThouTincurnnT el°rt

amount what so ever else which can be verified: ■ °

nPiTffiT' 'T f 'he.discharging of my dull
neither I thought for negligence and misconduct

. is therefore requested that 
as satisfactory and charge sheet may be kindly filed

vi
es

Keeping 'view the above ciarificafion 
considered my explanation may be

please.
, Dated 03-8-2017

Safirunafr"' 
Deputy Ranger 

. BANNU FOREST DIVISION
r
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(Biin^afoiu ft- 20 - IgOufiocici

■ (rffon.!; # 0966-?-2S0J<V 
^FciX ^ 0966-.92S0‘fSI .

Oo-t.ecfOJ.J.'lifuiii tfie

J^Ind 9\itimtciz
(Vwisioiuxf'rora.a. Offtcev 

O'J.J.'Ki'O'i 'T-'t'rc.u (Division

// ■'May-2D18
5:.iA/'A'd. y

. The Divisional Forest Gfticer, • ' ' .
Bannu Forest Division, Bennu • ''

INITIATION OF INQUIHY AGAINST THE STAFF OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION I INQUIRY 
REPORT THEREOF ' " • • . . •

SUBJECT:
/ ‘

/

Your office order letter No. 1697/.G dated 09/0^/2018Relerence.

The laiiure and'.lotal: short tall has dearly been reflected in the. inquiry report which is again

reproduced as under;

Survival / failure %age'ShorllallExcess 
area.

Area
.measured. ■ 
through 

JIPSMLi
,, -■ 54.04

s.n Name of, 
area

Area
charged
(Ha) (Ha)

8'2% of area.iS;60% f3ff§d 
18% of iarea risTQlalfyvf-aiie.cl ________ _
Part-1 (5x5)-H726;.68'.'ha:20-30%.5UGcess -
Parl-ll ('5x5)1= A,95-:ha.;20-.30%:s.Dcgess-..:
Part-IIH^x5);^ 28.2^^ha A0-50%>sudce:ss ■ ■
Part-fV-.(1Qx:5)- = 10,30;ha:25-3:5:%V5U'eees's-
Part-V (-5x5)'^ r2.5.2 ha 7-5-:’80°/o success'
Part-Vf (10x5) - 3,26 ha 65-70% success 
110,75.ha “70-80% success 
1'23.93'ha = 5% success 

Adam! - It 
plantation

45'(10x5) 9.04

Shagal .■ 
planlaliorr

102,4-577.55• 1602

Waiigai ^ 234.68 9.683. 225

Further being custodian of record and competent, authority in the case, it is requested to'calculate .the arhouni /. 
expenditure incurred on raising and hiaintenance of plantation and distribute'the losses sustained to the public 
exchequers as per designation wise responsibility.

The inquiry report along with connected documents received with your letter noted a.bove containing from page No. 1 
to • A 0 is returned herewith for inforrhation and further necessary action..

Acknowledge the receipt , '

DIVISIONAL Ftf^ESTORFICER , ' 
D.1,KHAN FOREST D>yiSION 

D.l.KHAI^r A.

No. ■ /G
Copy forwarded to the Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of-informaffon 

and necessary .action with referejnpe to the DFG, Bannu endorsement letter Nol 169'8yG.daled '09/0'4/2018;'pie'a's'e',-'

DIVISIOMAL FOREST OFFICER 
D.I.KHAN FOREST DIVISION 

D.I,KHAN

c •
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..........

m :Ei. '
■fJfS^\f Kl-!>Uv i'OREST GbAiRU OF BAMMU FOREST-:DIVrSfSN -

\
: •

'i

Road with .• .
i

Divisional .Foresl oilicer, Ba„nnu Foresl Division olrice order Wo, 08 claled 25^0/2017 circuialnri
, videendorsBmen{ felterNa 557-60/GoIeven,dalG,'. ■■■ ' ■■. ,, ,dJ/2U1 / circuialed ^

2, Divisional Furesl Dllioer, D,l,l<,lisn ol'ice leller-No, 3i93-9fi/G-da(ed ohn/2lj17'No 3198 dR/r

'"'o: -3202-32^.0

.3.
rullah Depuly'.Ranger (RelirgGl) Ihe'lhen incharge

'SpFO, Baiiiliu

5. s: ss i;:- »wipi-niai™,
6 ReVv Jaied Ullli/Hui? laiiOlied4Ml Yousi■HC Wiaiga,010^^ Planialion

Mr. Mulmrriiiiad IsDiail Forest Guard l/C SIiaqai 
andslalemf^tot^iiegaliori ' ;

'/I

■;

7
has nohyel subfntlletJ reply:^p thi Charga Sheet ,

f

Discassioii •h

. • -'d- ■■■yt (

pifiCRrs wyre ^s uiider; '

r

. ........... annu.'inchaFqe''^
area.w,ise'.observa(rong' oiWhe aforeraenlioned 5

Name of pre#-'S. s.
Tolal Failure . 

harea ■ noliced. by' 
a'Olajnied'. .the ■ 

h'lblaj

Muster Roll Nos., under
.which- Ills vexpenciilures
were‘incurred’'• • •

//- ■/i Tot^l
anidunl ••
incurred.mi-:-

Name 
officer 
official posted 
at plantation.
siles __
Safiru(lah~D~ 
Ranger |/C 
SDFO, Bannu 
YousaF Khan 
Foresfguard .. 

-Safirullah Dy~ 
Ranger' |/c '
SDFO, Bannu 
Akbar 
Forester 
Isrnail Khan 
Forest Guard 
Safirullah Dy, 
Ranger |/C 
SDFO. Bannu 

Sher
Alam Forest, 
Guard

of .1

I■ G

1 ■ Olficeis

1. Adomi l,-l''Bro(jk 
Planialion .

-50-% Ncr, ^dd. 'Vhi'. .T59R 5^4-■ 
574,A'& 1660000jI

640/BU . from’' 
Februar'y 2016 lo' June

J

20,16

.2.

h- ■ ^ ',243, 243, 290, .:291, 292,
293, 360, 423V 409, 532 
684,603 &636/BU,

I

7§E|1600
t; i.F-

Niaz
i

I
II..'.'.. .w...3, Waliyai’ I’.hBlbck: 

piaritali(.)ii'.
.225 4eP' w ^?«r- ’Vi' “nfc-302, 206,' 340,. .341. ''342,

,■392/ 422V 423 / 20'I5-16 
-and I'Jd, .26, 38f ,59,. 60 
i-eS.I'IO, i13;11,4,192,ig3,''.
258, 259, 312. -313, 80,

;381,-327, 4'60, 526 ,571 &'
'645 (2016-17

•jI V I

•)
Mr,

•r
1I •1 ; <* *

__ *:

undersi,qned wajiabpiiryted aVeVul'y'VVVlVidrOFO "VannWr h’ing respo'nsibililies; Ihe '

■

.:7'
2-v:



r K: ,t-v ... .
//

-5,'

.:.
/.Fuiesl OKicer, Bafii-va foresl;’Division which were accordingly served upon Die accuseaofficials vide DFO 

/■ DJ-khan Foiesi Division,(Enquiry OKicer) lellei noted againsi each as per detail given under;
j-(

I Letler No. & date Ihroui.h which the charge 
; sheet & statement ol alfegalion served ■
'' 'lelie(70i93-95/Glilted 01/11/2017, '

Nome ond.-Rank oi'.pi'.oused ollicei' / official-
•: .

SnjiriillolnDepiJiy Rarigei I/C SDFOBannu-foresl 
Sub Division.:'-, - .

No, 3196-98/G dated .01/11/2017Akboi Miaz Forest Guard incharge Shagai Block 
plon.loiion .

2

No, 3199-3201/G dated 01/11/2017i fvlr; Ismail Khan Forest Guard l/C Shag'ai Block
! phiiitalion k ’ . , : . ’
! Mr, Sl'ier Alai'n Fur.esl GubiO l/C Waiigai Block ,

■I plciiuotioii';-,..;;' , '
J Ml YousalNiiai, .Fdiesl Giiiaid i/C Aciaini - li Block ■ No, 3205-07/G daled;Q1/11/2017.
I plariialion.

3. -
7

I • ? r!-
No, :32[j2-32UN/G dated 01/1.1/2017i\

; i

5. •
; ^ *• :-*
s

ilie accused ulficials^'.subn.iil.lecl reply to the charge siieel and statement of allegaticjhs and defended the 
cliarges / allegoiion ir.amed"against them. '

Fh-oceedinqs ^ .

Tlie LiiKlei5iyned--ii;vthe capacily -ofiEhquiry.officer 'examined' replies furnished by Ibeuaccused officials and 
also crossed questioned .but they failed' to'quote ..the cogent reasons & shifted aflqlhe responsibilities o.f. ■ 
failure ol planlaliorr pn harsh weattier condilion and terniile allack etc. Plantation sites were inspected on 
27/07/2013 aocorhp-aniedqvvith the'DFO,-Bannu, SDF"0 Baiinu and accused officials'and' found' that - 
condition ol piarflalipns were vfriry poor. The accused officials .wpre asked,on spol/lo beat-up the failure ‘ 
within least )joss'ib|e>lime.. ' . ’ ' • i'-

!
Kv t-

?

'd

From G0/03/20l0..,l.cy;i6/0.3/2010 ll^e Monitpring Officer, Billion Trees Afforeslaliofi;Project South Region ,, 
checked the plantations and found ttiat no improvements,, in Die area were made'.TPersonal hearing was t 
conducted and diedked all: Die relevant record.in the office of DFO, Bannu Forest Division.

I he observalionsptiuriny Die inspection by the Monitoring Officer and on requesFinlimated the results of 
sites to liie iinJersigried which are elaoc^ated as under:

•S./i Name of 
area

Area Area • Ex.oess
area

Shortfall -Survival °/oage
. charged measured

I(Hajo ■ i If''DIG -(Ha) :
....i,GHS;Hai_

, 82%'of area is 60%
' 18% of area is.iotally failed_______

Part-1 (5x5-)^- = 26.68 ha 20-30%
Parl-lh{5x5) =‘4,95 ha 20-30% 

'Parl-lll (5k5) = 23.24 ha 40-50%
, _ParhlV (10x5) = 10.30 ha 25-35% -

■ ■ '^d-V (5l;5) = 12)52 ha 75-60% '
....... , Part-VI_[-rUx_5i = '3,28 ha 65-70% ■

" 11075 ha = 70-,80%
, 223.93 hg;'= 5% '

n.'' 04 9.04 •y*’’ r

Shagai , ..F:
. plaiUaiiui'i;.-.. 1.80 . 77,55 102.45

'' . >
r
...... - I • •
VVa(iyai\.j' 17253. 234,68 9.66 I

FmcHiigs

Keeping in vietw' .Hie shove discussion and grqund realily'and consuitalion of record and personal hearing 
and crossed c-xaHiinaDoi'i /'queslitjiis-uf lire accused officials, iFie undersigned cached to the conclusion 
Ihai ihe .ufffciyls fiave beei'i urcved bevo|.id agyidoubl and Die planlatiop

.i.U'ivi-ri'i.i.iSUi'ii.rrjiiii.-ii-.- >n; Hoi,', I,'nr", I' I'. i u |i lii ic 5\SiiJ L-O'uII;j H ^7I'.-MJ.i.lil .'IIII-I .-xuijrir l'ti.l|vi,>l [•
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yl.Sid diu.iittaz 

‘^>^'^‘S‘ouaCZoresi.Offkt. 
(DJ.'^fian 'Forest ^Div

^Bu.nyafm.i: // 20 - Jl.ff,ih

: 'D.I.'hifciii Cdiut. 

ff 096C>92S01-S1

d.'I\fi.o.ii tfte

^^OdCroocfin

ISIOIl
Z^3Iy(i \ic

/201s

The DivisionalForesl.Of'ficer 
Bannu Pores! Division;.Bannu

MliAIIOflOnNQ U I!R Y
.RlPOmHlREOr

3^our office orde

j

SUBJECT;

Reference,
j r

'or informalion, and furfher
Ms^r. Safeeruffali D

2, Mr
3. Mr Bannu • 'ai
-i. - Mr,

anialion=uard I/C Dandi Planlaiioii 

receip!Acknowledge Ihe

; /T'

DJKm.FORESordsb™
D.I.KHan

No ' /G
.Copy for^varrJed' 
necessary aclion.

lo 1^0. Cpnservalor of Fores s S'oformalion and'
^oulhern CircledPeshswar ./or favour

Of

OFFICER

D.I.KHAN

CJO.I.K/ia
” f'orest QiV/s; onVoisciplfnary

^i^Von\flan f^ciU('ries\Safei;rul;nu
^“nd Isn.ail PG.d'ocx

: ,



'/ INQUIRY REPORT [N:RESPECT OFM/S SAFEERULLAH DEPUTY RANGER.l/CSDFO BANNU 
' ^ ISMAIL KHAN FOREST GUARD OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION ■

Read wi[h

1,.'Divisional Foresl Officer, Bannu Foresl'Division office order'No, 57 daled'25/05/2017 circ.ulafed 
■ vide endorsement leller No,:2825-29/G ol even dale, . ' ■

2, Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu Forest Division office order No. 61 dated'15/06/2017 circulated 
vide endorsement feller No.-302-1-24/G‘’of even date,

3, Divisional Foresl Officer, D.l.Khan office letter No, 6903/G dated 22/06/2017, ■ .■ ' !
4, Divisipna! Forest Officer D.l,Khan Foresl Division leller No,m883/G.-da(ed 21/06/017..

Reply daled 03/08/2017 turnished.by.'Mr. Safderullah Deputy Ranger'(Relired) the then incharqe '' 
SDFOi.Bannu.' . • ' -
Reply ofSher Alam & Yousaf Khan Fore,si Guard 1/C Dandai plantation ■ ■ - 
Reply of Mr. Muhammad Ismail Foresl Guard !/C Sadda Khe! Block Plantation

5,

6./
7,

Discussion

( e AppBannu Foresl Division during filed visil lo Danda, Block.planlalion, Sadda 
,Khel - Jaze.era Water logged planlalion and Sadda Khei - II Block planlallon raised under Billion Trees 
Afloreslalion Rrojecl and noliced lha! planlalions were (ailed up lo 50%, 80% and 75 % respeclively due lo
Sle Bannu,land incharge Foresl Guard
of Ihe planlalio,n.area,Jhe observaljcns of Ihe aforemenlioned officers were as .under,

;FajIure ■“['Muster RoFn^','
:no(iced by 
dhe, 
iofficers

S. Name,"Of.-area . Total 
area 
claimed 
(Ha) ■

Total 
:ainounl • 
incurred

Name ,of
officer .,,/
official' posted 
al plantation 
siles ■

a

.(Rs,)

Dandi' Block. 
Planlalion

35 ' •50% No. 115, 194, 260, 31.4,
382, 429 & 461/BU for the 
'itionlh from September 
2016'to March 2017
No, 356, 357, 421, 447^-' -1456500/- 
492/BU for [he month of 
January 2017 to March-
2017 ' ;______
No. 350" 401, 4^^T5-1G 
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 
__ ^.9^^_i0/7___

In Older lo pr-pper enquire in to the matter and knowing the ground readies and-fixinq resoonsibililips '

.he accused^ffTls t "'FTY”- framed ageidsl

.'14 85500/-' Safirullah Dy.
Ranger !/C 
SDFO, Bannu

2, Sadda- ' Khei 
Jazeera • 
walerlogged 
ptanla[ion_
Sadda KheT-"- if 
Block planlalion

60 80%' Safirullah Dy. 
Ranger , I/C 
SDFG, Bannu

3.. 221 75% 10186000/' Safirullah Dy, 
Ranger i/C 
SDFO, and 
Ismail Khan 
Foresl guard 
Bannu

[he

E:\0.1.Klian Foresl Divi5lon\Oisc(pliil?|-v acilorABsii £nniilrles\S.ifeerullah and Iscnaii rG.docxnu



■-J .
I "^Safe^erullah Oepuly'Ranger 1/C'SDFO, Bannu and other accused otlicials namely Sh.er Alatn 

j Khan and Ismail .Khan Forest Guards subfijitled their, replies to Ih'e'charge sheets and statement of 
- / '■■illegations and defended;the charges / allegation framed against Ihern 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 o.f 
failure of plantatio.n on harsh weather condition and,termite attack etc. Plantation sites were inspected on 
27/07/2017 accompanied with the DFO, Bannu, SDFO Bannu and accused official and found that condition . 
of planiations were very poor. The accused officials were asked on spol lo beat-up the failure within jeast 
possible time. Again on 15/03/2018 and 16/03/2018 ihe plantation sites were inspected accompanied with 
the DFO, Bann'urrSDFO.Bonnu and iaccused.officials and found that condition of plantations was'slill un 
attended,

From 08/03/201,8 to 16/03/2018 tite Monitoring Oflicer, Billion .Trees Afforestation Project South Region 
checked Ihe planialions-and found that n,o improvements in the area were made. Personal hearing .was 
conducted and.checked all the relevant record in Ihe office of DFO, Bannu Forest Division.

Tlie observations during the inspection .by the Monitoring Officer and on request intimated Ihe results of 
sites to Ihe undersigned which are elaborated as under; . , . •

s.n Name o.f 
area

Area Area' Excess
area'
(Ha),

Shortfall Survivat%age
charged measured 

through 
GPS (Ha)

(ha)
(Ha)

Dandi. Block 
Plan]aJ[on_ 
Sadda Khel 
Jazeera

•29.97 •35 5,03.0 85 to 90'% Very Good condition.

2. 60 68-.20 ,8,20 0 20% area 75-80% survived while 
tfie remaining 80% area is toialy 
failedwaterlogged

plantation
3, Sadda Khel 

- II Block
221 171 22 . 0- 49.78 . 60% survived.-The condition of • 

the planlalionhs in poor condilion
plantation

\ Findings\
. \

Keeping in view, Ihe above discussion and.ground realtly and consuilalion of record and personal hearinq 
and,crossed, examinalion / quesliohs of Ihe accused officials, Ihe undersigneT reached lo Ihe .conclusion 
lal charges leveled,againsi Ihe adcused ollicials-have been proved beyond any doubl'and Ihe planlation 
abulaled above raised under Billion Tree's Afloreslalion ProjecI were lailed'idtJ-e lo negligence ineflicienoy

Improper maintenance, less watering ''and lack of inleresi by Ihe SDFO, Fbresler and ForesI Guards' 
incliarge of (he'Plantation area. ' ' . ua uo

Recommendations ' ' '

The undersigned recommend that the charges of inefficiency, misconduci and.oorruption have been proved ' 
against Ihe acqused officials, Iherefom, Ihe undersigned propose./ recommend-the following punishmehl .fO' 
be imposed upon the'accused officials' ' '

1, Although as per.monitoring .repon Ihe condilion of Dandai plantation i&very good condition and.(he,
. survival /oa.ge reported as:90 to 95% but however, 5.0 hectare planei-ibn is shortfall, therefore'it is

^AD.i.Kh.-,,, Foresi Olvi5ioii\Oi5cit.linsry aciionVBannu E.TQuirieWSaleerullshanrt IsmSH Ff^.docx



/ m-v- • • •
\

^ reconimendecl lhal ei[her (he shortfall '^rea may be Ireaied or recovery lo ihis ef-fec'l may be^m^^ 
."good from the accused official^on equal share basis. ■

2. As already recommended in ariolher Similar enquiry case lhal recovery of- losses,sustained'to 
Government along with major penalty siiould be imposed .upon. Ihe accused on account of failure, of 
Sada Khel Jazeera plantation. ■

>

I'

;

3. Recovery,of shortfall plantation area should be affected from the accused officials on equal share .'
basis besides imposing of major penally on account of shortfall and'-'failure-in 'Sada Kei -II 
plantalion area. ' - ' ' • . ■

■; ■ ■ R/

. (jAbicf'Muniuiz)
divisional FOREST OFFICER 

ENQUIRY OFFICER

A

t

r:\O.I. Khan fpfescDi-vIslon\Di5dplin?,y actiorABannu OFnulrit.sVSarenrullal
?nd TG.docif\
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!
oJ i nlccl't InsMiiu 

i.siLinal i-'orcsl Oliid.’i' ; 
l-jani-u! I'orcsi Di\-isiun Baniui.

.NtT!-\T!0\ fiM- INQUIRY AGAiNSTTHK STAFF'O.MMjiLI2Q!ligiX'

iT, \''is K),N ':^TToFni7iim
J

Sl’5>n-:CT:- ^57 '; ■

R^aei-oiioL- L)1 ()!).(,Khan Idler ^0. S.VlS-I'M , rlnldl i 1 ami Nc>...S250-5 1 ■
•l-d.-J I I d''’01 S. d-iii*;.]' i 1 .Oh.201 K iKkircssoJ t.o:ynii mul cop)' ihcreo!
endorsed lo this dnice. ) .

rd jiki Sher Alnm Kluin h'(.)rscr C.hiard of lliiiinii hoi'cstM'S .Akbcr 'siaz l-'orcsier. Ismail'Khan l-'orcst Chii;
Division has anprooched n. ihe Honorahle MiniJier ol horcs;s KP Pesiuiwar ihrou-lidhcir appIDhtion

1

'
Abio: M'uima/ Kiian DP'O D,I.Khan has'condticteol'•'.ivjrein ihes ‘-'.a'.ed ih.al Mr.(enclosed iit oric'mai;

in ihe snineei en.^e I'ui and \eriJ> die .venue of' I'aihire ol' rep'oilod- 

i piKirion id! (lie cvisiinu pianidions ar.d • 

c!i doesn't ruitiN the rcdtiii'emom ol'jusricc • ■ '

le eouM no;p vip-teescuiiUjiiiry

ptaniarion'-. tik’i-deve eoaid m '

I'urnisiied id.-- id'oe; ..u.im--; iiie ei'onr.-J I'Anioe
and are rcciucsied ie siop'ped. ihe cloeision (m tin: nvicomi'ldc inquire proceedin': aj^ainst them. I I'lC worthy

•V

aeUialiw

; in

Minister 10 Gov!; ol’ Porcsl Khybcr Pakhiunklnva has cMpresseJ slp-'-P concern over iiiqiiiry repOfl-andd 

reqticsicd io ihe. uiidersi'tned I'Ogtiii'di'Q!: lo look irr.to ihe inalier in Wght oI’.iJk' a.llegiir.ions co'ntai.n'e.cl’i.ir

v‘

;
appliditiop,and ihcm de-novo inqulir)' may .Lx'Jnitiatk'i. .

:r,-,A';.pu-..'di;e:Uier2rpre directed that de-novo/rfiny b'c cc nductod and being an A-irl!.iorized 'OCtlc'er-tlio idc-ridVo

be emrtistcd;dp-M;t:ihcini'hyad;Shtikee-!.'D'FO'v.,inquiry againsl the starTorBanmii Foresi inquiry may

Kohat aldngwiiit eompicut doctlmenks with .;he..f'eqiies! to coinplcle rhc':mq.tiiiKyprocced:i.ngFw^^
' i • ■ • •..sripiilaied period and submitihislAiiihorized OrDcpr f

t!
/:' -wi-thin l'5 days,- •

with clear cut roconmicndnlion uhder the Rties -20! I under inti mat ion'loMhlsj t.p’r'cc.--
V

'■.■'Vi. !.. '-tv/p-A
CoivscrVqtor oF rorestii 

StyiriheiMi
•v

f
'Ty

':iNo.
'Copy k'-rn-.'ai'dcd ii.^ die:

1. i'S m Miitlsicr of Khybe.' Pakiilunkhwa l■‘(^reslry. Fnvi.i.'onmcnl and Wikl'lilb'
tA:p:iriroem'I'orinCormaiipii i.deaso.
C'lu'ct" Gonservaior pi' l-'orc.si-s C'entojl S<vii;ie/'n h'oresi Region-)- K'hyber Pnkhdinkhvva 
i'’cs!vt.i'.\'rii’ please.

j. !!)PD Kohn! fbrin(bnr;aiion and similaif-nercssary aclion underlhe Ru.les.'

/F. I

-t
vii

(

-I

■:■Conserve imp.)!' {'‘orcsls 
-Sfiiitlrer}]. Chi.T.iy- Fcsfiawar• •■

»
..

i> l? • >k; I >1*.;. b'

f

;
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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/INQUSRY 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. IE
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 Forest Region-I Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar please.

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

Sd/-
Conservator Officer 

Southern Circle Peshawar



_________
KOHAT FOREST DIVISION 

40 - Sial Baz RoadjKohat Cantt: Kohat 
Phone No. 0922-9260199 

Email: dfokohat@yahoo.com

%
MUHAMiVIAD SHAKEEL 
Divisional Forest Officer•V*"

AT Dated <» r7 1No.
To

\
The Divisional Fores'.: Officer, 
B.innvi F'ovest Divifi’cn Bannu.

DISCIFUNARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST THE STAFF OF Rajmu .FQJj.E$T..DLyN.:

FeF: CiDrrespondcnce resting vide your office endst; No.29-32/G dated
5/7/2017 , Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar end.st: .N0.27-. 
2C//G dated 4/7/20)8 and this office letter N0.96I-67/G dated 22/li/20l8..’

/Vlemoranduin: -

F/nciosed please find herewith Enquiry Report aiongwith enquiry Files pertaining to the subject case ■ 

• for favour of furthe i- course of action in youi- office.

1- File No.I Pagc-Ol to

2- File No.2 Pagc-Ol to .

3- File No.3 Page-01, lo Sb 

Ends As above.

Divisibni
Kohat

No.,,

Copy forwarded to. Ti'ie Con.servator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for 
favour of information as l eferred to above pl?asc.

Divisional Forest Officer 
Kohat Foi'est Division

V

E/Estt:/General

i

mailto:dfokohat@yahoo.com


% forest division bannu
respect OE state OF BANNU

enquire report in

-5-2018 
26/e dated 0^

Circle Peshawar vide.

-7-2018.
NO.office letter No.

of Forest '-.outhern
34 dated 05-•

DFO D.l.
Conservators

[)FO office No
7-2018.2-

3-
5-2018- &8350/G dated U-No.gi6cussl^

Officer D.l. Ktea follow^ "

IrLcred area 1

Divisional Forest

rllT^NarWe of Atea |\su charged
(Ha)

(ha)through
Gl5iH^_____
29.S7

good90% '^erv

co_n_dhioja_^^ 5urvived
20% a'-e^ ^ ono/- 1
while the remaining

1 area is ■■■--GT^ion..... tS's^i^^vlved. The condition
plantation IS in poor

8511^ to5.030
:i'6andi " Block I 35

1- 08.201 plantatioj]___
grFsSdT' Khel 1 -EO

(ja^eera) W/L

68.20

0.171.22 •i/21Khel-llSadda
B/Pla-ntation

I ..... siirvived"and 1
------i--------- , a21u area is OO/o su^

'; 18% area ;--Gfrnn'iT^rCrisisf^ 26.68he 20-30

3-

9.0A54.04....1 45(10^5)
Adanii-4-
£lanj2__..... ..

(5x5)-
I 40,50% success...,
’ pyVMv"^ (l6x5)- 

part-V (5x5)- -

hal

1-
102.45 !

77.55• Shagal
plantation

180
5-

80% success 
"'•IV i'l0x5)=p; .iit.

1 70% success______ :.........•
■ -.... Pj^,,-73F570.80%5UCcesc

i 12:i.93ha=:5%iOS££« .-.- ---

I

------- 1 234.68 19.68 , ^
p6-’ I Walighai

Enqui, Khan (previous 
p-oject Monitoring tea 

on techni 
vide

____L. ...
d and submitted by

th findings prepare AfforestationyVIAlthough the reports 
Officer) is totally based on ; .

inspecteo

of Billion Trees
calculated the surv.va, 

of Forest Southern
office No. 34 
27?lt/-8 November

percentage 
Circle Peshawar 

dated 05-7-2015, 
2018 to the ah

inP.experiies
sites andthe

had properly of Conservators
and DFO Bannu 

-id field visit

who
grounds, however 

office letter
undersigned accomp

in compliance
, dated 04-7-2018 
anied by DFO Bannu pa.

No. 26/1 on

i



arcf^'in the presence of field staff concerned so that to lemove/redress tf^ 
pointed out by them in their application ,
During the course of inspection/checking, ho improvement in the conditions of the plantations 
were observed and the plantations were found in the same conditions as reported in the 
previous enquiry report, except the condition of Sadda Khel (JazeerafWater logged plantation 
which was found improved, • •

t

Conclusion ;

i ■After detail inspection and re-measurerrseint of the area in presence of the staff concerned the 
■ undersigned reached to the conclusion that:- ' '

1- As the condition of Sadda Khel (Jazeera^ water logged olantation was found improved, therefore 
the staff related with the .said plantation area may- be exonerated from, the charges 
recommended by DFO r.).I, Khan,

No improvement with respect to the plan.fation areas of Shagai, Sadda Khel-ll, Adami-ll and 
Waligai plantation areas have been seen/verified, therefore, the recommendation of DFO D,l, 
Khan Forest Division (previous Enquiry Officer) may be implemented in the mentioned • 
plantations.

I

I

2-

F

‘

/ /

DIViSlONArFOREST cfFFICER
./

KOHAT FOREST DIVISION

L 1 ■

I.

;

! i>: I

;

: I

. I

1
t

!

I- I

i

i !

i

y

i
i

1 ■

i

1'I

1

i



33^Ifice order no. LdATED BANNU the /01/2Q19 ISSUED BY SYED LATEEF HUBS, 
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU

Re^d with:-

1- DFO Bannu Office order No. 08 dated 25-10-2017
2- OF South letter endst: No. 2809/E dated 17-10-2017,
3- DFO D.l, Khan letter No,' 3202/G dated 01-11-2017 

Reply furnished by Mr. Sher Alain Forest Guard dated 17-11-2017
5- Inquiry report bearing DFO D.l. Khan letter No, 8350/G dated 11-5-2018,
6- DFO Bannu office letter No, 2033-35/G dated 14-6-2018,

Application of M/S Akber Niaz Fr, Ismail Khan & Sher Alain Forest Guards 
dated 28-,6-2018 bearing remarks of caretaker Minister for Environment 
received through OF South letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018.
DFO Bannu office order No, 34 dated 5-7-2018

9- DFO Kohat inquiry report vide his office ietter No. 1094/0 dated 5-12-2018.
10- DFO Bannu office ietter No. 873-76/G dated 13-12-2018,

Reply furnished Sher Alam Forest Guard dated 26-12-2018,■
Call letter for personal hearing of DFO Bannu vide No. 995-9'8/G dated 08

4-

7-

8-

11-
12-

-1-
Historv of casp

Afforestat,an
Bannu office orders No, 081 dated 2110^01^' Plantation area of Waligai vide DFO

oZ'd^'"‘C Pots; Dii^o^nTa'r™ " -‘horify Mr. Ab,d Mum.az Divisional Fores,
vide his officeTetter No 32^2 1/r « 'TTTTh?" D''' Khan

was delivered under proper recoint The " ' a °Kicial which
directly to the inquiry o Te The DpTn I Kh' “h Y' Replies to the charge sheets
all the accusedTticTi n iT ng Mr .Ter ATni'''Fr T
endorsed vide this office lefte, enTT No “3 o^

on 16-3-2018 in presence of departmental represeriTive 
The DFO D.l, Khan vide his office 
mentioning therein the

etter No, 8350/G dated 11-5-2018
plantation tabulated belor-""'"' recommendations.

submitted the inquiry report 
The survival % age of Waligai

S# Name of 
Area

Area
charged
(Ha)

Area
m6}asured 
through 
GPS (Ha)

Excess
area
(Ha)

Shortfall Survival %age Failure %
age

1- Waligai 225 234.68 110,75 ha= 70-80% success 
123.93 ha = 5% success

9.68 110.75 ha = 2%
123.93ha= 95%

The inquiry Officer furth ^®commended the following penalties -
whfcTTa;"ve;edtm°L3 in. the plantation area.may be calculated
spd oivisL as

Government ServTnTTErTrsToTT^

er
1-

2- Major penalties
as defined in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

rhe undersigned ,n the capacity of aufhoiity served the accused 
DFO Bannu office letter No. 2033-35/G dated 14-6-2018 
approached the - ' '

official with the show cause notice vide 
but in the meanwhile all. the accused officials

'-novo inquiry

V'



f

having reservation by the 
CF South

subject case, therefore in 
Shakeel DFO Kohaf h 
The DFO Kohat has 
accused officials to be 
11-2018,

accused officials on the i 
letter No. 26/F' dated

»s-s~”=5“”
present during inspection

D-l. Khan received 
-novo inquiry in the 

accused, officials-, Muhammad
on 27 fSPfl M n 05-7-2018.

remained
all the 

961-65/G dated 22-

s'tes findings has bee 
supporting therein the n submitted by DFO 

recommendations of DFO

cause notices vide 
office letter No. 995,

"hhe total loss
plantation

sustains to 
area due to their

Government
negligence.

^'2 Rs. 6082115/-
on a/c of failure and shortfalls in Waligai

findingg

Keeping in view of the 
officers), therefore 
awarded the following 
Bannu Forest Sub Div punishment

as. provide , , 'ha undersigned'^n"!'""

of failure/shortfall in the pr '^^Pac/ty of authority 
noted against rach P'-'-«on

on
ision I

yanFli^Iofofffciijs- ;---------
Mr. Safirullah

s#
1-

2-

service

\ • 1- Compulsory retired 
remediate effect,

—(niRo^Jhe^recoy^ of Rs

i--r' from.</ with I .
• 3041057/.X.'

(Syed'tateen^
Divisional Foreku,nee
Bannu Forest Divisioti/

Fhe Co
Copy forwarded to;-

7- Mr, Sub^OivTstonll For°esfoffe^“hawar 

Divisional Accountant ''^^^'Dannu, please.

1-

^ar favour of informati
on, please.A- r.

Puty Ranger 
St Guard•f

/
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^.RE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. /2018

illah Khan 

allk M!r Dad Khan, 

jrp Banda Khel, Bannu 

p6ty Ranger, Forest 

Sub-Division, Bannu . Appellant

VERSUS

mal Forest Officer, Bannu, 

Conservator, Central, 

ern Region-I, Peshawar. 

:ary, Govt, of KP,

)nment Department,

•Respondents •war

’EAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 19.74
;

EREE5Y AFTER RETIREMENT FROM SERVICE.

3ELLANT WAS NOT PAID PENSIONARY AND

HER BENEFITS OF SERIVCE: .

fully Sheweth;

3t appellant was initially appointed as Forester B-9 In the year, 

84 and was promoted to the.*- post of Deputy RSnger Forester B- 

in the year 2013.

Iat appellant was served’with-Charge Sheet and Statement of. 

egations to the effect of charges contained therein by R. No, 

(Copy as annex '''A")

Ih.

lat on -03-0'a-20i7, the .said Charge Sheet.!vwas' repifed.'by 
plaining the whole truth contained . therein,.^ (Copy-.as.-annex



V*

2

That enquiry Into the aforesaid allegation was under' process
appellant reached the age ofin the meanwhile,when

superannuation and on attaining of the said .age, he was retired 

16-10-2017 by R. No. 01. (Copy as annex "C")

t

from service on

pensionary papers of the appellant shall have been, finalized

could not be rnade due to
That5.
by the department but the same 
pendency of enquiry into the aforesaid allegations, so on 20-11-

h.e submitted representation before R. No. 01 for^payment2017
of the Idue pension but in vain. (Copy as annex ■ D ).

Hence this appeal, inter alia, bn the foilowing grounds.

GROUNDS;

civil servant which cannot bp held at ia. That pension is a vested right of a 

any means. I

b. That so called allegations were-leveled against appellant'for the .reason
of the then DFO Amjad-Samad Khan demanded 

refused by appellant on account of active ■
that during the visit 

percentage which was 
surveillance of the high-ups, so such drama was staged

in the matter, the-same, got wide 

not only transferred ■ but was'also
c. .That when resistance was shown 

publicity, and the. then DFO was
• ' charge sheeted which copies are .-waii.able with the department.

very limited scope which was not concluded, within ■' 

In the m^eanwhile, appellant was.retired from
d. That enquiry has a

the specified period when
attaining the age of superannuation.service on

and judgments of the apex court, retired person is not 
Cne enquiry proceedings., If any, shall

e. That as;per law
amenable to any penal action, sc-

be put in a waste box.
That after every 2/3 months, Monitoring Team used to visit' / Inspect

pointed out, meaning

• d:

f.
Sites. No objecdoniof any discrepancy was ever 

thereby that no mishap was thdre.

; extinguished by.'the ;dep.artment as the ■ 

service period: of .appellant...
g. That right of enquiry is by

not. conducted -during

now
1,

same wasI

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

fringed benefits admissible to him hence forthwith, with, suchother
other relief as may be deemed proper and just in circumstances of the

case.
further prayed^that the enquiry proceedings be declared null 

and void in the circumstances of.the case.
It is

Appellant/
\\Through

Saadullah Khan, Marwab

Arbab $aiful •Kama!- 
Advocates.Dated 25-04-2018

;

I
Ij

{i

:i

i:

i!

!■

"i-



other proceedings with signature of Judge ordr. - Date 
No order

Order or.*D

/.p:proceeding iu
(■

-aS

• 'V- ^
3 .2'. 1

RF.FORF, 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^ JVo Sero Banda; Khel, 
Bannu, Ex-Deputy Ranger, Forest Bannu Sub Division Bannu. 
Agency.

Appellant

Versus

1. Divisional Forest Officer,,Bannu.
2. Chief.'Consei'VUtor of Forest Central Southern Region-I,

Peshawar.
3. Secretary to- Government of " Khyber , Pakhtunkhwa,

Environment Department Peshawar. ' A

•-i

Respondents6

■Member (J) 
-Member (E)

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

11.02.2019

JUDGMENT •

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: Learned
X

counsel for appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil leained Assistant

Advocate General present.

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

appeal u/s 4' of Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Service Ipbunal Act 1974 for 

the grant of pensionary benefits

3. Learned cc-ynsel for the appellant argued that the appellant

e and to proceed on

2.

was allowed to retire from' government servic 

superannuation pensiop. w.e.f 07.09.2017 vid
EBTED

e office order dated

1 *uHnal, 
Pcolidvva.r



2
■•’s

o
■16.10.2017. Next,contended that the 

given.note in tiie said office.order dated 16.10^2017-that 

paper etc. will be processed after fmalization, .of disciplinaiy 

proceeding against the appellant. Next

competent authority has also

•pension

contended ’ that upon

retirement .of the appellant w.e.f 07.09.2017, the departmental 

proceeding again,St. the appellant stood abated. Next contended that

departmental.punis.hme'nt cannot be awarded to the appellant after his 

retirement fi-om govermhenf seiwice. Learned .' counsel for the

appellant stressed that the order of departmental authority regarding 

withJiolding of the pensionary benefits of the appellant

As against that learned AAG argued that the appellant caused 

huge loss to the

is unlawful.
4,

go.^eiTiment exchequer in that huge amount

moun-ed from government exchequer on raising and maintenance-of 

p.Iantatio.n .and due

watering and lack of interest,- failure

was

to appellant’s improper maintenance, less

was observed more than forty 

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

upon tlie appellant; that inquiry officer also conducted the inquiry

and upon submission of the inquiry report dated. 1.1 .,06.2018 the

appellant was directed vide office letter dated 14i06.2018 

the amount of Rs- 6959700/-

to deposit

account of recovei^. imposed by the 

inquiry officer; that the. appellant was retired on 07.09.2017 while the

on

discipJinai'y action was initiated vide order dated 115.06.2017 

before the date of retirement of the appellant.

Arguments heard. File perused.

6. On 07.09.2017 the appellant attained the

i.e. wellrSD
5.

: ’'-• ivciii,
coi'fjvvar , Df superannuation.age
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the ,.,ge of his tetirement. to tespoes. to .the-chatge sheet,

dated■03.08.2017.- However the

The departmental action was

was on

subrhitted his replytlie appellant 

.appellant had already attained the
age of super'ai-muation when the

inquiiT officer submitted his report.
It is settled, that if a -government servanf attains the age of

ion before the completion, of inquiry', the disciplinary
7.

superannuate-

proceeding against him shall abate 

of above, the act
of the departmental .authority of

In- view8.
benefits to the appellant till the 

disciplinary proceeding ■ against the appellant vide

office order dated. ,16.10.2017

withholding of pensionary 

finalization of

endorsement (Note) as given in the

„„ol b. termed as lawfel. Con.eqeently.endorseraeel (Note) as 

office order dated 16.10.2017 regarding 

benefits (non-processing of pension papers), is set aside.

case any pecuniary -loss to the

withholding of
in thegiven

pensionary 

9. . Needless to mention that in

the. sarne m.ay begovei-mnent has been proved against the appellant 

vered fi'om the appellant in'accordance witlr law 

The present service appeal i 

U above terms. Parties- are

gned to the record room.

>
’ ? g 7 ,a .1 a7li

't’l

•-J reco•) r- ■t

thepted ■/ disposed of iinN; n IS acce
10.; •

costs. File, beleft to bear tjieir own1
;;

-b

M'. ' ;consi1

\V
(Mthammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
10 1 (Hussain Shah) 

Member

announced
11.02.20i9__

' ■■IVCi
i

TT;■>Q /•r' • -•
-1,

T • 4
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AtvXTo

The Conservator of Forest Southern Circle, 
Peshawar f M)

APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 57 DATED 16/01/2019Subject:

Respected/Sir,

The appellant was initially appointed as Forester B-9 in the year 1984 and was

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

The appeliant was served with charge sheet and statement of allegations to the .ii.

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

That on date 22/06/2017 vide office order No. 118 the undersigned was 

suspended on baseless allegations.

lii.

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 receivec a cheque dated 03/07/2017-for disbursement of 

the said work done dully si-gned 8t 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 o-f revised PC-I BTAp is self explanatory.

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

Bannu, I handover charge to Mr.. Tauraban SDFO on 03/07/2017 of Sub 

Division Bannu vide letter No. 07-09/G. after this date I cannot be held

. V.

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

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



f

I
26/E which was completed o 

whole period of
dated 04/07/2018 vide ofhcB letter No

16/01/2019 vide 

21-months little less than 2 years 

know the damage in seedling stage where there

order
57 in thisletter No:office

, an snvormentalist / forester should must

maintenance observedwas no

in the said period.

dated 01/01/2018-,- and office letter No.

office DFO D.I Khan, who
i. That after repeated letter No. 96; G

dated 14/03/2018 by DFO Bannu to inquiry

complete the inquiry in stipulated time without any reason.
6777/g

a

was unable to

was under process, when in the mean 

attaining of the said age. 

ESTA code speedy disposal 

superannuation of a civil servant

That inquiry into the aforesaid allegation 

while appellant reach the age of superannuation on

vii.

retired from service on 07/09/2017. As perHe was

of disciplinary cases/ abatment of inquiry 

Reference FR-54-A self explanatory.

on
; (

in Honorable Service25/04/2018 to seek justice, I filled a case ;viii. That on

Tribunal. On 25/05/2018 the 

respondents for the 

. same is -suspended till further prdpr.

.inquiry dated 14/06/2018 vide letter Mo. 2030/G was

Ho-.-iorable Service Tribunal issued a notice to the

inquiry proceeding If pending against the appellant the 

Despite the Honorable court orders, an 

initiated',, which unlawful

and is contempt of Honorable Cvurt.

That after my Fetirement-a 2"^ De-novo inquiry was initiated vide office 

'26/E dated 04/07/2018 which is again unlawful as per FR-54-A 

earlier mentioned:

repeated contempt of court, which was issued on

A.ix.
\

letter No.

. of ESTA Code as 

That It is again and 

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

• (B.

i



■s
Th;it%fter my retirement i.e. 07/09/2017 & lapse of 18-months, 2"“ inquiry 

• report vide letter No. 57 dated 16/01/2019 is again unlawful and unjust.

conducted during suspension order by the

X.

That the De-novo inquiry was 

Honorable Service Tribunal.

That the appellant was not given any opportunity to be cross examined. Neither 

the appellant was given proper time to reply into the concerned inquiry. 

Furthermore no show cause notice as issued to the appeiiant regarding the De- 

novo inquiry. It is further added That the appellant was not given any chance 

for personal hearing, neither any. explanation was given to the undersigned.

In the previous Govt of PTI, the present Prime Minister .of Pakistan, special 

advisor to CM, secretary forest, chief conservator & conservator visited the said 

areas but none of any deficiency was reported by any higher officials.

This appeal may be humbly accepted, keeping in consideration that the undersigned 

is a pensioner and reserves every right to be respected like any other citizen under

xi.

xii.

xiii.

constitution of the Pakistan.

Dated :c;?;?/03/2019

Yours Sincerely

Haji.Safir Ullah Khan 
S/o*Malik Mir Dad Khan,
R/o Sero Bada Khel, Bannu 
Ex-Deputy" Ranger Forest 
Division 
Division, Bannu.

. Contact No. 0333-1903232 
0346-9293062

' SubBannu

i
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The Conservator of Forest Soutfiern Circle, 
Peshawar.

Subject: EXTENSION IN TIME PERIOD FOR APPEAL

■ 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 57 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; <^/03/2019

Yours Sincerely

Haji Safir Uilah Khan 
S/o Malik Mir Dad Khan,
R/o Sero Bada Khel, Bannu 

, Ex-Deputy Ranger Forest 
Division
Division, Bannu-.
Contact No. 0333-1903232 

0346-9293062

Bannu ’ Sub

y^'l'in
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1iIP f Conservator of Forests 
Southern Circle Sh^lnH^oatTF^

Phone # 091-9214024
Dated Peshawai- the -y/OdgOdy

awar

No iiSHilffiv; V*

To

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

SUBJECT:- :EMXENSIQNTNyTlME-PERIOD;-Ff>B:iAP^^

Reference your appeals dated 22.03.2^019.

Y-our appeals in the subject matter received 

■ examined found too laie. :iS^rgsino;profisionMia^

barred of time hence died pi

on 22.03.2019 in this office has been

ease.

Conservator of Forests 
^itithern Circi^^egJkawar /c ;1/Ijj E (

No.

Copy forwarded to Divisional Forest Officer Bannu for information.

9.Conservator of Forests 
Southern Circle Beshaw C

V
/:

D:\D\Old De5top\S»lnmn2018\5alman22.doc
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BEFORl^: KHYBER PAKKTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No, ^-34 of 7/J19
: 'o;l'

SafeeruHah Khan S/Q Malik Mir Dad Khan Ex- Deputy Ranger, Bannu Sub Division, Bannu

Resident of Sero Bada Kh.e.l, Tehsil and District Bannu .

".'i

(Appellant)

VERSUS
\
I

Govt: of KPK through Secretafy;Environment Department Govt: of KPK, Peshawar1-

2- Chief Conservator of Forpsts-||P^ .u
1

3- Conservator of Forests.So.uthern.Circio Peshawar

4- Divisional Forest Officer Bahhu (DrO) Bannu).
■ ii;

i.

(Respondents)
■ .7'’^«

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF RESPONDENTS NO. 1 to,4
;

V;Respectfully sheweth:- 'V 'Vi
Preliminary objections:- •' i f

i-
{•

• I ''r*

1- The appellant has got nd^lo'eus sicindi and no cause of actiohito file the instant appeal.

2- The appeal is badly barred;by]t'ime.

3- The appellant has not cbm'etd.triis Honorable court with clean hands.
t

4- This honorable court hasmb jufi'sdiotion to entertain the instant appeal.

5- That the appeal is liabi'eTb be'.dismissed on the ground of rnis-joinder/non-joinder of necessary

■Vnr^parties.

6- That the appellant is stqpp'ed by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

.2

V'
V

FACTS

1- No comment perrairis' tq record,

2- Incorrect the appeliabt has'sustained huge loss to Government exchequer while he 

posted as incharge SDF0, Bannu ot Bannu Forest Division:'

was

3- No comment pertainV^aifecerd.

4- Correct to the extent'thab\he petitioner submitted the reply of charge sheet, however all

ir

' ■

' • 'ff'
the charges were pfoVpd'§|ains't him during the inquiry bVoceeding, 

5- No comment pertains-to.ra'cord.
!

6' No comment pertaihs.fo record.

7- Incorrect, Muhammad Shakeel OFO Kohat after detail'inquiry and visiting each plantat 

site endorsed the Tecbmmend'yuons of Mr. Abdid Murbtaz DFO 0.1. Khan (previous inquiry 

officer).

8- In correct. Before re.ceiptbf’decrdon of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Services {Tribunal,; t^he. inquiry
• ■ i.'

officer has proved tFip charge's of inefficiency, misronduct and corruption against the
■1:'.

ion



i1-A\-f-_; <■

accus6d officisis incluciirig'thf.’ ^pp^'l^ant snd accordinglv the authority imposed the 

of Rs. 30410^^7/-’(Three Millic n forty one thousand, f-fty seven) vide DFO Bannu office order 

No. 57 dated 16-1^2019.' Further appeal against the'^decision dated 11-2-2019 of Khyber 

Pakhtunkh\«a Service Tribunal has been filed in the august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

9- Correct, being lime'barred,'Conservator of Forests Sbuthern Circle Peshawar being

recovery

next
* t *'*higher authority has'filed his appeal vide his office tetter No. 4640/E dated 17-4-2019.

10- Incorrect the appellahtbas sustained huge loss to Government exchequer viz Rs. 3041058/--. 

due to his ineffic:encV?*fViisconduct and corruption, his'appeal needs to be dismissed in the 

interest of governmerif- with the direction to remit the recovery amount of Rs. 3041058/- in 

government treasury.^ •

; -

. i*

■y

Incorrect. The enquifV'ipfoceedings conducted against the appellant have been conducted

strictly in accordance with Efficiency StDisciplinary Rules 2011.

b- Incorrect, the Inquiry was, conducted in accordance with E&D Rules 2011, the inquiry officer Mr.
7 ‘ ■ if

Abid Mumtaz Divisional'Forest Officer D.l. Khan Forest Division vide his office letter No. 6903/G
■ ,_Ju ’

dated 22-6-2019 (Annexure-A) 'sent a copy of charge sheet alongwith memo of allegations 

accordingly the appeNa^t has also responded written? reply (Annexure-B). Also while
•i

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 12-11-2018 (Annexure-C) to be present in 

person and to show their-cdncern if any regarding previous inquiry conducted by DFO D.l. Khan 

c- Incorrect, Initially inquiry.sta'hed while the appellant was in service vide this office letter No.
•i-' ; ;

3021-24/G dated 15-6-2017 & No. 253/E dated 10-8-2017 (Annexure-D-1 & D-2) further de- 

novo inquiry was on ’their- request received vide Conservator of Forests Southern Circle 

Peshawar letter No. 26/B'dated 04-7-2018 (Annexure-E-l & E-2) and item-6 of E&D Rules 2011, 

Muhammad Shakeel‘Divisidhal Forest Officer Kohat has appointed as inquiry officer vide DFO 

Bannu office order No. •34' dated 5-7-2018 (Annexure-F) to probe ailegations/short comings 

raised by the accused officials in .connection with inquiry report submitted by Mr. Abid Mumtaz 

Division Forest Officer D.l. Khan vjde his office letter No. 835b,/G dated 11-5-2018 (Annexure-G). 

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

584/G dated 12-11-20^8. (Annexure-C) regarding re-inspection of plantation beside re

measurement to be cond.ucted by DFO Kohat, but the appellant refused telephonically that he

has nothing to do with inquiry, hence Muhammad Shakell Divisional Forest Officer Kohat has
. ^ /•

visited the plantation p/eas 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-H).

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

dated 13-12-2018 (Anne.xure-I) which was delivered to the appellant at his house situated in 

officer colony Miran Shah.Road Bannu .n person, but returned with the remarks that he has left 

Bannu and now residing in Peshawr.r, therefore the appellant was again contacted on his cell

GROUND

a-

I
)

!»;
} ■

' ■

^1-
. 1
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n"^’Vr;ic<7 i;

#
phone but he refuse^a’th’at he''has already been retired therefore he has nothing to do with 

inquiry. However, thedettfersept/.'n hi.'; permanent addreSs which is available in office record, 

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

V '

inefficiency, rnisconductfapd^corruprion, therefore the recovery imposed by the authority viz Rs. 

3041058/- needs to be.recovered in the best interest of public service.

In correct because th'eVpafa^'S'.'of the decision dated 11-2.-2019 of this Honorable-Tribunal, in theg-

case of appellant is q^tiit’e 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/withdaw "(Annexure*J), hence the Government loss viz Rs. 30,41,058/- 

has been proved by the.inquiry committee on the part of appellant and further confirmed by the 

authority vide DFO Banhu-office order No. 57 dated 16-1-2019 (Annexure-K) which needs to be

I

V

recovered. Moreover/appeal-against the-decision of Honorable Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

dated 11-2-2019 has beeW filed in the august Supreme Court of Pakistan (Annexure-L) 

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

-'r.V'-'.
. i t : ■

•'i

in view of the above.'explanatipn, it is therefore requested that the instant appeal may 

graciously be dismisseclV'a’hd'’'the appellant may also be-, directed to remit the loss viz Rs. 

3041058/- sustained^.to;;,Government due to inefficiency,.- misconduct and corruption by the 

appellant duly proved’ib'yj/the'inquiry officers and further;confirmed by the authority vide DFO 

Bannu office order No.'-5'7'.-dated 16-1-2019.

t .V

1
'*

;
i

\

■-

N
^X^ecreraryTo .Governrnent of 
■^Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Fprestr^ 

Environment S-rWildIjfe.-Departmen't 
he'sh'awar- 

(RespBWdePt'Nb.'l)

Xhiefpetlservator dfsForests 
Central Soptffern Re^n-I ' 

'yi^shawar 
(Respondent No. 2)-n-

5

j..

\„ /
TT'/-- .

Conservator of Forests 
Southern ofrcle: Peshawar 

(Responde.nt No. 3)

DiTtfional For/stpfficer 
/Bannu Fori 

(Respondent No. 4)
ivision

*
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IB Qjuis^nlmi' # 20-Jifhiihi hjbiUivad

efiOii.e^n)966-92d01dI
0966-92S048J

ojdhuf^'tmkiz''- 
'Oi-id.'iloital 'T'o'rcsi Ojficcr 

''fore:>i''Divis-ioii .

■Hr-%k-. t4-■

t'?-'- -r; . V

Wif ■ .y--

’V'.. eT'%
H June 2017Qatecf^H'le Mm-. Ki'Xo.

¥:■

To
M/S SaTirullah Depuly Ranger 

. • & Ismail Rlian F ore si Guard. 
C/0 Ofliee Bannu

h

SUBJECT: INQUIRY

Memo:

Mic undersigned lias been appoinied as inquiry olTicer lo pi:oj3e into rnaUcr and 
finalized the inquiry proceeding under the rules, vide DFO Bannu Office Order No.61 dated 
15.06.2017. A copy of charge sheet along with memo of allegation is sent here with.

You are hereby directed to furnish the repiie.s of charge sheet with in Seven (7) 
days from the date of receipt of this letter so that the inquiry could be finalized

Please acknowledge receipt,

divisional forest officer
D.l.Kl-lAN forest-division 

D.l.RFlAN
/c,No.
Copy forwarded to DFO Bafinu for information, Fie is requested to deliver the 

letter meant for above name offeial and proper acknowledge receipt which .may be sent to this 
offee ; <

divisional forest Op-ICER 
D.LKHAN FORES'f Dl/lSlON 

D.'l^K.HAN '

/ ></ic' _ fX. /
dI rC\

CRY 1/' •rC
oi- -a

(?/ ■/ i

VI
^■01 <;

—it /I

kf)/

DiyfSlONALFORBST 
/BANiv-U F0RE& îViSlON
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f. V;
The Divisional Forest Officer 
D.l. Khan Forest Division3

1' ..:
Subject INQUIRY-REPLY OF CHARGE THEREOF .

0■n
Memo:-

Reference your office letter No. 3193/G dated 01-ll-2017(received through DFO Bahnu(^ 
letter No. 662/G dated 08-11-2017) 7)\)^

■.x-

(1In this connection my submission is furnished as under:-I
"i

1- I have been retired on superannuation with effect from 07-9-2017 (copy of DFO 
Bannu office order No. 07 dated 16-10-2017 (copy enclosed).

2- The reported failure in various plantation areas Shagai, Adami-ll, Waligai, Sadda 
Khel 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 
as under:-

' i

■ 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. ' 
was held up for the three months due,non release of funds, . • • •

I-

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

I
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 I have been 
suffered due to financial constrained please.

Dated__ /11/2017 r-fC ;•

1 (Safirullah ) 
Ex-Deputy Ranger 

Bannu Forest Division■3

1.5
.1:
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E/Generl

vt
MiranshaliRoadJappi

Killa Baniiu 
M0928-9270042 

. a0928'620145

Syed Lateef Hussain
Divisional Foi'est Officer
Bannu Forest Division

%V-

l

11/2018Dated Peshav^ar • '-f^rj IGNo

To SaferuTih D/Ranger (Retired) 
^/Ir Akbfti I'daz.l'orefder.

• T^-'..is'i;-taii K'--. r^orosi'Guaro.
- sher Aiah'i I-orest Guard 

Yousaf Khan Forest Guard

Mr1.

;;

Mr.•'1-

5

OF BANNU FOREST
inquiry against THE STAFFINITIATION OF

division
Subject: -

•;

areas
conducted by Mr. Abid Mumtaz DFO D.l. Khan 

Please acknowledge receipt.
/■

'/
Tores!

mnnu Fores'. Divis^ry y

;

i

:. .1



k-\ ^ 'T
' • :(■

#

V .„.FF1CE ORDER HOi^i DATED THE BANNU/JjG /2017, ISSUED BY AMJAD SAMAD 
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU.

■

The undersigned paid visit to Dandi, plantation, Sadda Khel Jazeera Water logged 
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%. i ,

Mr. Abid Mumlaz DFO D.l Khan Forest Division is hereby appointed as inquiry Officer 
to probe into matter and fix responsibility against M/S Safiruliali 0/Ranger incharge 
Bannu Forest Sub Division and Ismail Khan Forest Guard incharge of Sadda Khel 
plantation and submit the enquiry report as early as possible. , y

t)■

I

(/%njad Samad) i 
Divisional Forest Offici 
Bannu Forest Divisijon^

-
■i-

•!
No. ^ /G

Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to;

1- The Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of , 
information, please.

2- Divisional Forest Officer.
The Statement of allegation and charge sheets are enclosed for further
course of action.

3- SDFO Bannu,.
4- Divisional Accountant.

1

D.l. Khan for information and necessary action.
s.

i ■

iV;

h

::7>
Div sioii^l/dr^ 

Batinu Forest Division
Office

c
i,

■;



Ar)niM^-'h '2-'! ■•;>t:•;r.
f''

E/Generl ;■ :

•.- •<
X.'.

'■ ■ -Environment/ .
; ■ [Depsrtnrient. .

‘ Gpyem/7?^/?(’o/:Krty5e/: 
r Pakhiu'nkliewa

f • ;: ;i!!' ■ • ; :

t • •

Mir$nshah Road Tappi 
-AKiHa Bannu

;•= Syed Lateef Hussajh- / [
| Divisional Forest Q^jcer |

• Bannu Forest Division ';'j.
- 1 ;■ >^0926-9270042

..^0926-9270034•V

1^/ ^72017No. ■ /E Dated Peshawar

ToI.

i

Conservator of Forests 
Southern Circle rPeshawar-' ■ ■

•- POOR PERFORMANCE AS IN CHARGE SDFO BANNU

I

r ’

■ Subject: ■ s.

i

. Memo;-

•; your office letter ends.t: No. 9874/E-63 dated 22-6- 
■' 2017'(received in this,'pfi,21-7;:20r7)r; ; .

Reference'
•j; •; t ••

I ii.'I ,///:. ■-•s.- -
. , K'.o ••• 1. ?-i •v.'.'-;rr\-r K ; un-':

h iThe Cjharge sheet, and.mefno of alleg'ati :n .c^gainst iMr; Safirullah Deputy Range incharge

•Bannu Forest Sub Divisiori as well as concerned Forest Guards prepared in light of report

'submitted.by newly posted.SDFO Bannu.y;c:e his letter .No. Ol-3/SDFO'B dated 24-7-

■ 2017 for further course of action, please.

End: As above

i.'

•• j

\

I

■4r i. •

I I .i:''I

T

V\-Diyfsional Forest UffiCQL 
Bdnnu Forest Division/v'' V '• il. .1: I

i: f I'!' ; U'lI •

r, i\ i;.:: 1.::
V

' =: • '!■

'5' I, •t*

■\ I il ' ' ii.
.... D^GNALFORtST,;BfF!CEil 
/ BANNUFOS&rBlVISlCNI

r -'M tr-
r. f. \I

. /
./•

j

:
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Cuiiscrvaror oT Forests 
Soutlierii Circle

Sliami Road Mliawar, 
________ Plioue #091-9214024
Dated Peshawar the O ^ /07/2018

I

■fA /■■ 
- ^ .. > No 1/E-»

lo

/\y\YloaW-^'^Sjed Laleel'llussain 
Divisional Forest Offlcei 
Eannu Forest Division Baiinii

\
SIIIUFC IINl 1 lATION OF lNQUri<Y AGAINST THE STAFF OF BANNU FOREST

olvisioN / INQUIRYReport thereof. H ^
Kelbience DFO D.l.Klian lellei No. 8348-49/G dated 11.05.2018 arid No. 8350-51/G 

d ried 11 5.2018. 8982-83/G dated ! 1.06.2018 addie.ssed to you and copy thereof 
endorsed to this ofllce.

\
i

I .

M/S Akber Niaz Forester, Istnai! Khan Forest Guard and Slier Alam Khan Forset Guard of Bannu Forest 

Division has ai'proaclied lo the Honorable Minister of Forests KP Peshawar through their application 

(enclosed in original) wherein (hey slated that Mr. Abid Mu'mtaz Khan DFO D.l.Klian has conducted :<

inqiiiiy in (he suliject ca.se hut he could not checked and verify the venue of failure of reported 
plnnlabons, Iherefoie he could not

.

asses and verify the factual position of the existing plantations and. 
iumisticd hi.s inquiiy report against the ground realities which doesn’^fulfill the requirement of justice 

and are te(}iiesled lo slopped the deci.sion on the in complete inquiry proceeding against them. The worthy 

Minister to (.lovl: ol l-oi'est Kliybcr Pakhlunkhwa has expressed deep concern over inquiry report and 

retinesled lo (he tindcisigned regarding lo look in to the matter in light of (he allegations contained in
application and then de-iiovo inquiiy may be,initialed. 

^’ou aie I
i

(lierelbrc directed that de-itovoyi^ay be conducted and being
an Authorized Officer the de-novo 

itK|uiry againsl llie slatl ol 13amui Forest Divisioii inqnii) may be entrusted to Miihainmad Shakeel DFO 

Kohat alongwilh complete documents with the request lo complete the inquiry proceeding within a
“ft ’

Ti.-within 15 days 

nice.

I
:/

slipulaied period and .'^ubmitihis Authorized orficer '• ’ . -
widi clear cut recommendation under the E&D Rules 2011 under intimation lo this

vA>
Conservator of Forests 

^S^rthern Circj^^liawar

No.
C'opy loi wauled to the;

1. PS lo Minister lo Govt: of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Forestry, Environment and Wildlife 
Depailnieiil for information please.

2. Chiel eXmservator of Forests Central Soulhern Forest Region-i Khyber Pakhlunkhwa 
Peshawar please.

3. DF(..) Kolial for infonnalion and .similar necessary action under the Rules;

/!•:

i:

Con.servalpr of Forests 
Southern Circle Peshawar

I) ‘D'Old t>cslo|i*Siilm;ii» 23 t

T

r/
i;
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V

i’

hereby appointed Muhammad Shakeel Khan niwki capacity of competent authority,
to probe the allegations/short comingr'aised bv t e? '^'^^'ty officer
reports submitted by Mr Abid Mumta? Divi ■ ^ with inquiry- s..,o».«,u..r.3"srrrisss(

r

5s:€"~""“ will act as departmental 
cer should submit his findings ?;

(Syed Lateef Hussain) i 
Divisional Forest Officei 
Bannu Forest Divisiorf >

!.

;

t:

No.2^-2>X-/q
Copy forwarded to -

■ r::—
herewith for further course of action, The report mav 
period as there Is involve huge loss to Govt:

File No. 1 from Page 01 toj^
File No. 2 from Page 01 to 
File No. 3 from page 01 to

I1- I.

fn for
complete inquiries files are enclosed 

I submitted^ within stipulated 
as well iis court case, please.

5

;>

iii- I
I:
s:

3- Divisional Accountant/official. concerned
I'

I

alFores?^Divi ffic
P^inu Forest Divis

V

• t ■! ,•

'Y t! f;
■■.tj

a;-
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(Bufi^doiiJ # 20 -^rrrt?/;a lq5aCrch(f- 
(D.L'tifiau C<^ntt.

<Vfione # 0966-9280181 ■
'FajC # 0966-9280481

J^XncC Muintaz
'Divisioiiaf'rarest Officer 
<D.I.Xfian 9^or(’sl. (Division

*

(Datef 09.L%fian tfie !/ May 20ISMo. //25 c-' /g
To

The Divisional Forest Officer, 
Bannu Forest Division, Bannu

INITIATION OF INQUtRY AGAINST THE STAFF OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION / {NQIHRYSUBJECT:
REPORT THEREOF

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

The failure and total short fall has clearly been reflected in the inquiry report v/hich is again
reproduced as under;

Survival / failure %ageShortfallExcess
area

Area
measured 
through 
GPS (Ha)

Name of 
area

Area
charged

3,#

(Ha)(Ha)

82% of area is 60% fattSd
18% of area is totally failed___________
Part-1 (5x5) = 26.68 ha 20.-30% success 
Part-ll (5x5)^4.95 ha 20-30% success 
Part-Ill (5x5) = 23.24 ha 40-50% success 
Part-!V (10x5) = 10.30 ha 25-35% success" 
Part-V = 12.52 ha 75-80% success 
Part-VI (10x5) = 3.26 ha 65-70% success 

"110.75 ha = 70-80% success 
123.93 ha = 5% success 

Adami-ll
plantation

9.0454.0445(10x5)1.

Shagai
plantation

102.4577.551802.

;
9.68234.68225Waligai3.

Further being custodian of record and competent authority in the case, it is requested to calculate the amount / 
expenditure incurred on raising and maintenance of plantation and distribute the losses sustained to the public 
exchequers as per designation v/ise responsibility.

The inquiry report along with connected documents received with your letter noted above containing from page No. 
to ^ ij is returned herewith for information and further necessary action. * '

Acknowledge the receipt ;

.1

dNALFC^ES fICERDiVlSl
D.l.KHAN FOREST M/ISION 

D.I.KHAir A .

Com forwarded to the Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar information
e to the DFO Bannu endorsement letter No. 1698/G dated 09/04/2018, please.

No.

and necessary action with refer^

divisional forest officer
D.l.KHAN FOREST DIVISION 

D.l.KHAN /



ipi'Ip
ENQUIRY REPORT IN RESPECT OF M/S SAFEERULLAH DEPUTY RANGER I/C SDFO BANNU,' 

* “ AKBAR NIA2 FORESTER, ISMAIL KHAN FOREST GUARD, SHERALAM FOREST GUARD AND
jfOISAF I'.HAN FOREST GUARD OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION

I!
I
A

. 4 A-;:-- . \'
|j.

i ■■I ifT- a
; Read withm

■ 1, Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu Forest Division cfffice order No. 08 dated 25/10/2017 circulated 
vide endorsement felh.-r No, 557-60/G of even date, '

■ 2. Divisional Forest Ofric,!r D,I.Khan office tetter No. 31.93-95/G dated 01/11/2017, No. 3196-98/G 
dated 01/11/2017, No 3-:09-3201/G dated 01/11/2017 No, 3202-3204/G dated 01/11/2017 and No. 
3205-07/G dated 01/1 e'2017,

3, Repl/^daled 17/11/20':7 furnished.by Mr, Safeeruliah Deputy Ranger (Retired) the then incharge 
SDFO, Bannu

U: I
I
f

ij/

If ■r
m¥

■m
4. Reply dated 13/11/2017 furnished by Mr. Akbar Niaz Forester 1/C Shagai Block Plantation.
5. Reply dated 17/11/2017 furnished by Mr. Sher Alam Forest Guard I/C Wlaigaf Block Plantation
6. Reply dated 14/11/20'^7 furnished by Mr, Yousaf Khan Forest Guard i/C Adami'Block Plantation
7. Mr. Muhammad Ismail '-orest Guard i/C Shagai nas not yet subrnillsd bpiy to the Charge Sheet 

and statement of allegation

If-
■ m

k
■’E

W-t

Discussion

W. : The Divisional Forest Officers, Bannu Forest Division in the company of newly'posted SDFO, Bannu during 
filed visit to various plantation areas noticed failure in the plantation raised under Biltion Trees Afforestation 
Project due lo Improper maintenance, less watering and lack of. interest by thei then SDFO ^annu, incharge 
Forester and Forest Guards of the planlatiofi areas. The area wise observations of the af^ementioned 
officers were as under; ‘ .

A

i

t
Name of
officer /

Name of area Total Failure Muster Roll Nos. under Total 
amount 
incurred 
(Rs.):,:.

s,
I

t- \ noticed by ; which the expenditures 
i were incurred

areaI
official posted 
at. plantation

claimeJ i theJii
i1 (Ha) officers

sites
H Safiruflah Dy. 

Ranger I/C 
SDFO, Bannu 
Yousaf Khan 
Forest guard

1668000■ Adami - li Block i 45 
Plai'Ualion

: No. 430. 444. .459 524, 
574 & 648/BU from
F-ebruary 2016 to June 

. 2016

50a, 7^ii i !
r11mi Safirullah Dy. 

Ranger 1/C' 
SDFO. Bannu 
Akbar Niaz 
Forester 
Ismail Khan 
Forest Guard ,

Shagai Block i 185 : 50%
plantation i

7861600No. 238. 239, 240. 241 
242, 243. 290, 291, 292 
293, 360, 423, 489, 532 
584,603 &G35/BU

II
Cl

ii

h
Safirullah Dy, 
Ranger l/C 
SDFO, Bannu

12344000No.158. 194, 237. 285,
■ I 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,

I 381, 427, 460, 526 ,571 8.
; 645 /2016-17 .

3 Waligai Block | 225 
plantation- ;

40%

#} SherMr. c
I

Alam Forest 
Guardillmiii ■ 

ai i•• H

in xder to.orooer enouire in to the matter and knnwinn th« ___ .1 r; •nrfMin/H rrx''

A/

ITiVIbiONAl FORhSy 
! B.ANNU FORE62D^iON
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^ Forest Officer. Bannu Forest Division which were accordingly-served upbn the accused officials vide DFuh-^ 
= ' ^0''6St Division (Enquiry Officer) letter noted against each as per detail given under; .
^ __ ____________ _______ ______________

'■ Name and Rank of accused officer / official

111 
■- ■ “ M

■ V.'. ■

iSi Letter No: & date through which the charge 
sheeU statement of allegation served __ 
fetter No.r3i93-95/G dated 01/11/2017." 'w :■ O'

■I 1. I Safirullah Deputy Ranger I/C SDFO Bannu Forest 
_ Si^ Division

Akbar Niaz Forest Guard incfiarge Shagai Block 
.. _____

Mr. Ismail Khan (-orcst Guai'd 1/C .....
l_plantajion
I Mr. Sher Alain Forest Guard I/C Waiigai sTock 

i piant3lion_
Mr, Yousaf Khan Fbiesl Guard I/C Adami -11 Block' 

i plantation

nnuBQ
i/C--' /G' 

A/
f ■

ir/ 2.ft,." No. 3196-98/G dated 01/11/20171
4

3.'iii No. 3199-3201/G dated 01/11/20171
A/ 4. No, 3202-3204/G dated 01/11/2017 •■fcrvl

5. No. 3205-07/G dated 01/11/2017.

r m-
ifcf-'

■ The accused officials submitted reply to the charge sheet and staterrierjt of allegations and defended the 
charges / allegation framed against them.

Proceedings

r-': #•Pr r:
■

: '.P-M:-te' The undersigned in tfie capacity of Enquir;/ 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 and termite attack etc. Plantation sites wereyinspecled on 
27/07/2018 accompanied wi-h the DFO, Bannu, SDFO Bannu and accused officials^ and found that 
condition of plantations were very poor. The accused officials were asked on spot to beat-up the failure 
within least possible time.

From 08/03/2018 to 16/03/2C18 the Monitoring Officer, Billion Trees Afforestation Project South Region 
checked the plantations and found that no improvements in the area were rriade. Personal hearing was \ 
conducted and checked all the relevant record in the office of DFO, Bannu Forest Division. ............................

. i:

•:r
•J

D •
A
I

The observations during -ttie nspeclion by the Monitoring Officer and oh request intimated the results of 
sites lo.lhe undersigned whict. are elaborated as under;

• Art S.# Name of Area
charqcrd 

i (Ha)

Excess Shortfall Survival %ageArea
I measured 
i through 
!_GPS(Hui.......

134.04 ^

4A area area
([(Ha)

•j 1"

1 ^ ■ .82% of area is 60%
' is totally failed. . .'
: Parl-i''(5x5) = 26.68 ha'20-30% 

■‘Part-11 (5x5) = 4.95 ha 20-30%
' ParMlT (5x5)'= 23724 ha 40-50% 
i'ParT-lV (10x5) = 10^30 ha 25-35%
: PaiT-Vls'xS) =72752 ha 75-80% _ 
■'Part-Vi (10x5) = 3.26 ha 65-70% '
, {To77Tha = 70-80% .
' 123.93 ha = 5%

Adami-II ; 
; pianiaiion ;1. ; 4‘3(10,< ^ 9,04

I Shagai 
planlaliqii2. 18( 102,4577.55

fl
3'.. Waligai 22b’ 234.63 . 9.68

Findings

Keeping in view the above .J scussion and ground reality and consiiltalioh of record and personal hearino- w- ,

^!\/IS10NAL FO/t2>0<F!CER 
BANNU FOrcSTDIVISiCb
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|j||)ijlaled above raised under Billion Trees Affo 
^p^Foper mainienance. less 

ofilieplaniatjon

!..

If:.

lig^maieildations
Mg:-¥g-~

I
^S'.v

|4ainsl (he accused oSs!\here(o^ misconducl and corruption have been proved ■

I j: be imposed upon !he accused officials ' ^ ^ ® recommend the following punishrnenl lo
m'i::

iI
■ • r ;

P responsiblel!^\te damage tae'^astewSpeJ Sub Division i

F'orestSub Divisi„.,,_,,, unTiym? " ------ ■■• -___
all the expenditure incurred on aii the three“f31 blantiin!'c""f
plantation and their subsequenfmainlenance mav he rT on account of initial
9r.B, o.p.,, p»S, S'S “ »«i»"'

wasi on

^1'' 

I „ .

...:a

•9 '''ne CKiTiciiciing staff 
i'lt-' pi'dtiiiatiofis thereiua:; 
the reusing and subseqne 
major penalty as cl^.’fir.ecj 
Discipline) Rules. P011 
(orest guards

" - l« ...po..,; ,,,, (Eta-yj

1.0 0

on

:rf A

•■■ V

I ••

Kin ■ V ■*

■, ■,:/ I !
{ASidOmmtni)

divIpSional forest officf-t 
EMQUIRY OFFICER

f

ss- ;
gtiF
|i#?P:I

:i.
r,;

9

.1
■;.. I

VT!:
se-'

;vl

D/!SiONAL FOREST 
/bANNLI .
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KOHAT FOREST DIVISION
40 • Slal Baz Ftoad, Kohat Cantt; Kohat 

Phone No. 0922-9260199 
Email: d1 okpbat@yahQo.comZZ^

MUHAMMAD SHAKEEL 
Divisional Forest OfficerisI

\
: Dated /2. 7^#^No.*'»

f (To

'I'hc Divisional Forest Officer, 
Bannu Forest Division Bannu.

i
DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST ' HE STAFF OF Bannu FOREST DIVNl

Ref: Con’espondence resting vide your office endst: No.29-32/G dated 
5/7/2017 , Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar endst: N0.27- 
Z9/E dated 4/7/2018 and this office lette ■ N0.96I-G7/G dated 22/11/2018..

Enclosed please find herewith Enquiry Report alongwlth enqiilr) Files pertaining to the subject case

For favour of further course of action in your office.

Mernoratiduin: -

1- File No.l Page-01 to

2- File N0.2 Page-01 to ■

3- File N0.3 Page-01 to . 

Ends As above.

■

Divisibn
Kohaci

:

No...

Copy forwarded to I’he Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for 
favour of information as referred to above please.

Divisional Forest OfTiccr 
Kohat Forest Division I

I
i'.'

V .

5

E/EsU:/Genersl

mailto:t@yahQo.com
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ENQUIRY REPORT IN RESPECT OF STAFF OF BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU

Read with *

1- DFO D.i. Khan office letter No. 8982/G dated ll-G-2018, 8350/G dated 11-5-2018
2- Conservators 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

1- The Divisional Forest Officer D.I. 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
SH Name of Area Area

charged
Area
measured 
through 
GPS (Ha)

Excess
area

Shortfall Survival % age
(Ha)

(Ha) (ha)

Dandi Block 
plantation

1- 35 29.97 0 5.03 85% to 90% very good
condition. _______
20% area 75-80% survived 
while the remaining 80% 
area is totally failed

2- Sadda Khel 
(Jazeera) W/L

60 68.20 8.20 0

3- Sadda Khel-ll 
B/Platttalion

221 171.22 60% survived. The condition 
of the plantation Is In poor
CD n dition ___ ______ _
82% area is 60% survived and 
18% area is totally failed
p'art-l (5x5)= 26.68ha 20:30 
S u ccess_____________

HI (5x5)= 4,95 ha 20-30% 
Part-Ill (5x5)= 23.24 'ha
40.50% success

102.45 pI(T-iV (10x5)= 10.30 ha
I ^5.35% success___________

ParVv (5x5)= 12.52 ha 75-
80% success__  _________
Part-IV (10x5)= 3.26 ha 65-

_____ 70% success________________
......i 110.75ha=70.80%success

! 123.93ha=5% success

0 49.78

Adami II 
plant:

4- 45(10x5) 54.04 9.04

Shagal
plantation

5- 180 77.55

Walighai6- 225 234.68 9.68

I

Although the reports with findings prepared and submitted by DFO D.I. Khan (previous Enquiry 
Officer) is totally based on the experties of Billion Trees Afforestation Project Monitoring team, 
who had properly Inspected the sites and calculated the survival percentage on technical 
grounds, however In compliance of Conservators of Forest Southsn Circle Peshawar vide his 
office letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018 and DFO Bannu office No. 34 dated 05-7-2018, the 
undersigned accompanied by DFO Bannu paid field visit on 27&28 November 2018 to th-a above

;■

■

......J f



^r>6VU^'/':3 t;

i.

in the 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 
were observed and the plantations were found in the same conditions as reported in the 
previous enquiry report, except the condition of Sadda Khel (Jazeera)Water logged plantation 

which was found Improved.

areas\

:

Conclusion ;
V
i. After detail inspection and re-measurement of the area in presence of the staff concerned the 

■ ^undersigned reached to the conclusion that:-

As the condition of Sadda Khel (Jazeera) water logged plantation was found improved, therefore 
the staff related with the said plantation area may be exonerated from the charges 

recommended by DFO D.l. Khan.
2- No improvement with respect to the plantation areas of Shagai, Sadda Khel-11, Adami-ll and 

Waligai plantation areas have been seen/verified, therefore, the recommendation of DFO D.l. 
Khan Forest Division (previous Enquiry Officer) may be implemented in the mentioned

i ' • ; ■

plaiUations.

1-

I

i.

5;

MUH.
divisionaITforest (Officer

KOHAT FOREST DIVISION

'

>• ■

I

'•

<)



Miranshah Road Tappi Killa Bannu 

&0928-620145
, o ft-•;

Syec/ Lateef Hussain , 
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER 

BANNU

80926-9270042r %
LB

I 12 /2018M Hated Bannu/GANo.
■: . V.

Mr. Safeerullah Deputy Ranger 
(Retired)

'.9|

INQUIRY ^r.fllNST THE STAFF Of BANNU FORESJ
initiation ofSubject; -
DIVISION

. .. Memorandum:-.

Enclosed find herewith Show cause 
; Officer D.l Khan Forest Division (inquiry Officer) and DFO Kohat

You are
if any within 7 days, otherwise cj?n pmIoq 9nii

; action will be initiated against you under E&D Rules 2011 

Acknowledge receipt

•received from Divisional Forestnotice alongwith inquiry reports
'■■vi'!

.my
V

a

aH=TtrHSrp Tic 
Forest Division/

n
.annu

L

o/lSiONAi-

;
■-r

i

);■

£/EsU:/General
■ * '*!'

!

t:
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KHYBER I’AKl-lTUNKWA SERVICE TRIB1)NA[,. PRSHXwAR

>

No. /ST Dated 6^3-' 2019

The Divisional Forest Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Dannu.

Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 613/2018. MR. SAFIR TII.I.Att.

1 am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dat^ 

11.0.2.2019 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

j.

Eucl: As above ;
i.
4

ADDITWfAL REGISTRAR 
KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESflAWAR.

i:
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;
n Date of

order/
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
No

ifs
11 2 3 c

y/ S/
//o'v

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVIcg?RIgUN^
Service Appeal No. 613/2018

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

25.04,2018
nm.ioi9 f'

Safir Ullah Khan S/o Malik Mir Dad Khan, R/o Sero Banda Khel, 
Bannu, Ex-Deputy Ranger, Forest Bannu Sub Division Bannu. 
Agency. I ;■

,•

Appellant

Versus

1. Divisional Forest Officer, Bannu. n
2. Chief Conservator of Forest Central Southern Region-I,

Peshawar.
< 3. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Environment Department Peshawar.
Respondents6

11.02.2019 Mr. Muhammad Hamid Mughal— 
Mr. Hussain Shah-—-----------------

Member (J) 
-Member (E)

JUDGMENT
I-
fMUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: Learned
;■

I )
counsel for appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil learned Assistant

Advocate General present.

The appellant (Retired Deputy Ranger) has filed the present2.

’V.,

Kappeal u/s 4 of Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 for 

the grant of pensionaiy benefits

;• ■

r1 I
'/■ '

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant3.

was allowed to retire from government service and to proceed on

superannuation pension w.e.f 07.09.2017 vide office order dated



I-I

2

16.10.2017. Next contended that the competent authority has also

given note in the said office order dated 16.10.2017 that pension

paper etc. will be processed after finalization of disciplinaiy 

proceeding against the appellant. Next contended that upon

rethement of the appellant w.e.f 07.09.2017, the departmental

proceeding against the appellant stood abated. Next contended that 

departmental punishment cannot be awarded to the appellant after his
' t

retirement from government service. Learned counsel for the 

appellant stressed that the order of departmental authority regarding 

withliolding of tlie pensionaiy benefits of the appellant is unlawful.

As against that learned AAG argued tliat the appellant caused 

huge loss to the government exchequer in that huge amount was 

incurred from govermnent 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 was served 

upon the appellant; that inquiry officer also conducted the inquiry 

and upon submission of the inquiry report dated 11.06.2018 the 

appellant was directed vide office letter dated 14.06.2018 to deposit 

the amount of Rs- 6959700/- on account of l ecovery imposed by the 

inquiry officer; that the appellant was retired onj07.09.2017 while the 

disciplinary action was initiated vide order dated 15.06.2017 i.e. well

4.

4

O'
i.

'

i-
/

//

before the date of retirement of the appellant.
\

Arguments heard. File perused.

< On 07.09.2017 the appellant attained the age of superannuation.

. , •• • v' ► •
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3

2

The departmental action was initiated against the appellant when he 

on the. verge of his retirement. In response to the charge sheet, 

the appellant submitted his reply dated 03.08.2017, However the 

appellant had already attained the age of superannuation when the
I I

inquiry officer submitted his report.

It is settled that if a government servant attains the age of

was

f.

:■

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 

witliholding of pensionary benefits to the appellant till the 

finalization of disciplinary proceeding against the appellant vide 

endorsement (Note) as given in the office order dated 16.10.2017
■ i ■ I . j ■

cannot be termed as lawful. Consequently endorsement (Note) as

8.

F
i

j

given in the office order dated 16.10.2017 regarding withholding of
:Li

'ypensionary benefits (non-processing of pension papers), is set aside.
■r

i

Needless to mention that in case any pecuniary loss jto the
i i' ^government has been proved against the appellant, the same may be

9. 'i*

r

i

recovered from the appellant in accordance with law.

10., The present service appeal is accepted / disposed of in the
j

above terms. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

;•

I
I
,L'

7;-
1*!

rconsigned to the record room. J'3•r ■:

\ /I
'■Wf \::v » \O'. iV ;■

:
\ ;'\

(Hiissain Shah) 

Member
^ (Muhammad Hamid Mughal) !•v i

5 ANNOUNCED 1

11.02.2019 *

VS
I •' \1 ;r"
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3^
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- ,S7 DATED BANNU JHE j^/01/2019jSSUED BY SYED LATEEF HUSSAIN
DIVISIONAL FOREST OFFICER BANNU FOREST DIVISION BANNU

OFFICE ORDER NO.

..•'Co-' -1'

f Read wlth:-
1- DFO Bannu Office order No. 08 dated 25-10^2017
2- CF South letter endst: No. 2809/E dated 17-10-2017.
3- DFO p.l. Khan letter No. 3202/G dated 01-11-2017
4- Reply furnished by Mr. Sher Alam Forest Guard dated 17-11-2017
5- Inquiry report bearing DFO D.l. Khan letter No. 8350/G dated 11-5-2018.
6- DFO Bannu office letter 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.

S- 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 13-12-2018.

' ,1.1r Reply furnished Sher-Alam Forest Guard dated 26-12-2018.
Ceil letter for personal hearing of DFO. Bannu vide No. 995-98/G dated 08-

vt5'
i

1

-f12-
2019

History of case .. .

Mr Sher Alam GU^ incharge of Waligai Block plantation,raised under Billion
'•’ -Project Phas^'Have*charge sheeted on a/o of heavy failure in the plantation area of Waligai vide DFO

Bannu office orders No. 081 dated 25-10-2017.

0wm
fc": To probe into the matter in the DFO Bannu in the capacity of authonty M^ Abid Mumtaz Divisional Fores^ 

Officer D I. Khan Forest Division has been appointed as inquiry officer. Accordingiy the ^ , j
vide his office letter No. 3202^/G dated 01-11-2017 served the charge sheet to the accused official whic 
wL delivered under proper receipt. The accused official has submitted his repfies 

directly to the inquiry officer; The DFO D.l. Khan vide his office letter No. ^
all the^ccused Officials including Mr. Sher Alam FG for personal hearing whi(:h has 

. endoLd vide this.office. letter endsf. No. 1694-95/G dated 15-3-2018. Personal hearing was conducted

on 16-3-2018 ln prince of departmental representative. inmiirv rpoort
The DFO,DT.-l^an-vide his office letter No. 8350/G dated 11-5-2018
mentbning therein of failure alongwith recommendations. The survival /o age of Wa g

plantation tabulate below.:.

Area: Aioi
^chatg^4 vmeasured 
(Ha) ip -mrough 

‘ GPS. (Ha)

4;

i-f: ■
' ■ .

.r.

7i .1li •

Failure %Survival %ageShortfallExcess
area
(Ha)

Name of 
Area

S# age
-i

• ^110.75 ha°2%
123.93ha= 95%

110.75 ha= 70-80% success
123.93 ha = 5% success9.68.14234.68!225r,.Waligai..

" '"is-;». »o=»»«
Lch may be recovered from the pension of Mr. Safirullah Ex-D/Ranger incharge Bannu 

Qiih Division as wdll as from the other involved officials on equal share basis.2- Mir P-afiiesS^'fmposed,, on Other involved officials as defined in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Government Servants .(E&b.Rules 2011)..
..• •*./

.

!7 ;i5i0NAL FC^cSJ^FlCER 
' BANNU F-i&Si DIVISION
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laving reservation by the accused officials on the inquiry reports submitted by DFO D.l. Khan received 
^S^^t:h;^!gh CF South letter No. 26/E dated 04-7-2018 with'the direction to conduct de-hovo .inquiry in the 

subject case, therefore in order to probe the short comings/allegation accused officials. Muhammad 
SMl^J§hakee! DFO Kohat has been appointed as inquiry officer vide office order No. 34 dated 05-7-2018. - , 
fisJiWhe DFO Kohat has paid field visit to the plantation sites on 27 &28 Nov: 2018 and also informed all the 
fiSteVaccused officials to be remained present during inspection vide his office letter No. 961-65/G dated 22-
fePll-2018.

■ ■

-According to the ground reality and condition of the plantation sites findings has been submitted by DFO 
^^^^tKohat vide his office letter No. 1094/G dated 5-12-2018 supporting therein the recommendations of DFO 

D.l Khan regarding Walgai block plantation area etc.
Finally the accused official Mr. Sher Alam Forest Guard were served with the show cause notices vide 

^^^Sletter No. 873-76/G dated43-12-2018 and also called for personal hearing vide this office letter No. 995- 
^^po98/G dated 08-01-2019.

■ total loss, sustains to Government viz Rs. 6082115/- on a/c of failure and shortfalls in Waligai
plantation area due to their negligence.

Findings.

• ..P
■ .Vvv

K

r

rr
;■

l-

Keeping in view of the recommendations received from DFO D.l. Khan and- Rohat (inquiries 
officers), therefore as provide under E&D RMied;20:j]pi^;dridefSi^ned;in the capa^^^^ 
awarded the following punishment 'On a/c of faiiure/Shpi^ali in the ar.ea, of Waligai plantation of 

: Bannu Forest Sub Division in favour of officials noted against each. r

yPunishment awardedName Rank of officials .______
Mr. Safirullah.Ex- Deputy Ranger

S#Wj
% Recovery of Rs. 3041058/- may deducted from his 

pension, ____________ ^____ _____________
1- Compulsory retired . from service with

immediate effect.
2- Imposed the recovery of Rsl 3041057/-

1-
i •

Mr. Sher Alam Forest Guard2-

tec r
t

■"1

I
I

4
;y (Syed Lateef rlusaaln) 
V Divisional F^^tyfficj 

Bahhui Forest^ivisiof

tei: !
No. /G

Copy forwarded to:-
' 1 - The Conservator of Forests Southern Circle Peshawar for favour of information, please.

i'

2- Sub Divisional Forest Officer Bannu, please. 
; 3- Divisional Accountant
4- Mr. Safeerullah Ex- Deputy Ranger
5- Mr. Sher Alam Forest Guard

II#:

mmi:: Divisional Fore^ Officer 
■ • Bannu Forest Division-'tec-

f

•C

VC
•i;--

I



E
■■■Vi.-jg

&: EPOWER OF ATTORNEY !
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

(APPELLATE JURISDICTION)
. -4

■t «iiv:•!

Vi \
' •F /2019C.P.L A. No.1;' •'v

• ,* ‘%
. .pi:tit[Oner(S);■ Govt, of KlTyber Pakiilunkliwn, and others

VE RSLiS

‘.r h^-
"■h ii- f'Vi kllah Khan RKSPOiNDKN'l'(S)

■:} KI'.(^vc) PenuuiK-f/Gijvi. nl' KI-'K in iIk- ai^inc suii/AppOiil/l-'eiiiion/kcrci'oncc. do iicicbv appuinl and ooiislidile Mian 
.. Siiadiillali Jandoli. •\d\'0>.aic'-oii-Record, Supreme Conn. Ibr Govi. of Kliyber Paklminkhwa llie Aiutnicy lor die 

aforesaid appelluni [ or plairuhT(s) or I’ctiiioncris) or Respondent {.s) or dcfendiin! (s) or oppo.site parly] ic coiTinience 
aiul pro^ce^:!e (or K> appear and dcfciui this aetion/appeal'Suii/peiiiiun/rcrercrice on inyVonr bchall'and all proceedmi. 
that nni> i'c laken in resix’ci on ans' application connected wiili the same inckiding proceeding in taxation anc 
applicadoi: review, to v.lra\\ and deposit monc'r, to lllc iind take back docamcni.s, to accept the process of die Conn
to appoHO aixi iiisiiuei counsel, to represent ilic aforesaid ap[X-llan! [ or plaiiiiilT (st'or pe.iilioncr(s'; or respoiulenl is) o 
dcrendan; is) or opposite purtv] in the above niaitei and to do all tilings incidciuai to sneli acting lor the aloresriit 

; appe'i'.ini |o; plaiisdli (s) or peiilutiier(s) or respondent is) or dolendanf (s) or opposite pariy|. The alorosaid appellant 
. [or pkdr.-,::': .'si v-r ix'ii'.ionerls) or rc.spoiideiu {si or dcicudant (s) or opposite iiari)'] agree (s) m ratify all acts done b> 

dii? the ak'iesaid .'.d'oeaie-oii-Kecord in pm siiance ea ;his auiiioriiy. ■
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