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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR/
f CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
/:

■fi SERVICE APPEAL NO. 58/2016h

’in
(Wasif Mir-vs- Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Local Govt.i .

i Election and Rural Development Department. Peshawar and two others)/

i
JUDGMENT

i
16.03.2016r

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI, CHAIRMAN: Appellant with

counsel and Mr. Gul Mir, Court Clerk alongwith Mr. Muhammad Saddique,

Senior Government Pleader for respondents present. Arguments on
r

maintainability of appeal heard and record perused.

The appellant is admittedly employee of Gilyat Development

Authority (GDA) Abbottabad which is an Autonomous Body and the

appellant is, therefore, not a civil servant within the meaning of section-2(b)

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973. According to Section-4 of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, a civil servant aggrieved of

any final order is authorized to prefer appeal before this Tribunal in the

prescribed manners. Since the appellant is not a civil servant as such appeal

of the appellant is not found maintainable under section-4 of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 read with section-2(b) of Khyber

3:
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973. The same is, therefore, dismissed in

limine. File be consigned to the record room. v-.„

4 •.an

ANNOUNCED
;:i^16.03.2016 ^ -

. ’.y
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17.02.2016
Counsel for the appellant present and heard. The appellant 

has irnpugned orders passed by Gilyal Development Authority a
''i- \

body crea:ted under Act-7 of 1996. The. question as to whether the 

appellant is a civil servant within the meaning of Section-2(b) of 

Civil Servants Act, 1973 would require determination.

Let pre-admission notice be issued to the respondents for 
16.3.2016 before S.B at Camp Court A/Abad.

Chmnnan
Camp Court A/Abad
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

/2016Case No.,

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321

15.01.2016
1 The appeal of Mr. Wasif Mir resubmitted today by post 

Through Mr. Abdul Aziz Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order. 1
REGISTRAR *

This case is entrusted to Touring Bench A.Abad for 

preliminary hearing to be put up thereon /

2 )

CHAI
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The appeal of Mr. Wasif Mir son of Muhammad Bashir Ex-Building Inspector GDA A.Abad received 

today i.e. on 29.12.2015 is returned to the counsel for the appellant with the direction to submit four 

spare copies/sets of the memorandum of appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

within 10 days.

. S'Og.r" /s.T, 
//^/2015.

No

\
Dt.

/ V

REGISTRAR-----
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr.Abdul Aziz Khan Tanoli
Advocate High Court A.Abad.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /201^

Wasif Mir son of Muhammad Bashir, Ex. Building Inspector, Gilyat Development 
Authority (GDA), Abbottabad, resident of Post Office Chotti Sheikhul Bandi, 
Abbottabad. . ,

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Local Govt. Election & Rural 
Development Department Peshawar and others.

....RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX

5.# Description Page No, Annexure
1. Service Appeal 1 to 7
2. Copy of appointment order ‘A”
3. Copy of show cause notices “B”&“G”^ To Co

//4. Copy of reply “D”
5. Copy of order is Annexure “E”
6. Copy of departmental appeal up»
7. Wakalatnama

...APPELLANT i

Through; y
tDated: ^>-1-^/2015 i

(ABDL^ZIZ TANOLI)
Advbeali^TOgh Court, Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TMBUNAL. KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. ^5*? /20l6^

§smm f

Wasif Mir son of Muhammad Bashir, Ex. Building Inspector, Gilyat Development 
Authority (GDA), Abbottabad, resident of Post Office Chotti Sheikhul Bandi, 
Abbottabad.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Local Govt. Election & 
Rural Development Department Peshawar.
Director General G.D.A Abbottabad.
Deputy Director (Admn) G.D.A Abbottabad.

2.
3.

....RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK SERVICE

TRIBUNAL ACT 1974, AGAINST IMPUGNED

ORDER NO. GDA/PF/1519-22/ADMN DATED

03/08/2015 WHEREBY THE MAJOR PENALTY OF

DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSE TO THE

APPELLANT UNDER E&D RUI.ES 2011 OF KPK,

WITHOUT CONDUCT OF REGULAR INQUIRY.
"C'-

i
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it
PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT

APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

03/08/2015 MAY VERY KINDLY BE SET-ASIDE

AND THE RESPONDENTS MAY PLEASE BE

DIRECTED TO REINSTATE THE APPELLANT IN

HIS SERVICE WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS. ANY

OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST

TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED

IN FAVOUR OF THE APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth: -

Following are the facts, giving rise to the instant appeal;-

1. That the appellant was appointed in the G.D.A

vide order No. GDA 9208-15 Admn dated

03/12/2011 as a building inspector in BPS-11.

Copy of appointment order is annexed as

Annexure “A”.

That the appellant after appointment regularly2.

performed the duties to the satisfaction of his

superiors, therefore no any complaint against the

appellant ever been made and appellant service

record is also unblemished.
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3. That respondent No.2 issued two show cause

notice to the appellant in the same day on the same

allegation vide letter No. .GDA/PF-9413 Admn

dated 31/12/2014 and letter No. GDAJ PF-9353

Admn dated 31/12/2014 on personal grudge. Copy

of show cause notices is annexed as Annexure “B”

& “C’

4. That the appellant submitted detailed reply to the 

show cause notices alongwith documentary record

against the allegation, wherein the appellant 

through reply denied the allegation of respondents

and prove through record. That allegations leveled

against the appellant is baseless and without any

cogent evidence. Moreover, appellant through

written and verbally asked the respondents that

encroachment report of the said pinpoint area was

available in the office record. Copy of reply is

annexed as Annexure “D”.

That respondent No.2 without considering record5.

and reply of the appellant and without conducting

the regular inquiry, final show cause notice was

issued to the appellant and same was replied with

the request to consider already submitted reply to 

the show cause notice. ' '



6. That the respondent No.2 with malafide intention

and on the basis of predetermined mind without

considering record and reply due to cover up of his

illegality, impugned order of dismissal from

service against the appellant was passed vide order 

dated 03/08/2015.
.4^

7. That the appellant being feeling aggrieved from

the impugned order dated 03/08/2015 filed

departmental appeal before respondent No. 1 but no

reply has been received so far hence, the present

appeal, on the following grounds, amongst the

other; - Copy of departmental appeal is Annexure

“F”.

GROUNDS;-

That appellant was served 04 years and hea.

was in BPS-5 to the best interest of G.D.A

to best of his ability.

b. That there is no any evidence against the

appellant before respondents. Moreover,

appellant has never did an act which

amounts to misconduct or violation of any

prevailing concerned law, hence, not
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sustainable, in the eye of law and is liable to

be set-aside.

That the appellant was not treated inc.

accordance with law and rules by the

respondents/ department on the subject

noted above and as such the respondents

violated Article, 4 & 25 of the Constitution

of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

d. That the impugned order dated 03/08/2015

is against he law, facts and norms of natural

justice and material available on the record,

hence, not sustainable and liable to be set-

aside.

That the respondent No.2 simply withoute.

sufficient evidence or record, inquiry

proceedings dispense withholding inquiry

proceedings against serious nature of

allegation, needed to be proved through

regular inquiry, moreover major punishment

of dismissal from service is not permissible

without conducing of inquiry.
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f. That the appellant not did an act which

amounts to misconduct in E&D Rules of

KPK, thus act and action of respondents is

not sustainable in the eye of law and liable

to be set-aside.

It is therefore, humbly prayed that- on acceptance 

of the instant appeal, the impugned order dated

03/08/2015 may very kindly be set-aside and the

respondents may please be directed to reinstate the

appellant in his service with all back benefits. Any other 

remedy which this august tribunal deems fit may also be

awarded in favour of the appellant.

...APPELLANT
Through;

Dated: /2015

(ABTOL AZIZ TANOLI) 
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad

VERIFICATION: -

Verified on oath that the contents of forgoing appeal are true and correct to 
the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed therein from 
this Honourable Court. .

...APPELLANT

i
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|y»^^Phone # 0992^9310245. 40

'■ Fax ?¥ 0992-93 ! 0288

i .! M-II?Fp' ?

/Abbottabad, Datct!: - /I....Decembfji- / 20'i J.
:

/Atlmr^Consequent upon (he recommeiiclaiions of (he DepartmeiKal 
on 08-12-2011 Mr. Mir Wasif S/'o Muhammad Bashir R/o Village Sfieikh-ul-Bandi, 

■ is hereby appoin(ed and posted in office of GDA a( Nathiaaali against the 
post Of bunding inspector BPS-11 (Rs, 6600-26C-2040G) subjecl to the following terms & Concitbns

Selection Committee held > 

Tehsiie & District Abbottabad
vacant

1,

■t

usual allowances as
3.

mfter side, in case of tenminSion w^toumfce'b;'^ emplo^S'A ' 
^ pay, allowances shall be paid by the Authority or refunded by the employee as case

You Will not be entitled for any pension or gratuity benefits.

o.ne

4. !■

5.
•I6 Sr ToAmenf u/rb'Y.t'he Attborily aTpeirrte 

• TOur appo,r;.ment will be purely temporary and will not confer
appointment and will remain

luni of pay

you any right for regular
on probation for a period of one year. Your services can be

on

iy Rest or instructions I guidelines..' ierms & Conditions are enclosed (Annexure-A), •A

a iAifcCharacter Certificate from two Govt Officiais Grade 17
'i'-i. '.Y'
j" ^ C^strict Employment Exchange Card.

If above terms and conditions of the

V

or above, (c) Attested copy of relevant-certificates ,/

: ,

appointment are acceptable then you are allowed to join your duly on 

uty within the stipulated time your appointment order will stand

it--or

canceiied without any further notifications.r' 1:2
'V

A
Galiyat Development Authority 

Abbottabad ■iii-NDST:.N0&DATF EVEN:
F- Rji

Mill ■i

1. Director GDA, Abbottabad.
2. Accounts Officer GDA, Abbotfabad
3. AD (T) GDA, Abbottabad,
4- RAD (LFA) GDA, Abbottabad
5, Draftsman GDA, Abbottabad
6, All ,Sub Engineers GDA, Abbottabad
7, Record Keeper GDA, Abbottabad

i

0
liRf

"n

A
I ________

'Director General
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t/ Galiyat Development Authority, Abbottabad
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Ph: 0992-9310240, Fax; 0992-331535 
Email; Bdaatd@gmail.com

i <!f
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i!II V-D M 1-3 /Admn: The Dated I // ^-~/2014No. GDA/.

To,

MR. WASIF MIR,
Building Inspector, Galiyat Development Authority, 
Abbottabad.

i . n*
ut

i

I SHOW CAUSE NOTICESubject:

. ‘ ijl!'i Whereas, you named above was directed vide Office Ordtjr bearing No.
GDA/Office Order/4034-38/Admn:/2013, dated 18'^ November, 2013 and Office Order bearing 
No. GDA/Office Order/7481-84/Admn; dated 9*^ May, 2014 to demarcate the encroachments- 
and to place the correct and updated position of encroachments and properties falling ,in the .. »
right of way, before the Competent Authority. But, you deliberately did not demarcate the' 
encroachmerfts, therefore, disobeyed the lawful order of the Competent Authority. You have 
also intentionally concealed the fact that allotment of land for Fog Land Hotel, Mochidhara,
Nathiagali had not been approved/concurred by the Provincial Government, and illegal ■ 
occupier of Fog Land Hotel was not entitled to any permission to construct the Hotel Building 
on alternate site, in the wake of the Hon'ble Chief Minister's directive to allocate alternate sites 
to the affected allottees. Due to your willful concealment, the illegal occupier of Fog Land Hotel 
constructed hotel building on alternate site, with your active connivance and collusion.

Your above mentioned act tantamount to gross misconduct and renders you 
liable to be proceeded against under the relevant law. Since, record establishes your willful and 
deliberate acts of concealment of facts, and disobedience of lawful orders, therefore, feeling no 
need to order inquiry, you are directed to submit your written defence within seven (07) days 
of the receipt of this notice, positively, failing which you will be proceeded against, ex-parte.
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ii'niDIRECTOR GE

GALIYAT DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
ABBOTTABAD
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Galiyat Development Authority, Abbottabad
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Ph: 0992-9310240, Pax: 0992-331535 
Email: pdaatdOtimail.com

/Admn:

V ■

f
Dated % / /2Q14 '* I•wNo.GDA/ ■ .jr

M':'To,

■■ rMR.WASIFMIR
Building Inspector, Galiyat Development Authority, 
Abbottabad.

1 r-f-'4iRiI

Nl

t <;HnW CAUSE NOTICE ISubject; %

I Whereas, you named above misguided the Anti-encroachment Team, when the Team 
reached "Saba Dreams Hotel", Ayubia for removal of illegal construction on land belonging to 
GOA. You willfully and knowingly informed the Team that there was no encroachment on GDA 
land, and that the Hotel was holding possession of the area duly allotted. But, when the Team 
undertook the measurements by itself, the covered area of Hotel came out to be about 11 
Marlas against the allotted area of 5 Marlas.

Similarly, you intentionally and deliberately misled the Anti-encroachment Team 
' case of Lalazar Hotel, Ayubia, where the Hotel Management was found encroaching upon 5 

Martas land in excess against the allotted land, but you had informed the Team that the Hotel 

was not holding any excess land. »

i}i»«'!

I » ,

It. I

in the
•ri.: 

^ ii;!'
* I*"

i

liave also willfully concealed the encroachment of Al-Azim Hotel, where the
of more than 1 Kannl. by

You
Management of the Hotel was found encroaching upon an area 
damaging the Green Belt by concrete work, illegally and without any sanction.

>fn
You have also been found disobedient to comply with the lawful orders of the Competent 

Authority to perform your duties, duly assigned, particularly, the affairs of Building Control
seniors, wh'ch is a

IS,

r
Agency (BCA) and to submit timely reports of construction activities to your 
clear evidence of your connivance extended tp the land grabbers, land mafia and encroacheis, 

and speak loud that you have joined hands with them. .-I'l

misconductYour above willful and deliberate acts and omissions tantamount to gross 
and render you liable to* be proceeded against under the relevant law. Since, the record and 
personal observations of the undersigned establish your willful and deliberate acts, Iheiefore, 
feeling no need to order inquiry, you are directed to submit your written defence within seven, 
(07} days of the receipt of this notice, positively, failing which you will be proceeded against, ex

parte.

■1
* •r ; iuii
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DlR^CTqR GpJERAL
ANT AUTHORITY H-"-lYAT DEVELO

ABBOTTA 3AD
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Wm The Direoior General
p'- Galiyal Deveiopmenl Auihority.
f Abbottabad

I-f

& rI
1 ■

fsHOW CAtJSK NOTICEa :Subject;
No.GDA/PP/9413/Admn: dated;sliow cause noticep. With reference to 

^Pjj-I2-2014, my written reply is as under;
i

• :i
"t wM(h.- • i.« •4 directed by tlic chairman has been obeyed accordingly m•f ■ Admitted and necdlul as

9

i ■j ?f!'&during the operation.
] have pertbnued my assigned dmy and delivered services where and when order ^

also demarcated and marked ihe required width

■h

during the-operation. Particularly I-og land was 

'of ihe road along witli other buildings.
regards facts-regarding log land hotel

reconstructed at present site (alternate site) due to the following facts; 

That the cancellation of the properly is not in my knowledge as

•l s

' It
i'll!!

not conceived but the hold waswereAs

the file of above, case has ;
1. ni..

not been marked to the undersigned.

2. Record file pertained to the property 

property was hidden.
3. The allouee has also not disclosed the tacts about the cancellation dclibcraicly

4. Further we think that order for giving allernalc site was placed after having complete _

information regarding the status oi the propeiLy

compliance of tlie order of our superiors.
view the above wriilen defense, I am

in my defense sliail be considered synthetically and will

with NAB due to which cancdlalion of thewas
r3

I.:

Wc therefore have no option except I
-•(III

S!I h=i!i•n

confidant that my above .slaieincnl given 

not proceed (‘iirihcr.
Keeping in

j

Yoiirs^H^-eTdX ' iS11
I'.’ 11

,1*1
• i Iu.Waiif iVU/(^^iiilding Inspector) 

GaliyiTtiSevelopinent Authority 
Abbottabad
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The Diiecior General.
Gaiiyav Development Authority. 
Abbottabad

ii

li
I

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

With reference to show cause notice No.GDA/Pl‘/‘^453/Adrnn: dated: 
^.)l-!2-20I4, my written Para wise reply is as under:

^ SABA Dl^EAM HOTFX
Possibilit)' of mi.stake is there but willfully and knowingly how i could give false stalcinciu when we have 
already reported the encronclnneni and violation as per detail below:

¥•

U,

J

A
ii•i

I! »
1. Report vide list of plots at 

Ghoradliakka at S.No.27 (Anx; '“A ’)
2. Mcasiircnieni, taken at spot with intiiiiry officer 

and Report of NAB submitted to Peshawar high 
Court vide S.No.!2 (iii),(a) (Anx: "B”')

3. It is worth menlioning Htat ! was the incinber of the team winch was taking tlie mciiKiiremcnts ol 
encroachments. And I never concealed the enci-oachment but after gelling the measiircmeni 1 signed (he 
ineasureinems and handed over the same to Dy. Directon and aRcr that the building was dismantle 15’ 
from llic fronia.s the mark placed by me.
LALAAAIUIOTKL.
1. Measurement taken at spot with inquiry ofliecr 

and.Rcpori of NAB submiiied to Peshawar Migh 
Conn vide S.No.l2 (iii) (b) (Anx: ‘‘C )

2, Report -vide list of plots at 
Ghoradhakka at S.No.27 (Anx: “D *).

,
i ■fi

1

f

’^1
i.4

b

I

I
f

I
B'liiALAZfIVi HOTEL.

measured with NAB vide list of plots at Glioradhakka/ Khanspur showing ^tlie1. Encroachment
encroachment with related data at .S.No.lO, annexed with letter dated: 0d-{)d-20ld .{Anx: "W') f

j2. Encroachment reported on Hie with note sheet (Anx: 'M”’)- 
3 Rep .rt of the encroachment was conveyed to the immediate ofriccr. and after that the encroachmcnl ol' 
Al-Aziui I-loLcI was demolished / rcinovcH by me with the help ol excavator photo aUached. Due to 
which the lioiel owner gave threats of serious nature on the plione at site.

1.:

li'i[r
*It is evident that 1 have been remained punctual and hardworking ilnoughout the 

service and delivered the services at iny level best. And 1 always obeyed the orders of the compeleni 
authority and remained obedient and sincere throughout. a

l. As regard BCA, reporting of unaulhori'/cd construction, I always reported the same to my 
immediate olTieer and also slopped unaiilhoriv.ed constructions ii found any and submiUed written 

note sheets ol concerned files. Due to this I have faced much hardship and lineals from
'.■i

■Mreporl on
‘ different land owners and violators at diffcrcnl slage.s and limes. ; iEii I'-ll2. Hence charge vide last sentence (nnderlir.e-) may please be seems not appropriate.

Keepinu in view the above written defense, i am eonfidaut that the siatcmem 
given in my defense slial! be considered sympathetically and will nut proceed fnriher. mi

Ji I?

!■

Yours Sincerely'
1?

\rAU'- y ,11

VVnsi'rinspoetor)' 
GaliytW^cvclopnicnl /Xiilhority 
Abbollabad

y ol ll,-t

.1. l'
y'-*'

■ ‘i
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Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Ph: 0992-9310240, Fax: 0992-331535 

PjTiaii: gdriM@:gmiLcorn

5,-f^/ I't;

..-■ij li-iifF:I. Hill

1l"' ::!
The Dated; Sl/O8/2015;OFFlCECmpjR:6

GDA/P.F/Mq-2X./Admn- 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

i:.In exercise of powers u.nder Pule 5 of Khyber 
i. Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 read with Rule Ir

ii.1
1 of Service Rules, 20J2, (, Syed1

Nazar Ilussain Shah, being Compeient Authority 

requirement of holding inquiry against Mr, Wasif Mir, Building Inspector, GDA
have decided to dispense witfi theI

faccased
sent materia! on record and grounds mentioned below:

•■-i’

'■niii4r

' -M-r
. .. :.Ki!

■ Gy

i'I
!■

I- The accused official

Order/4034-38/Admn:/20i3, dated 

0rder/748:l/Adnin; dated 9^-'^ May, 2014

was directed vide office orders bearing No, GDA/Offlcci f!
November, 2013 and No. GDA/Offi cer

to demarcate the encroacjiments and 
properties hindering the rigirt of way, and to place correct and updated data before me 

Competent Authority. But, he deliberately did

:?

not conduct the demarcation, thereby.
Icommitxed wilirui disobedience and concealment of facts.

iMi
}

■'■i;

2. The accused official had willfully concealed the fact that the aliotmont of Fog Land 
Hotel, Mathiagali was not approved by the Provincial Government, thereforeFASy

: f

bit44Til’
t Iventitled to construction 

iOegal occupier of Fog Land Hotel
on any alternate site. And due to such concealment of .facts, the ■4

was permitted to comstruct the hotel building on
alternate site, in the wake ol'the Chief Minister’s direct! ve. •i j1:

2. The accused official intentionally had misguided the Anti-encroadirnent Team 

tile Team arrived at "Saba Dreams Hotel"

I-

I when
Ayubia for rentoval of illegal construction

■«

wo.n

was no encroachment on GDA 

area duly allotted. But, when the 

nieasurcments itself, the covered area of Hotel came pui-y® be 
about 11. Marlas against the. allotted area of 5 Marias.

land, and that the Hotel was holding possession of the 

Team undertook Hie n
i:4i
,r)lt

...

y-"'*
:-4i i'T'iJma^‘ Ti;
WM<7 u :■ 1

\-‘>i \
t IF' L'ii!I'iU I; F1.H'

5
d

•I

,1
1

!
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4. I he accused oflicial had inrentionally and deliberately misled tlie Anti-encroachment 

[earn,in tne case ofJ^ala?4i:iiai:aL/\yub!a informing that'there was no encroachment 

Bud Hotei Management was fouPid to liave encroached upon approximately S Marlas 

land in excess against the allotted land.

■

a
.11..

• 'll

illi

;■>. I'he accused official had vvilJfuljy concealed the encroachment of Al-Azirn Horei, where 

the Management of Al-Azeeni Hotel was found encroached upon an area of more than 1 

.3.-115'' damaging Creen Bell by concrete work, illegally and without any sanction

/
. lilf• I'!-'

r
i;v

: if:bi 4

6. i’he accused official liad been found disobedient in complying the orders of Competent 

Authority concerning performance of duties, duly assigned, particularly, rega-'ding the 

affairs of Building Control Agency [BCA] and to submit timely reports of con.struction 

activiries to seniors, which was a clear proof of his connivance extended to' land 

grabbei's, land, mafia and encroachers, and speak loud that the accused officiai had-; . 

joined hands with them.
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The accused official was -sei'ved with a Show Cause Notices No. GDA/PF/3i37Atimri, and 

No. GDA,/fh-^y-153/Adrnri, daled 31-1.2-2014, he iiowever, submitted written replies to the 

Show Cause Notices, on 07-01-2015. But, the replies were found un-satisfactory, as the 

charges leveled against the accused official were proved on record and were physically 

apparent Moreover, no convincing defence could have been offered. Therefore. Final Shenv 
Cause Nonces bearing No. FF/ldM/Admm and No. PF/isF/Admn; dated 06-03-2015 

sej-ved upon the accused official, which he received on 09-03-2015, But, no reply was

Ghe accused official was afforded opportunity of personal 

hearing and was heard in person, on 09-07-2015. But, nothing worth considering ha.s beeiy 

placed before the undersigned to have explained his position with respect to the d)ar|es' ■ 

meriiioned above.
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illl.n vic'.v efthe above circumstances, the charges.stand proved against the accused official as 

per record and gi'ound realities, wdio failed to advance any convincing and acceptable 

defence. Hence, I, Director General, Galiyat Development Authority, Abbouabad being 

Competent Auliicnty do, hereby, impose major penaity.of dismissal from service
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VVab'if Mir, Builduig inspccto.r GDA, AbboUaliad, with imniediate effect, Jn the larger 
iriterests'of pi)b!ic.
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DIRECTOR GENERAL
GAMYAT;DEVEL0PMENT AUTH.0R1TY 

Abbottabad

’I

l:- I
I,

Cc:4
1. Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Local Government. Election "& ' ' 

Rural Development Department
2. Director, Gaiiyac D.eveiopnient Authority, Abbottabad.
3. Accounts Officer. Galiva
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GALlYAt DEVE-Lcfoi^^ENl'AUTHORITY 
ABBO-TTABAD
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I'hc lionoui-abie SecreLary, 
to Govt, of Khyber Pak.huinkliwa,
•Local GoYi:, Eiectio)! and Rural Devdoprnem Departn^ait 
Peshawar;

r!

1 u> / S ;ir

a i
■d!'!

Subject; -MI^ART^NTAL appeal, against the MrtiGNED ;i:i, ; !

ORDER NO. GOA/P.,f/1519G2/ADMN DATED 03/08/2015 VIDE '
WHICH tj-if: LEARNED DIRECTOR GENERAL GDA .
ABBOTIABAD VIDIa WHICH, APP.ELLANl' WAS DISMISSED "

• ;
i:. a•; .

FROM HIS SBimCE AGAINST Wl/m Oirf CONDUCING OF 

REGULAR INQUIRY. AND PERSONAL tlEA.RING 

APPELLANT.
0,F d'HE ■

a

;

"'-t’Sili
RespcctTu'lly Sla'led;- ■ Miv "i
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1. That the appellant was apponited in the GDA vide 

order No. GDA/Office order / 9208H5./Admn dated; 

3I/.12/20I i. 'as a building inspector in. BPS-1 L Copy 

of appqi.n[rnent.order is A.niiexed at An.uexure "A”.

•lit-

. . 0|"'

That the appeliant a.fter appointment performed the 

duties to me SE!l-!.s.raetion of his superior as well as localI 

conimtinily therefore no any-cojnpialnt w'as made by 

miy person against the appellant.
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That learned Director Generbii, GDA issued two showj.

1:;-
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cause rionees

1. letter No.GD/WF/9d 13 ^ Admn: dated: 3M,2- ti

i'
it.

2014
I

2. letter No.GDA/PF/9T53 / Admn: dated: 31-12-
V

'4;i2014

to the appellant on the' basis ot' the same cliargcs as |j 

•alleged 01.1 other officials, but the responsibility was , 

not fixed whellier according to the rule, who was duty

1i 4
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bound about the said function and that was not done.tp
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copy of show cause.' notices is Annexed as annexiire
1 ;i::

That the appelianl submitted detail para-\v.ise reply to4.

the sho\s' cause notice and documentary record against
■'Ii

!•
. the allegation. Moreover appellant through || , !'4f

I
« . • (

dqGunienrary and verbally asked the Authority that

•■ipiencroacliment report of the said pin point area was
Id
I,.•pi. available in the office, record. Copies of reply of sho\v
i;:D cause notice is at A.nnexure “D” & iii'
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That in-spite of above facts detail reply to the show 

cause notices the Authority without considering the 

taels and without conducting of regular inquiry lina! 

show cause notice was issued to the appellant and die 

replied with the request to consider already

5.
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»same was
.. ’.’■'IIi i

■ .fi; submitted reply. I
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That die auilioriiy on the basis of predetermined and 

mind without proving of allegation against the 

appellant impugned order of dismissal from service of 

the appellant was issued and copy is annexed at

6.

J
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Annexure “F”. r|
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That the appellant filed instant departmental appeal 

against the impugned order on the lollowing ground 

amongst oilicrs.
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a. That the authority imposed tlie major punishment ^ 

of dismissal from service without conducting of j 

regular inquiry, in violation of principal ol natural
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justico. Thus the penalty is illegal against the law 

and jiabie-to .be set a side.

.r-^r ’. •■

b. That the penalty imposed to tiie appellant serious 

nature of aiicgatioos of the facts, but competent 

authority did not considered such facts and 

arbih-ariiy dispensed with the regular departmental 

inpuii'v and appeilant was also condemned this the 

penalty and impugned order is illegal and liable to 

set a side.
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c. That the appellant denied allegation leveled against

him. holding regular inquiry wiis absolutely , ' ,
I I .

necessary, but neither regular inciuiry was need nor 

appellant was given opportunity ot personal 

hearing. Appellant could be' declared guilty only 

through regular inejuiry thus the wiiole action and 

impugned order is iUegai unlawful discriminatory.
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d. That the charges against The appellant are 

groundless in support of which, no ^U-flicieiit
i:
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evidence prove brought on the record by the 

aiithoi'ity.-n
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P"' ■ , c. That me appeiiant dismissed from services without
Si
M.

coinpieting the coda! formalities of the law thus the is
A

I'tJ( 1 \l
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impugned order against the appellant: 

sustainable in the eyes of law.
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It is, thei-efore, re,spect.fuUy prayed that on acceptance 

ot this appeal impugned order against the appeiiant may 

graciously be set aside and appellant reinstated 

with all back benefts. Any other relief which deems fit and

■

;lh.1!:
on servicej

f
i:proper may also be grated in the Interest of justice. ii;
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IEx. Building Inspector, 
GDA, Abbottabad
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Copy io;- '■1

l"•i
L Director General Galliyat Developmem,Authority, PMA .K.aknl Road, 

Abbottabad. t,

!
I

- IJ

i! f
I.> t i u

■J.<1«v 'r-I

I •'

I■ .'v---■G'-i !

|;;j;

i

kJ'

'V



m
1974B

gi DBA No. S.No
X S' ^ 3BC No. / O HeM Cferk 

Olstriet oar Association
Abbottabad
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VName of Advocate
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