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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUKHKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In Appeal No.433 7 2024

Mukhtar Ahmad Appellant

Versus

RespondentsGovernment of Khy.ber Pakhtunkhwa and others

JOINT PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS
NO- 01 TO 04

Oiary No./37/ 9
Respectfully Sheweth

2-Preliminary objections:
i>ated

1. The appellant has neither got locus-standi nor has he come to this Hon’able Thbiinal with 

clean hands.
2. The instant appeal is not maintainable in its present from.

3. The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file this appeal.
4. The appeal is based on malafide intention and ulterior motives.

5. The appellant has no cause of action

6. That the appeal is barred by Law and limitation.

FACT

1. The District Food Controller Chitral reported that Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed ex-FGI took over the 

charge of PRC Drosh on 23-06-2010. He received a stock of 27279 bags from Mr. Rehmat 

Wali ex-AFC. While handing over the charge of PRC Drosh to his successor, a quantity of 

58838 Kgs amounting to Rs. 1,470,950/- was found short in the stock under his control 

/custody (Annex-1).
Inquiry was conducted to investigate the matter vide Food Directorate Office Order 

No. 10455/ET-Enquiry dated 24-10-212. The Enquiry Committee recommended that being 

in-charge of PRC, Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed was required to adopt ail possible precautionary 

measures to control infestation through application of fumigants. He failed to protect the 

stock from losses / deteriorations while the ex-official demanded more and more wheat 

despite the fact, that huge quantity over and above the accommodation was dumped in the 

Godowns under his control. He did not put the demand according to the requirements of the 

feeding sale points and stations. He while indicating to the seriousness of the situation 

suggested to impose ban on influx of atta from down Districts vide letter No. 473/2-1/FG 

dated 22-04-2010. As per enquiry report the shortages occurred due to negligence of the 

said official, so recovery of Government wheat stock was due against him, but instead of 

clearing the outstanding amount he lingered on /delayed recovery on one or other pretext 

(Annex-il).
The ex-official had been held responsible for shortage of Government wheat stock by 

the enquiry committee. Subsequently, Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed FGI was served with Show 

Cause Notice vide Food Directorate letter No. 6885/PF-1036 dated 26-11-2014 and directed 

for appearance before the competent authority for personal hearing, along with reply of the



Show Cause Notices vide No. 7227/PF-1036 dated 24-12-2014, No. 352/PF-1036 dated 13- 

01-2015 and No. 1251/PF-1036 dated 27-02-2015 on 19-03-2015 to proceed accordingly. 

During his personal hearing the official not only committed to deposit the outstanding arrear 

but also confessed about taking money from his predecessor during handing / taking over 

the charge of Godown during 2010. He requested for clearing his dues before the next 

hearing but never turn up to notice in black & white (Annex-Ill).
After full consideration of the case, the said ex official was held responsible for 

embezzlement/ misappropriation of Government stocks worth Rs. 2.500 Million. He was 

awarded major penalty of removal from service vide Office Order No. 2038/PF-1036 dated 

21-04-2015 (Annex-IV).
2. The ex-official filed an Appeal No. 1078/2015 in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 

against his removal from service. The Honourable Tribunal decided the case on .03-11-2017 

and the removal order of the department was declared as illegal and was set aside. The 

department was directed to hold de-novo proceedings in accordance with the rules within a 

period of four months from the date of receipt of judgment (Annex-V). In compliance of 
Judgment, the removal order dated 21-04-2015 was set aside and the appellant was re­

instated into service vide Office Order No. 375/PF-1036 dated 19-01-2018 (Annex-Vl). The 

Inquiry Committee forwarded its report and stated that the charges/ allegations against the 

accused Mr. Mukhtar Ahmad Foodgrain Inspector office of DFC Chitral are proved and he 

was held responsible for the loss of the Government wheat stocks / empty gunny bags. 

Therefore, the official may be proceeded under the relevant law / rules (Annex-VII).
3. As explained in Para-2 above.
4. The DFC Chitral Lower forwarded letter No. 739/4/ET dated 28-07-2021 alongwith 

application of Mr. Mukhtar Ahmad FGI for retirement from service on attaining the age of 

superannuation with effect from 07-08-2021 (Annex^VIII). As per Inquiry reports, the ex­

official was found negligent in his conduct for the occurrence of the shortage, but in the 

meantime, he was retired from Government Service and further disciplinary proceedings 

were stopped. The ex-official is still defaulter. Therefore, his promotion to the next higher 

scale during his service period was not considered.

5. Against the decision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, dated 03-11-2017 CPLA was 

also filed in the Supreme Court of Pakistan. The Supreme Court of Pakistan decided the 

case as below;
‘‘We have noted from the Inquiry Report that though the respondent has been 

found negligent in his conduct for the occurrence of the shortage but perhaps some 

other employees also seem to be responsible and against them also proceedings 

need to be initiated by the petitioner. Consequently, while dismissing this petition, we 

observe that the petitioner shall conduct de novo inquiry and while doing so examine 

the implication of other employees also” (Annex-IX).

6. Incorrect the official was found negligent in his conduct, but in the meantime, he was retired 

from Government Service and further disciplinary proceedings were stopped. The ex- 

offtcial is still a defaulter, therefore, his promotion to the next higher scale during his service 

period was not considered.

7. As per reply given at Para-04 above.
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8. As per reply given at Para-04 above.

9. No comments.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. As per reply given at the above Para’s of the facts, the appellant have been 

treated in accordance with law.

B. Incorrect. As per reply given at Para-04 of the facts.

C. Incorrect. As per reply given at Para-04 of the facts.
D. Incorrect. As per reply given at the preceding Paras.

E. Incorrect. As per reply given in the above Paras of the facts.

F. Incorrect. As per reply in facts.

G. This Honourable Tribunal lacks jurisdiction to consider the present service appeal, given that 

the appellant retired from Government service on 07-08-2021 and is therefore no longer a 

Government employee.

H. The respondents seek leave to raise additional grounds at the time of arguments.

In view of the above, it is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant Appeal 

No.433/2024 being frivolous and devoid of cogent & convincing reasons may very graciously be 

dismissed with costs, please.

\

5arif
Kerj:etafy--p6efH<TTvber Pakhtuhkbwa 

Peshawar ^
Respondent No. 01

/ (Muhammad Yasir Hassan)
irector Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar
Respondent No. 02

(A^naX Hussain)
filfnct food controller 

Chitral
Respondent No. 03

(Amer Sultan Tareen)
Secrteary Finance Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar
Respondent No. 04
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No. 433 of 2024

AppellantMukhtar Ahmed

VERSUS

RespondentsGovernment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others

AFFIDAVIT

I Arshad Hussain, District Food Controller Lower Chitral (Respondent No.03), do

hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the contents are true & correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or withheld from this Honorable Tribunal.

It is further stated on oath that in this appeal, the answering respondents have 

neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense has been struck off.

j

D

tWCl^o. 15201-0561:38-5 

Cell No. +92 333 5032 744
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Mr Wajdan Rahmat, Assistant Director Food, Food Directorate Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa is hereby authorized to submit Parawise comments in Service Appeal No. 433 of 
2024 titled "Mukhtar Ahmad VS Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others" on behalf of 
Respondents No. Oi to 04.

^HTUNKHiTARYl
i-uuU department

SECRETARY FOCC
GOVT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHV.A 
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OFFICE OF 'ithJE DlS naCT FOOD CONTI^iJ-;U15JIML

./n/11.
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/Mukhl^ir Ahnid, Dated Chitral tb3_.M-4^ ■ NO.

Si ■To,
Ivlit' ill.:

te :■

J

, The Circle Officer,
Anti Cotruptiah festt:
Chitral.

recovery of gov .iN^C!imUESAMCTa^^
4709SO/'- AGA^T^V-'T MK .MUKHTM-AHMAaFQQB-SEMh

KSPECTQE.

I

i-
h

I
;

Subject:

i'v
Mr Mukhtar Alimad FCil of this'was serving as Incharge in G='^o-.’.n ^

Mi after handing/taking over of tUe Godoxm on 15/08/-011.,

i-

Menio:

'K:-
n ■

i':
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dire-ned tinii) and again to make good fe lose, bat he
sompleVeJy failed in creditmg tiie govermrierd money.

He v/asi:;.

la
case against the said ofticiai and'T

lodge. HR agaiM^t fte officialf so Li the recovery can be made possible.!i
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3f: ■ilMuSMi. •/Mukhtar Ahid, Diked diitraltheill
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f-
li-hyber Pukhtimkhwa, Peshawar for iufcrmationipf Please.;; Distf Coordination f)fFicer,ehi1tal.for irdopnanon.

Distf Officer, (R&ElCWtral for information.
Government Pleader (Public Prbsecutof) Chitral tor information,
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Disit: Fond^ontvolkr, 

Chitre:!. /2
h'm Iw)ii

ly;•m Vm
1-

r1 . Mukhtar case'i ■
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nTSTRlCT FOOBCQlgSQUMglS^

/Mukhtar, Dated Ghitral the
nFFTCE Q£

/11/20U.
NO,

t
lil •To,

?
The District Officer,(R&B)
Collector, Chitral.

!■

1 .!

i?|
■m

X
I.'

■m f4 ’ Subject:

mi U- ffic- letter No.5847/Mukhtar, dated 25/10/2011.
Kindly referen^etlusofficlett 58883

2/ The defaulted quantity “72075t’Ser cheeked detail report of the

IL Memo:
•j

Mfd.
M".

f •
i: S'f-,

r-Si tv..'.
■■< ■ ■

. Therefore,
- may kindly be declared as 

recovery of government money

'< ■

■ ifr:
!:: .

W- . Distt; Food Gpntroller 
Chitral.

Iv . •
f!

!
w: ■ 2-1 nmon.

Dated Chitral the
t.;:. NO,; 'T'>

for informaticvrv. 

cessary action.

Pukhtunkhwa, Peshawar
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FOOD DIRECTORATE
khybbrpakhtun KHWA 

PESHAWAR
No fn _/Er«Enquiry

Datcd'i^AO/2012

hOFPlCE ORDER

. In contlnuDllon of this Dlrcclorole Office Order No. 8704/ET*Enquiry dated 30-10- 
' 20n, Mr. Muhammad Jehongir Aaslalonl Director Food (Mardan Division) at Mardan .is hereby 

’ appointed as member of the enquiry committee in place of Mr. Sher Fayaz Assistant Food 
Conuollcr presently working as DFC Dir (Upper). I

I
i

iI As reported by the DFC Chitral vide his letter No. 5992/Mukhar Ahmed dated 31-
I 0\-20\l. that Mr. Muhammad Mukhlar Ahmed FOI remained Incharge PRC Dorosh with effect 

from 27-06-2010 to 15-08-2011. On handing over / taking over the charge of PRC Dorosh on 15- 
; 08-2011, aquantity of 58838 Kgs wheat a tune of R3.1470950/- was found short on his part.

I

I a. In order to investigate the .matter against Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed FGI regarding
^ embezzlement of wheat quantity of 58838 Kgs wheat amounting to Rs.l470950/- in PRC Dorosh,
C Mr. Muhammad Jehan^r ADF Mardan Division nnd Mr. Ghulam Haider Assistant Director Food

(Inspecdon), Food Directorate Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar to conduct enqpi 
i .,f' findings with fact & figures within Seven (07) days positively.

'■ i

t
K

i

td submit his

I

It

KHYB [TUN KHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Endorstt; Even No A Dates
Copy is forwarded to:-..

Mr. Abdul Jalil Assistant Director Food Malokand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat for 
information and necessary action.
Members of the enquiry committee for information & necessary action.
The Circle OfTicer, Anticorruption Department Chitral for information and 
action
The District Food Controller Chilrol
Mr. Mukhtar AJimed FOI office of DFC Chitral for information &
Concerned File.

11

1
2
3 necessary

4
5 leiiaW action,
6

ftECTDt ORFOOD 
KHTUN KHWA, 

PESHAWAR
KHYBE

»

oniMWo f#f u.iMoii te
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The Director Food, 
Khyher Pakhtunkhw^ 
Peshawar.

I£ ENQUIRY REPORT SHORTAGES^Qg
WHEAT AGAINST MR. N^TI^AR AHN^ EGL 
THE THEN I/C PR CENTRE DA^SgiGfflTRAUl.

j; Subject:

ij

i'- }

R/Sir,
Reference your office order No.9107-08/PF^1036-.ciated 2&-V’

11-2013.
■T'

[i
Enquiry report,,on the above.title case is submitted for further

!
ft
i.;

1 -■ i

V- A
(GHULAM HAIDAltr^ 

Assistant Director Food (Inspection 
Food Directorate,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar

(iTEHANGIRKHAN) 
Assistant Director Food 

Bunhu Division, / 
Baimu
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1^^' ENQmRYMyORTREGART.^g^^Q^^^aOg.gmaTA 

■ MUKHTAR AHMAD TOl. THB pAKOSH |PHlTR43^ii

I In order to probe into the shortages of wheat detected during the ^rse of 
.; handing/taking over charge of wheat stock in r/o PRC Darosh between Nizamul 
I' Mulk and the alleged Mukhtar Ahmad culminating to the quantity of 58838 

kgs. The enquhy team Comprising Muhammad Jahangir Assistant. Director 
Food Bannu Division and Ghulam Haidar Assistant Director Food Inspection 

Food Directorate Peshawar proceeded to Ghitral on 28-11-2013 and remained 

there till 5-12-2013.
The said enquiry was ordered to be conducted vide Director Food order 

No.9,107-08/PF-1036,- dated 26-11-2013.
PROCEEDING; ■ To thrash out the actual position as well 
causes of the damages, thorough study of the relevant record and ground

1^r

'!•
i^,.
iV

to unveil the rootas[■

irI reality was examined,
BRIEF PAST HISTORY;- According to the available record Mr., Mukhtar Ahmad 

posted as I/C PRC Darosh on 23-6-2010, he took over the charge of-wheatwas
from Mr.Rahmat WaU FGI, on 26-6-2010 with 27279 bags containing 2613.811 
Mton as existing stock there at. He remained there at till 15-8-2011. During

I- ;
%

this tenure, the following quantity of stock was received.
Stock received from down district finm 27-6-2010 to 30-6-2011, 5393 bags 
weighing 538.379 M.tone, which was stored-in open, stock received from PRC: 
Arandu;from 5-12-2010 to 29-12^2010 "aaOS bags equal to SOGiOOO M.ton, 1- 
4-2011 to 4-4-2011“400 bags equal to 40.000 M;ton, 28-6^2011=125 bags 
equal to 11.500, total stock received 3833 bags containing 351.500 M.ton. 
Hence total stock.received afresh apart from already available stock 9226 bags

[!

i

i

containing 889.879 M.ton.
Average of stock at the time of taking over charge 27279 “ 2613.811 (95.817%) 
total stock together with fresh receipt 36505 -3503.690 (95.978% average) 
According to FO 3 rc^stcr the issue/transfer position stands as under.

■;

i

r
if'
I)

WeightBagsMonth!;■

2305.450 M.ton 96.471%)238978/2010
to
4/2011

897.53396375/2011 i

195.16421286/2011
1176B 1093.697(92.87%)
36662 ■3398Tur(98.28%y

Total
O.Totali:

the above calculations It transpires that IssueFrom
4/2011, stands 96.471% while average of previous 
receipt i.e. 36505 bags was 95.97%, oU of sudden 
92.87% during 5/2011 and 6/2011.

ratio from 7/2010 to 
avaUable Stock (+) fresh ^‘V 
tile average dropped by

J
;■

!
f

OCwi
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4/6/2011, 339 
without proper

int at this very stage arises that when on 

a from FG 3 rcpsmr to FG .3

et emptied in

^e most important po 
'■'EQ bags were transferre
'justification. On that very day total 661 bags wheat «c 
; ot97.76.per bag. Hence the enquiry team felt that how

I

339 bags g

tt:y
even a single day.
Here the significant question arises, that either the offici. 

rsant about the godown transaction or he willfully-

ial at fault was not fully 
exercised the practice5

4i: • conve
to justify the issue transfer on higher average?

: To reach to'perceivable condition, statements were o
concerned, also served upon them a questioner to

1 btained in written form 
reply the asked

:v:.l

firom all

#1 questions.' delivered wheat stock towhoIn reply to the questioner Mr. Rahmat Wali FGI^ 
the aUeged official Mr. Mukhtar FGI, told that he had not comnutted any type o

to be occurreddeal in written or verbal, regarding compensaUon of shortages 
: after the disposal of stock so handed over by him. He however pointed out that

just received from down 
the other

•-Vi

■m damages could occur in the stock, stored in open
Arandu in infested condition (reply attached) on. district and PRC

; ' hand the aUeged official Mukhtar Ahmad stated that he had not committed any
heat stock but the stock viz 58838 kgs\ corruption or miss appropriation in the w 

I exposed to loss due to ebnonnal seal of infestation asM the stock was old

pertaining to 2008t09 period.
I' y He disclosed that he could not weighed the stock at the time of taking charge 
I' because of non-availability of space; he however took the charge on ,£he basis of 

average giving, Rs.18/- per bag by Mr. Rahmat Wali to cover the leaa weight if 
'; occurred at latter stage. He further stated that Mr. Rahmat Wali might have 

coUected more money from the relevant contractor in exchange of less. deUvery 
of wheat. This transaction of Rs;18/- per bag was also admitted verbaily by the 

Mr.Bashir Ahmad before the Enquiry Committee. Mr. Mukhtar

M

mm
yV

then AFC
S’ Ahmad further sUted that to protect the stock Mr.Rahmat Wali also demanded 

fumigants E.T.C on 21/6/2010, before of his taking over charge which projects 
that the stock was at risk of, vivals. He referred some letters to highlight hisI

]efforts regarding noticing the issue of vulnerability of infestation to the stock, 
c/? ' for instance report of Rahmat Wali on dated 21-6-2010. Findings of enquiry

conducted by DDOR, Dorosh vide No 16904/DCO/ACO- dated 25/4/2010 with 
the suggestion to shift the stock to areas of Upper Chitral, due to' growing 
infestation over there, because of hot climate rather than Upper Chitral, other 
reports to highlight the problem of infestation, statement of reps of contractors, 
also testifying the existence of vivals in the stock who vntnessed these at the 
time of lifting. •
DFCs efforts to clear the dumped ^tock, as huge, quantity of wheat flour 
being received during winter season on opening of lowari tunnel tempo.rarily, 
which put rather negative impact on the issue of wheat locally. As such to make 
arrangement of shifting of stock to upper area, DFC forwarded a letter 

; ' N0.1057/1/5-AC. Dated 29/6/2010 to Food Directorate to approve local rates

i

I.
V.

%

I was1^5:

fr
1 t ;
1^IA' • • uarosh *»...!



, Usting' 8 in numbers, 
took over charge from 

in weight, stating that

1^cbitr®^, various destinations at upper 
nt from Nizamul MuUc, also collected who

from Darosh to 
Written statcmc
.Mua^tar Ahmad FGI, oonfinned ahortage of 58838 ^ 
Booh balance was 504 bags weighing 105543 hg . 
position was 504 bags with weight 46705 kgs. with clear

kgs was found.
It is however '

r
Ar
i
1.

remarks recorded during 
seems very .important, 

as “65 bags 
also striked by

[i expedient to bring to notice that the
Mukhtar and Nizamul Mulk

xtent, which is reproduced
J'

charge handing betweenL
hi^ lighting wheat condition to
weighing 6305 kgs not consumable and the remaining ones

statement of Mukhtar he contended that the old atook pertamed 
the report of Rahmat Wall, submitted on 24-7-2009,

, the DFC

some e

insects" In the
to 2008-09. Whereas on
expressing about the receipt of substandard wheat from NRC Azakh 
Chitral Mr. Mushtaq Ahmad clearly directed the FGI, Rahmat Wali not to accept

be rctransported ^by carnage

I-
h

such like substandard wheat, and these to 
contractor, these directions were issued on 
No.2672 dated 25/7/2009.

iii. The covered storage capacity of Darosh godown is 500.000 M.tons, while huge 
stock had been accommodated in openslq^. When asked about the phenomena, 
of demanding too much stock, which had to be stored in open with major 
quantity, the then DFC Mr. FazU Bari told that stock was demanded catering 
the population as per last year' requirements. But unluckily the same could not 
be utilized due to nominal demand in the feeding stations, fall tinder the 
jurisdiction of PRC Darosh.
In another question that, what was the reasons of shifting of wheat from PRC 
Arandu towards PRC Darosh, despite of the fact that there was already lying 
huge quantity, Mr. Bari replied, approved local rates were not available from 
PRC Arandu to various PRCs in upper Chitral and further that the stock at 
Arandu was also in infested condition so its speedy disposal wets also necessary 
and its only solution was to shift the stock first to PRC Darosh and then to be 
retransported to Upper Chitral!
FINDINGS;- From the perusal of the relevant record and statements of the 
concerned officials that wheat stock on the charge of FGI Mukhtar Ahmad, 
sustained loss by 58838 kgs costing to Rs.l470950/- (calculated at that time 
rale of issue/sale proceed) despite repeated requests to evolve strategy for its 
protection and early disposal, indicating susceptibiUty of insects and other 
hazardous rivals.

the back of report vide DFC Chitral: -

\

;

t

r
it '•
;•

■

1^
r
;*

I
-•

t'
In 2009-10, the following quantities were demanded and suppUed to PRC 
Darosh.

2000 M.ton demanded vide No.860 dated 12-5-2009.
II. 3000 M.ton demanded vide No.3058-60 dated 2-7-2009.

dated 2-7-2009.' ' '

I.

I 1600 M.ton demandeerVide No.3058.5Q
800 M.ton was supplied. Record 30-6-2009, closing

balance of PRC darosh stood as 155

S;
While



PRC Arandu, this total receipt comes to 6110 M.ton on the other
th of 7-2009, while 155

the other side total issue of 
that huge quantity of wheat.

supplied from
hand 4004 M.ton wheat have been supplied-in the mon

I M.ton wheat were on the closing of 30:6-2009. On
t the year 2009-10 was 2607 M.ton, it means
f''|i remains in ^e godowns, for at least two years.
g- PTr.rnMMRWDAT10HS:- As per policy of the Food Department 1/charge PRC

to control infestationwas required to adopt all possible precautionary measures
the official ’ could not■ throu^ apply fumigants but in the instant case 

apparently protect the' stock from infestation and rain water. The shortages 

occurred due to his negligence, so recovery is liable to be made from him.II
Secondly the officials who were demanding more and more wheat despite of the 

P fact, that there had already been dumped huge quantity over and above the 

r: accommodation of the godowns, and its non-disposal will in time are also
P somehow responsible. They should have put the demand according to the
& requirements of the. feeding sale points and stations. However letter NdJ73/2-l 

FG- dated 22-4-2010, indicating the seriousness of the situation suggesting to 
. be imposed ban on influx of atta from down Districts. So they may also be 
asked about the reasons of demanding huge wheat supply, and -non-issue in 
time which resulted stagnant situation of the wheat in godowns.
Note: - The case is under trial in the Anti-corruption Court Peshawar against

&

Mr.Mukhtar Ahmad, after lodging FIR by A.C.E'Chitral.
Submitted for further proceedings please.m

i. to ^ ^ 1.Enclosures: - (All relevant documents from Page5;

In

I(BnJHAMMAD JAHANGIR)
Assistant Director Pood Bannu Divi^ 

Bannu /

HAIDAR) ,
^ Assistant Director Food (li spection) 
g Food Directorate 
p/ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
I: Peshawar

W ■ ■
i
IP

&
I
I
I
I';2;^
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SHOW CAySE NOTICE

, Muh^m^O Anw„ Kh.„ DireCo. FooO
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency

to Rs.1470950/-from PRC Drosh were short m the stock unocry . . ,4 m
Order No. 10455/ET.Enquii7 dated 24-10 

required to adopt all

Mr. Mukhtar Ahm

I

i

. c) An enquiry was conducted vide Food Directorate Office
212. The Enquiry Committee recommended that being ^ . fumigants but you have
possible precautionary measures to control infestation through apply tura.gams y 
•apparently protected the stock from infestation andTam water.

•>
was

not

dumped huger
d) You were also demanding more and more wheat despite well in time.

itnfx
issued in time the same which resulted stagnant situation of the wheat m u 147095O/-
occurred due to your negligence, so recovery of Government wheat stock amount^g to Rs.l
is liable to be effected from you . • /

was
You

letter

t.

.mjs you found guilty of miscoriduct and recommended imposition of major pena ty ag i y

1
t

I
I

\
record provide by the DFC Chitral. I am satisfied that youOn going through the material 

committed the above alc/omissions specified in mle-3 of the said rules.
on

)
i have
i As a result thereof, the under signed being competent authority, have tentatively decided to 

ppnnHv ie. Remhvfll from Servlce under rule (4) (b) (iii) Efficiency & Discipline
i 2.
f

impose upon you the MaiojL
Rules 1973 amended/revised2011.i

therefore, required to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be 

and also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
You are.3.

imposed upon you
srCSlhried that you have noIf no reply to this notice is received with in seven days, it shall^ 

reply to pul in your defence and in that case an ex-parlc action shall be taken a^^■ 4.

4^’

DIRECTOR FOOD 
KH YB l}ft-F<iaiTUNKHW A, 

PESHAWAR
gnrtrn-semcnt Nn & Date Even

BVA^Utanl Director Food Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat f^

2) Tho°District Food Controller, Chitral for information &neccssajj^iom/9

ion & necessaryibrmi
}

f
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t-.'f-/.♦i • I <1fW /To k'

|v The Director Food, 
KPK PeshawarI

Subject: show Cause Notl^I
A

Sir.‘ t 26-11-2014. my parawise reply ist No. 6885/PF-1036 date 2iWith reference to your memo
a)'*That pera No; (a) is correct. To the extent that I had o'J^funds^with

27279 bags from my predecessor but y^r honour know

t^t foMow raidt^p’ot" istoTpS; Wsra^p^rm^^
pocket. The other mam taken over

I
a;
iS
f ■ weighing from his own .

- Godown premises;therefore the bags.were not 
charge at the average of 95.817 KG per bag.

b) That - para No (b) is correct gnd already
c) That- para No (c) is not correct. The fact is that th oredecessor Mr. Rehmat

infested prior to f^iy faking, °ver charge; he Repot^^^^^^ ■ Drosh
Wali FGI dated 21-06-2010
was 500 Metric Ton while the stock stocked 1935 bags outside
to the above mentioned stock, my p instruction of the then DFC
the Godown in open air in ®“°;dance the msvuctio
Chitral. After ‘®'<''"9P^®'fJ„-®d"before my charge. All possible precautionary 
accordance with work "Pi*-^,33^ Saced under the stock and was

Sc'cMMl S:“tlSt"tV?9-M0°T 10'

«I. ■'01 oS.“ jo

■ r“ t:,”'.'S'»« —,how I can be held resPOP®"^'® ' .,^5.^0 ^dated 29-06-2010 is worth perosal- 
report of DFC Chitral N° ^.o^e wheat, if I had,demanded then,the
please, I have not d®fTand®d any m
complainant would have ,3 para No; (d) are crystal clear in the
responsible for the g jgr Auditor Anti-corruption No; 7854-57 Dated
report of Mr. Shah Jahan Khan.benioi

0 . wM- fy...—
^ but! I

■s
I

i?
1

i

I

J
(j

I
I r^'4.

it::"
s;-.t



'"in<iL!

' me in order to save

»««“"■ rsS,“S-themselves. The st rv infestation and
made scape goa' . contradictory "the ca^ are

e) That para ^ the embezzled neither embezzled any
on other han t dumbly requested that I ha connection, theseparate things, h s hurnoiy 4 oiis-conduct. In tnis 06-10-2012

' 'TiSii Sfwo^'pe^srpleS'"' ^^s;^r(^ofdDeptr2"’2'Snj2

please vyherein 2400 bags in °° my handing over charge.

f ThaTthe'^FC Chitral is co.mplainant in ^R^-^i^weve" 1 had produced the
^'hte Slineh hlu^^SbfnTdf to ^"S"" '

-■* r
16

(
&

and

.
Daled01-i2-201A Yours obediently

iz

.. 4.S.
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fooddire<^°J^^^
KHYBERpeshawar^^_^^^^

I
I

Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed FGl 
Office of District Food Controller,
Chitral.
gwnw r AT1SE NOTICE / PERSQNM hearing

Subject:-
Memo§■

,. on theReference your reply to Show Cause Notice dated 01-12-2014I«:ssr,.

subject noted above.

You ^e directed to appear before the competent authority for personal 
^ /^/lOl^for personal hearing to proceed further action in the

>■ 3

hearing on
matter.

OR FOOD 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 

PESHAWAR.

»

I
Endorsement No & Date Even
Copy is forwarded to
1) The Assistant Director Food Malakai-id Division at Saidu Sharif Swat for 

information &. necessary action.

2) The District Food Controller, Chitral for information & necessary action.

i

53SS DR FOOD 
KHYB'ElfF AKHTDNKHW A,

PESHAWAR.
t

, A'- ■■'■'V

t>r



h i
y

Dated Peshawar theJJi-/ '.
I

ii’ Mi-. Mukhtar Ahmed EGI
C)ffice P.f4)i5trictEood Gonh^

:'GhitraU'''^‘
^iimv r- attSFNQTICE / PERSOML' HEARTS

•1

\.

t
Subject:-
Memo

i
I

Cause Notice dated 01-12-2014 andSS^SMfi
Reference your reply to Show 

application dated 02-01-2015, on the subject noted above.

Yon are directed to appear before the competent authority for personal 

hearing on49'-01-2015 to proceed further in the

i.
3

khybert^khtunkhwa,
PESHAWAR

, ■ Endorseinent No & Pate Even

1) The Assistant Director Food Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat for
.information &. necessary action.

2). The District Food Controller, Chitral for infoimatipn :& necessa^ ^action.

DIRECTOR FOOD 
atrFAKHtXJNKHWA, 
PESHAWAR.

KHYB(

\K/
0

Dinir Will rCl daltd JO-U-^OUShow C»uie Nolle* -Vc'tuntl Hurioj

V-
Q

1^
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1.. 1//•
FOOD DIRBCrW^

KHVBER
PESHAWAR^_^,q^.^Ir;'

Nn
Dated Peshawar

Mr. MuHitar Ahmed FQI
Office of District Food GontroUer, 
Ghitral;

nw rAXJSF T^^'FICE / PER^ 

Reference tins Directorate .letter No

on the, subject noted :above,

352/PF-1036 dated 13.-01-2015,
Subject:-
Memo

,tent authority for personal
are^directed to appe.^ before the compe

dfarther.'inthe matter

:■

You 

hearing bn -

\ 3.. :I I /2015to.proceei

__ OOD

PESHAWAR.

If
KHYB

i

Tr»^n..,.mentNo_&Date^ 
Copy is forwarded to
1) The Assistant Director Fpo.....

information & necessary .action.

2) The.DistrictFoo.d Controller

d Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif Swat for 

, Chitral for iiifoimation & nejfia^ action.

X)t^StoRFOOD
KHYB^P^AKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR.

'••y

tP
5 SliewCtus^Nolite



"SIS’"
(1J2JJ-V2015I; Date

OFFICE ORDER
23-fl6*2010.ttn'd • 

now Fpodgrain Inspector
cd FGl took over the charge of PRC Drpsh on

As reported by the DFC Chilral Mukhtar Ahm
. s.ock of 27279 b.go wore -ocoived form thc.prodoctosor Mr. Rchrool Will Foodgrain Supomsor 

ge after his Uansfer from Drosh Centre, it was found that a.quantity

US.14709S0/- was shorten stockundcr control /custody of the said ofTicial.
An enquiry, was conducted vide Food Directorate Office Order t4o., 10455/ET-Enq ry ^^ 

Commiuee —ded th. being in=hage of PRC Mu.- M.ed was. requned^,^^^^^^^^ 
infestation, through apply of fumigan'u but he faile .to pro

Clritral. While leaving char

. 2

Enquiry /
precautionary mcKurcs to control
deteriorations.

pnintsfand sUtions..He while indicating ,o the seriousness of ^e si^ahon suggested,to repose a^
Dismets vide letter No. 473/2-1/FG dated 22-04-2010. As per enquiry report the shortages oceurred .g

of Government wheat stock was due againsl.him, but instead of the clewing. , e o

3

utstanding amount lingered
official, so recovery

/delayed recovery on one or other pretext.on

worked out the cost of wheat on Ute bas,is of issue pricc ie; 2500 per
amount of Rs-The District Food Controller Chitral has4

a. d... time. b..cva, d,. landed cd of d.e.ambanz.cd.,u„dl, a. d.a preacn, rale

7.500Ml,bonafo,58.3SKgaifoo^«^^^^^^^

Sb„» caoaa Node, for

and NO. .2d.,Pr.l03d dom bis p,.d...ssoe

in Ihc.next hearinghui never turn up rtepfeS^ noucefwblack &

stock-by the enquiry committee.

letter No.

committed to deposit the outstanding but 
Godown during in 2010. He requested for clearing his position

Ali.r Ml considaeadon oflh. o.s.,fh. said of<lciafislddd-,.spo»sibMfbr emb.zal.m,.d ml^N™ 
„,Cov.enmcn.:s.deks ».odb Rs, 2.500 Millions and bomb, aw.d.d lb. mpjo.p.„al.y of lamoval f™m ...... .dbomm

effect

white.

.5

7b. emb.z2l.m.n. / misappropriallon ,o«d.,™bicb a,, slid o.y «sf 8i^^90vi..d dom 
his moveable/ immoveable property as per law / rules. /^6

D^CTQKFOOD
KHYAER.^llTUNKirtVA,

^PISHAWAR

ffnft«»: of fvnn No A DatS

rvU^'
Copy is forwarded to;-.

The District Accounts Officer Chitral.
4 Tltc District Revenue Officer Chitral swat.

> ;£ro£SS.7“-="^^
. 7 The District-Food Gontrollcr Ghitral.

g Mr. MuWitar Ahmed,FGI Chitral.
9 Personal FUe.

3

'G

KilYB TIUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR

l9J33.20l5.4e®ervice Mukliur Aluned FGI datedOffice Order for feinoval from s
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HYBBR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE. TRIBUALK

Appeal' No.. 1078/2fe-5
\

//^ M.
i :% ! -r I-i /

'■ ¥ ' ■ 1

Date of Institution ..; 1'4.Q9.2015

03.11.2017Date of Decision

. .. 1.

of .QuK Khan (l;ate):SiK/0:Mukhtiar. Alimad son. 
Chitral.

VERSUS •:**'V •
h,

1.

For appellantMR.SYED GHUFRAN ULLAH §HAH, 
Advocate

■ MR. ZIAULLAH, 
Deputy District Attorney

a. For respondents.I f

,;
•■|v

chairmA 
■MEMBER ■

M5)
MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, 
'ivIR. GUL ZEB KHAN,,. . ■ .

'\¥-
•f..
•r-,i

-.TTIDGMENT .

of the' ;ArgumentsNT A Z MLEHAMMO ■RH/QUHAIRMANc

i

ieamed counsel for the.partiesdieM:^ record perused.

FACTS
vide order dated 21,04.2015,.rempYelji'Irdm serviceThe appellant ■was•2:

against which he filed-departmOlIjipealvon Ti:p5.l0i:5,Which was not responded
-ji--

Ta.m:- m ' 14.09.2015.'The allegations against the0

to and hence tho present service; appeal on

quality ■^h.eat ih'Uhe godown' and the extra demand of vmcat.appellant were poor

I V “^'1 14
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■*ts X

2 'U /.>-
^ V" V' •-.
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Xarguments. .
The learned counsel.for the appellant, argued that the whole proceedings

ndertaken against the.rules. That the enquiry committee did not enquire into

till the decision of the Special Court

criminal case regarding the same matter was pending

The learned counsel for the appellant further argued that in the second

rather suggested to keep it pendin 

of Anti Corruption in which a

ao ••tter

adjudication.
r

i. ... .... ™n.ion.d ^ -PP."" -

Wheat vide letter dated .22.04.2010 hut the appellant at that time 

the seat as he assumed the charge on

was

23.06.2010. The learned' counsei;|)@3||^i^

i Corruption has acquiffed^.thgpg||^|J, Aaitiappellant further argued that the Special Judge

the appellant should be reinstated in service. He relied upon a
appellant and 

judgment reported as

now

2007-SCMR-537 and 1998-SCMR-199j.

District Attorney argued that an
the other hand, the leamed DeputyOn4.\

■ !

heldconducted in .the year. 2012 in which the appellant

12.12.2013 in which too the

.was
enquiry was

followed by another enquiry onresponsible which was
in criminal caseheld responsible. He further argued that the acquittal 

bearing on the disciplinary proceedings and in this regard he relied upon 

2006-SCM1M005.

appellant was

’has got no 

a judgment'reported as

GT a f '!■. I'N: ';
' A.M-xlTONCLUSION.

iiv committee had not enquired intoAfter issuance of charge sneet the enquny)!
...

f\V|' .Nvj -.'ice
poit dated 21.1.2014 and proposed that the matter be 

by the .Special Court of Anti Corruption.

■^^•hb matter and had given its reV,

kept pending till the decision ot thc

But the authority without appomting.another enquiry-officer or committee passed

case.

21.04.2C15 by removing the appellant fforri service, inis 

the part' of the authority is illegal as.no regular enquiry was conducted 

against the appellant rather it '^vas proposed by the enquiry . _

^ matter.be kept pending till the df^icision of the Court of ^ti Corruption. Preliminary-

the final order dated

action on
V' / committee Uhat the !-•

T- ;f:

. }
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ot be taken into

learned counsel for the 

ed both these judgments 

ease as in both these judgments the issue was

arhed Deputy District Attorney cann

referred .to by the

1’^ eferi-ed to by the.leenquirv as r 

consideration. So far as
.?-•

the judgmentw
in criminal case is concern

sp* appellant regarciing acquittal

the present/fi have got no bearing on

« arrears/financial benefits.
inistrati^ve law that acquittales of adminis-

with the departmental proceedings as per judgment
settled jurisprudential principles

Ir is now

i, case has no concern

rehed upon by the learned Deputy

lew of the above discussion

6.

District Attorney.

,siF tl.. dep.m»r»®:ateoW:<« bold

with niies within a peno

In view . 

removal order is illegal which is set
7.

-/
iodoffburimon|f;i||^

denovo proceedings in accordance

p..e peon 1"f.dies “

signed to the record room

bear, their 'Own cos

■m- .
¥ ■ . con

D KHAN)(NIAZIcHAIKMAN
r

AN)-(GUI- ZHdKH
memberIt

mit ANHOUNCED
03ili.2017

--.a-
i

3- -------------

^_____

^ .....7

r^-Im
, .13%:;::rf?

-C.-i

. rr^.Kv.9»^dbf»i!ivi>rvvfCopw
I'r-

\T
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PESHAWAR
y(^ ' '' /PF'1.036-U

■ /^i /Janu3rv.2018

)

O
■iNo_l

\'/I

■ Dated_:'li/i
--■i'

^
dated 03-11-2017^ ^j

Service Tribunal decisionOFFlCB.ORDiRj

“ t/.Spp.S

respect of Mr.service inremoval from
Chitral tbis Directorate

in case 
Mukhtar 

Oflice Order

y

°''^^pakhtu°nkhwa
khyber

PESHAWAR

iiKSN o & OatiC= ndstti_ol.^DJ
I '

ppouty Commissioner Chitra^ , ^ PakhlunKhwa^|^«^^ dated

03-11-2017 in case of appeal

Copy is forwarded to:-

^ • The
2
3 The 1' ■;■

■i
at Saidu Sharif Sv.'at.

/ lid
7 The
8 The 
^9' Mr.

Personal File

I
J.. WI
/:

““SS™°KH»A
PESHAWAR

Ikhyber 0
i
T

-■i

• t
i 1

Vh.O'-- •?u> • ' • II

\ •K-
, N'l.vi,
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Pr-<\'h^'j \il\2018N°-f^ySjrTMarcti, 
Dated JJ^

the Director Food. 
KhvberPaKhtunKhvja,
pesha'war.

/charge sheet^ letter'Subjecf.
allegation'tatemert otFood PlreclgraleT'-- Reterepce 

d,-\9.0A-20'\8.N0.378IPF dale edlng p'ease.f further proceis submitted tor-
00 the above title caseInquiry report,

2

s.

Hazara DWisioN
^SkanddWisionat



t ENQUIRY REPORT
vide Statement allegationin compliance of Food Directorate, letter 

/ charge Sheet No. 376/PF dated 19-01-2018 (Annex-I), the under signed 
accused with District Food Controller Chitral to attend Food Directorate

all the records mentioned in the charge
called the
Peshawar on 12-03-2018 and submit 
sheet/ statement of allegations for conducting enquiry against Mr. |i1ukhtar Ahmad 

Foodgraih Inspector Office of the District Food Controller Ghitraj

The DFC Chitral submitted all relevant documents with the report to 

the committee against Mukhtar Ahmed FGI. He took over the.charge of PRC Drosh 
on'23~06-201Q and. a stock of 27279 bags was received form his predecessor Mr. 
Rehmat Wali’.Foodgrain Supervisor now AFC' Chitral. While leayipg charge dfter 
his transfer from Drosh Centre, it was found that a quantity of. 58838' Kgs 
amounting to Rs;T4709'50/- was' short: in the stock, under-control /custody of-the 

accused and no' insect attack was detected at that time of Inspection by the then 

DFC Chitral Mr. Fazli Bari (Annex-ll)

2

As per personal hearing / written reply to the statement of allegations 
of the accused before the enquiry committee the shortages, occurred due to His. 
negligence / incompetency of, Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed FGI (Annex4ll). It. is evident 
that all kinds of possible measure were adopted by him but the short in wheat 

stock appeared at the end of handing over charge, so recovery of a quantity of. 
588.38 Kgs amounting to Rs.1470950/- of Government wheat s.tock is due again'st 

him..

3

conclusion
We. the enquiry committee arrived at the conclusion, that the charges 

/allegations against the accused Mr. Mukhtar Ahmad Foodgrain Inspector Office of 

District Food Controller. Chitral are proved and he is held responsible for the loss 

to Government wheat stocks / empty gunny bags. Therefore, the official may be 

preceded under the relevant law / rules.

Imtiaz MuPiariimad Khan 
Assistant Director Food 

Hazara Division.
Member of Enquiry Committee

Assistant Director Food 
■Malakand Division.

Member of Enquiry Committee

t:„^.



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA 
DIRECTORATE OF FOOD 

PESHAWAR
-/PF-

Dated /^'/ /January. 2018

No

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
NIsar Ahmed. Director Food Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, being competent authority, am of the opi 

(yl- |i/ukhlar Ahmed Foodgraln Inspector Office of District Food Controller. Chitral has rendered himself liable 
proceeded against, as he committed the following acts/omtssions, within the meaning of Rule-3 of the Khy 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Elficiency & Discipline) Rules. 2011 ;•

As reported by the DFC Chitral that Mukhtar Ahmed FGI took over thejJhai^e 
on 23-06-2010 and a slock of 27279 bags were received form the J it was
Foodgrain Supervisor now AFC Chitral. While leaving charge after his transfer from Drosh uemre. « 
found that a quantity of. 58838 Kgs amounting to Rs.1470950/- was short in the stock unoer com 
/custody of the said official.

An enquiry was conducted vide Food Directorate Office ^®fP^?7,^?a^'2hmpri'^vvas
10-212. The Enquiry Committee recommended that being Incharge of PRC Mr. Mu rnminanls
required to adopt all possible precautionary measures to control infestation through appy 9 
but he failed to protect the stock from losses / deteriorations.

The official had been demanding more and more wheat despite the farf, that ^^9® 
over and above the accommodation was dumped in the Godowns. He did not put the deman g
to the requirements of the feeding sale poirits and stations, He while indicating to the senousne 
situation suggested to impose ban on influx of atta from down Districts vide letter No. 473/2-1/F 
22-04-2010. As per enquiry report the shortages occurred due to negligence of the said ^
recovery of Government wheal stock was due against him, but instead of the clearing the outstan ng 
amount lingered on /delayed recovery on one or other pretext.

^ ■

The District Food Controller Chitral has worked out the cost of wheat on the basis of issue 
price ie. 2500 per bags at that time, however the landed cost of the embezzled quantity at the rate of 
42.499/- Per Kg an amount of Rs. 2.500 Millions for 58838 Kgs is outstanding against him . The official 
been held responsible for peculation.from Government stock by the enquiry committee. Subsequently 
Mr. Mukhtar Ahmed FGI served with Show Cause Notice vide Food Directorate letter No. 6885/PF-1036 
dated 26-11-2014 and directed for appearance before the competent authority along with reply to the 
Show Cause Notice for personal hearing vide letters No. 7227/PF-1036 dated 24-12-2014, No. 352/PF- 
1036 dated 13-01-2015 and No. 1251/PF-1036 dated 27-02-2015 on 19-03-2015 to proceed accordingly. 
During his personal hearing the official not only committed to deposit the outstanding but also confessed 
about taking money from his predecessor during handing / taking over of Godown during in 2010. He 
requested for clearing his position in the next hearing but never turn up deposit of notice is black & white.

The official was held responsible for embezzlement/ misappropriation of Government stocks 
worth Rs. 2.500 Millions and awarded the major penally of removal from sen/ice with immediate effect 
vide Food Directorate Office Order No.2038/PF-1036 dated 21-04-2015

Whereas on appeal to the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal by Mr. Mukhtar Ahmad Ex- ! 
Foodgrain Inspector against the penalty of his removal from service and acceptance of appeal as per 
Court decision daled 03-11-2017. Food Directorate office order for removal from service in respect of 
Mr. Mukhtar Ahmad FGI was set aside and approved de-novo proceeding under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Government Seaiants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 (Copy of decision dated 03 11 2017 i« • 
enclosed)

2 For the purpose of transcript inquiry against the said accused with reference to the above allegations 
and per Khyber Pakhtunkhv/a Service Tribunal conclusion of the decision dated 03-11-2017 in 
1078/2015 M/s Abdul Jalil Assistant Director Food. Malakand Division and Imtiaz Muhamm^w t^u ^PPeal No.

'"ood. Hazara Division at Abbollabad are appointed as Inquiry Officers under rule 10 (1) (a) of the ibid r I

3
The Inquiry Officers shall, in accordance with the provisions of th^ kVi 

opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings and within thirty davs nf th ' '•

^ndings so that appropriate action could be taken against the accused ^ of this

The accused and a well conversant representative of th 
and place fixed by the inquiry committee.

rules, provide reasonable 
order, put forth Its

department shall join the proceedings on the
\

'laie. lime

director
KHYRPd



EnrtQrsomoht Hn dnto Evon 
A copy of the above Is fonvardod lo;*

Mr. .Abdul Jail) Assislanl Director Food Malakand Division at Saldu Sharif Swat for preceding
against the accused under the provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&O Rules.2011 (Copy of Charge 
Shoot along with Statement of Allegation Is enclosed)

Mr, Imliaz Muhammad Khan Assistant Director Food Hazara Division, at Abbpttabad for jnjtlatlng 
proceeding against Ihe accused under the provisions of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&O Ruies.zon 
(Copy of Charge Sheet along with Statement of Allegation Is enclosed)

The Dlslrlcl Food Controllor. Chllral for Information with the direction to produce all
the Enquiry Committee on Ihe dato/llmo place fixed by the committee for the purpose of the enquiry
proceedings.

Mr. Mukhlar Ahmad Foodgraln Inspector Office of DFC Chllral for Information with the direction to 
appear before the Enquiry Committee on the date/llme place fixed by ihe committee for the purpose ot 
the enquiry proceedings.

1)

2)

;i)
V

4)

I
directceleoob. 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. 
PESHAW/^R.

*1



OFFICE 0F THE 
i>I STRICT FOO D eQNTROLLER, 

UPPER CHITRAL.

'f:•:

7^? /;3/4^Ef
_______

natal;-.. A)7/2031■

To
The Director Food, 
Kliybef Pakhlunkhwa 
Peshawar.

•RETIREMENT ORDER/APP-UiCATION.Subject;
Memo;

1
Enclosed: please find herewith a copy of application :in respect to- Mr. ■Muldrtar 

Ahmaci Food Clrain hispeclor, .of tl'ie und'er5;igned'office is .sent foi ravotybjc con.-icLutii 

with efiecl from 07-lJ8-,2()21,1^‘^'tt^^-retirement order

■d

DistHa Fb^Cootroller, 
Uppem Chitra!.

i*

Er.ds; No. & Date Even

Mr, Mukiitar .Ahmad FoodvimiaJnspector M.)FC Oiitcc tpperAfiiha:Ccipy forwarded to

■*e.

Foad Controller, 
Upper Chitval.
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• supreme court of PAKISTAN ''r' ;■

f (Appellate Jurisdiction)
■ \!■

PRESENT: :Mr, Justice Guitar Ahmed 
Mr. Justice MDqbooI Baqar

t^eatnot Ti . • ^P-WQ:29.Pof201S
IVibunal'^^rr 03.11,2017. pao.cd by the Khyber PakJUunkhwa

■ "'''’"®"'0rlnAppi[D]No.lO78of2Ol5!

^^ief Pakhtunkhtua through
others, Secretariat, Pashawgr

^uizht
\

the Petiti

...PetitionerfsJ' 

,,.R3spondent(s)VersusAhmad.'

Wadood‘oner(s) Qasim: Barrister 
Addl.A.G. KP

Mr. Khalid Mehmood, ASC
For RespandcTit(s) 
Date 6f Hearing

:

: 26.11.2019

ORDER
given chargeGulzar Ahmeri, J-. The respondent was 

■i'hcat-stock by the petitioners and an amourit of 58.838 KG of

Wheat v/as found less in the stock, while the stock being in 

custody of the resporident. A preliminary enquiry was held in

•.which certain observation regarding shortage of stock was made

and the respondent was found negligent and it was also-observed 

that recoveiy is also to be-made from him. The department issued 

charge-sheet to the respoj^ent,. to which reply seems^ 

submitted by the re5bondent:..._AeJ-eIn Jig, denied the charge.

the competent -authority .proceeded to impo.se penalty 

the respondent that of. removal from sendee and recovery of

However,

upon

2^s2 5 milJion- A criminal case was also initiated against ■ the 

.•sspondent regarding the shortage In the stock of Wheat, however

D
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it is admitted .that in the said ease the respondent was acquitted

'.'ribunah however, in the impugned judgment, has observed

... mere acquittal in the-criminal case will not conler any right

• upon the. respondent to seek exoneration in the departmental

proceeding and thus, ordered the petitioner to hold de novo

enquijy, where all matters relating to shortage of Wheat is

threshed out.

2. We have noted from the enquiry report that though the

respondent has been found negligent in his conduct for - the
\

occurrence of the shortage but perhaps some other employees also

seem to be responsible and against them also proceedings need to

be initiated by ^he_p(^t[do_ne^Consequently, while dismissing this

petition, we observe that the petitioner shall conduct de novo

if venquiry and’ while doing so, examine the implication of other

r •
fs also.

Sdf-J ■if'

SdJ^J

0cncl>-lf
ISLAMAnAn
26.n.zo)y
HOT API'UOVPn I!
finliiifUif/

.Se;nioyCci.'.ri: A?,s(
Supr^c Court of Pi 

/ Isla'n-abat!

//

f'V; > s It
■4^ I ^ ****»»»^n

Scanned by CamScanner•iK,

f

j


