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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

.2^2APPEAL NO /2024

Muhammad Younas Afridi, BS-18,
District Officer Social Welfare Department, 
Charsadda.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar

2. The Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Zakat, Ushr & 
Social Welfare Department

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KP SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

23.07.2024. WHERE BY PENALTIES OF 

HOLDING OF THREE ANNUAL INCREMENTS FOR A
PERIOD OF THREE YEARS AND REVERSION FROM
BS-18 TO BS-17 FOR A PERIOD OF TWO YEARS.

WITH

HAVE BEEN IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT AND
NOT DECIDING THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF
THE APPELLANT WITH IN STATUTORY PERIOD OF
90 DAYS.

PRAYER IN APPEAL

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS SERVICE APPEAL THE 

ORDER DATED 23.07.2024, MAY PLEASE BE SET- 

ASIDE AND THE AJPPELLANT MAY BE RESTORED 

TO HIS ORIGINAL SCALE/GRADE ALONG WITH 

RESTORATION OF INCREMENTS WITH ALL BACK 

AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER 

REMEDY WHICH TfflS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS 

FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE 

AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF THE APPELLANT.
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;

FACTS:

1. That the appellant has been serving in the Social Welfare Deptt: 
since, 1995, and has good service record throughout his service 
career. The appellant was awarded BPS-18 vide ordei' dated 
14-4-2014, and the appellant is presently performing his duties as 
Dy: Director in BPS-18. Copy of the notification dated 14-04- 
2014 is attached as annexure A.

2. The appellant was posted as Superintendent in the Government 
Institution for the Blinds (BOYS) Peshawar vide order dated. 
18.04.2013 in pursuant of which the appellant submitted his arrival 
on 22.04.2013. Copy of arrival report is attached as annexure
B.

3. That a Civil Revision (C.R No. 1285-P/2012) was pending in the 
Peshawar High Court since 2012 ,which was later on decided 
against the Institution on 12-03-2015 , where after, the attested ^ 
copy of the judgment was obtained on 6-04-2015 , and forwarded 
the same on 07-04-2015 to the Director Social Welfare Zakat & 
Ushr, KPK Peshawar. Copy of High Court judgment is 
attached as annexure C.

4. That, later on, the Secretary to the Government of KPK Social 
Welfare Department Peshawar and all the concerned gave power 
of attorney on 28-05-2015, to the AOR Supreme Court for filing 
CPLA against the judgment of Peshawar High Court which was 
also signed by the appellant. But unfortunately the CPI-A was 
delayed by the concerned officials which was not the fault of the 
appellant. Copy of Power of attorney is attached as annexure-D.

5. That due to delay in CPLA, the fact finding inquiry was conducted 
on 30-08-2022 regarding the submission of judgment 
(7-04-2015),where it is pertinent to mention here that appellant 
was never associated with that fact finding inquiry, but despite that 
the said inquiry recommended regular inquiry against the appellant 
by giving safe passage to other responsible high grade c»fficers. 
Copy of fact-finding Inquiry is attached as annexure-E.

6. That thereafter, a charge sheet was issued (undated) which was 
never communicated to the appellant. However, the allegation of 
delay in supply of required documents for filling of CPLA No. 
335-P/2015 against judgment date 12.03.2015 of Peshawar High 
Court in the apex Court was leveled against the appellant. Copy of 
the Charge Sheet is attached as annexure-F.
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7. That the inquiry committee conducted the inquiry but without 
giving a proper chance of self defence to the appellant as per 
Rule-11 of the E&D Rules, 2011.

8. That the appellant gave an application on 27-06-2023 to inquiry 
officer regarding the non-receipt of inquiry letter / Corresponding 
documents and upon sensing the illegality, the appellant was 
provided the different correspondence letters of dated 21-03-2022, 
14-12-2022, 15-05-2023, on one and the same day in the office of 
the appellant without following the proper official way. However, 
the appellant submitted his replies to the letters on 10-07-2023, 
thou^ received delayed. Copies of the Applications are 
attached as annexure-G.

9. That the appellant also gave an application on 23-2-2024 to the 
inquiry officer for the provision of inquiry report and the same was 
provided to the appellant on 27-02-2024.Along with the copy of 
show cause notice. The appellant gave reply to the shov/ cause 
notice and denied the entire allegation level against him Copy of 
the inquiry report show cause notice and reply are attached
as annexure-H.

lO.That the appellant was called for personal hearing on 09.05.2024, 
while the appellant submitted his written defence on 16-05-2024 
and denied all the allegations level against him again . Copy of 
the personal hearing and reply are attached as annexure I.

1 l.That the worthy Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Zakat, 
Ushr& Social Welfare Department vide order dated. 23.07.2024 
imposed major penalty of “wiV/? holding of three increments for a 
period of three years and reversion of the accused from BS-18 
(personal) to BS-17 for a period of two years " upon the appellant. 
Copy of the order dated 23-07-2024 is attached as annexure-J.

12.That the appellant, aggrieved from the above mentioned impugned 
order dated 23-07-2024, filed departmental appeal on 5-08-2024 
, but the same was not respond within period of 90 davs. Copy of 
the departmental appeal is attached as annexure-K.

13.That having no other remedy against the acts/omissions of the 
respondents, the appellant is constrained to come to this august 
Tribunal on the following grounds amongst the others.



GROUNDS;-

A. That the impugned order dated. 27.07.2024 and not taking action on 
the departmental appeal of appellant within statutory period is against 
the law, fact, norms of justice and material on record. Hence liable to 
be set-aside.

B. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law hence 
the appellant’s rights secured and guaranteed under the law are badly 
violated.

C. That neither proper procedure was followed before awarding the 
major penalty, nor proper inquiry was conducted. The appellant had 
not been properly associated with the inquiry proceedings, i.e ' 
statements of witnesses, if any, were never t^en in the appellant’s 
presence nor the appellant was allowed opportunity to cross 
examination. Thus the proceedings so conducted are defective in the 
eyes of law.

D. That the impugned penalty order was passed by an incompetent 
authority, i.e Secretary of the Deptt: whereas the Hon’able Chief 
Minister was the competent authority for appellant because the 
appellant was in BPS-18 ( Deputy Director). Thus the impugned order 
is illegal and Coram Non Judice.

E. That according to the judgment of Superior Courts, it is held that the 
report on which an inquiry officer relies in which the appellant official 

neither participated nor confronted with evidence, tlien thewas
penalty on the basis of such report is a nullity in the eyes of law. The 
same is the case of appellant because the inquiry committee violated 
Rule-11 of the E&D Rules, 2011.

F. That the case is still sub-judice before the Civil Court and is not yet 
finally decided, which means that no loss is caused to the Govt: so far 
and the appellant is penalized for a damage which is not done yet.

G. That the appellant has been punished for no fault on his part as 
evident from the record. The appellant informed the concerned 
quarters well in time but the concerned quarter was failed in filing 
CPLA in time and the same fault cannot be attributed to the appellant 
by making him a scapegoat.

H. That the impugned order is totally against the laws and norms of 
justices, because the ap'pellant was punished for the faults of the 
others which is not legally justified.
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I. That the attitude and conduct of the department shows that they were 
bent upon to impose minor and major penalties upon the appellant at 
any cost to save skin of the actual responsible officers of the Deptt:.

J. That according to the judgments of Supreme Court it was held that 
every action against the natural justice should be treated as void and 
unlawful order. The natural justice should be considered as part and 
parcel of every statute. Hence impugned order is liable to be set-aside 
as the appellant was totally condemned unheard in violation of spirit 
of Article-lOA of the Constitution. (2017 PLD 173 AND 1990 PLC 
(C.S)727,1997 PLD QSC) Page 617).

K. That the charges leveled against the appellant were never proved in 
the inquiry, and the worthy inquiry committee had not proved the guilt 
of appellant beyond shadow of doubt, especially the letters which 
were shown in the table of the fact finding inquiry were; never 
described as inadmissible or otherwise.

L. That the appellant has not been treated fairly, properly, and the whole 
proceedings were taken in violation of the spirit of E&D Rules, 2011 
as well as Article-lO-A of the Constitution.. Therefore, the impugned 

order is liable to be set aside.

M.That the appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds and 
proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the appeal may_be 

accepted as prayed for.

APPELL

Muh;

THROUGH:-

(M. ASEF YOUSAFZAI) 
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT 

OF PAKISTAN.

(S. NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

OF PESHAW^il.

I
I

&
(HILAL ZUBAIR YOUSXFZAI) 

ADVOCATE PESHAWAR
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. /2024

Muhammad Younas Afridi, V/S Govt: of KP etc.

CERTIFICATE;

It is certified that no other service appeal earlier has been filed 

between the present parties in this Tribunal, except the present one.

DE^NE

*/

LIT OF BOOKS;

Constitution of the Islamic Republic o^akistan, 1973. 
The ESTA CODE.
Any other case law as per need.

1.
2.
3.

) ^APPELI^T

Muhammi d A^i,
7^THROUGH:-

(M. ASIF^OUSAFZAI) 
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT 

OF PAKISTAN.

(S. NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

OF PESHAW^:'

11
(HILAL ZUBAIR YOUSAEZA^--^ 

ADVOCATE PESHAWAR.
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. /2024

Govt: of tip etc.V/SMuhammad Younas Afridi,

AFFIDAVIT

I Muhammad Younas Afridi, BS-18 District Officer Social 
Welfare Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar (Appellant), do 

hereby affirm that the contents of this service appeal are true and correct, 
and nothing has been concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

DEPOhT/,

Muhammad: ••

I

I
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& WOMEN EMPOWERMENT DEPARTMENT )

)Dated Peshawar the I*!®' April, 2011.NOTIFICA no At-

HOi S.ttlIt5W)H-X97/MI^/— In pursuance of the recommendation of Upgradatlon 
Committee, twenty one (21) posts of Sodal Welfare Officers/Assistant Directors 
upgraded from BPS-17 to BPS-IB (personal) and consequently the following officers on 
the basis of seniority are allowed personal upgradatlon to BPS-18 
effect:*

are

with Immediate

Sr# Name of Officer
I 1. Mr. Faal Wahid

2. Mr. Saeed*ul*Hassan
3. Mr. Sher Nawaz^
1. MsL Tahira Naveed
S, Mst Shamshad Beoum
6. Mr. Abdul Rashid Mainr
7. Mst Yasmin Akhtar
8. MsL Tahira All

■7-7//1' 9. Mr. Shah Zaman
Mr. ShafoatAmln10.
Mr, Yasmin Ara11.

12. MSL Salma Nasrutlah
13. Mr. Muhammad Adil Khan

Mr. Abdur Rashecd11.
15. Mr, IftlkharAII
16. Mst. Iffat Nasir
17. Mr. Muhammad Yourtas AMdl

'in
MsL Blbl Yasmin Saeed
MsL Sveda Nudrat

20. Mst. Azra Beoum
21. Mst. Ghazala Tabassum

2. The posts shall automatically be downgraded as and when vacated by the
upgraded officers.

Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhvra 
Zakat. Ushr, Sodal Welfare, Spedal Education 

& Women Empowerment Department
Endst: No. FD/SOfPRiFD/7-21/2011:

Copy forv/arded for Information and necessary acUon to:*

1. T|ie Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

- 2. All District Account Officers In Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(Shaukatulrah) 
Section Officer (F(t) 
Finance Department

V^\'u.'F . [y.

14
^9 CamScanner

I

.

I
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JUDGMENT SHEET _____

IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR^O U ffy 
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT ^ '[--------- ' v

/

on ^6o-t‘hotz, .
JUDGMENT

'.•?..of...

I

F

1

Xlo'ih.I

4 K-P-k hi m/S rilr- Ziq-ur-/2I^rv^^ MtJo.ik
_ HfKKun \S'KpJ^ A ^ ^

A-fjidb AidAfsCM4-^x-

Dale of hearing.
I

C)f,vtAppellantI

■ Respondent
/A\

mSAR HUSSAIN TCPTAM^ r.I

PelUioners havei
I

f.
questioned the judgment and decree of learned Addilional Districti

t

Judge-IX, Peshawar dated 25.9.2012 Whereby. dismissing their 

appeal, judgment and decree of the learned Civil Judge-V, Peshawar 

dates 29.10.2010 has been maintained.

2. Precisei^stated facts of the case are that respondent 

No.1 Maqsood Ahmad and predecessor ofrespondenfs No. 2/1 to 2/5 

suit for possession through parfition of property measuring 

One Kanal from Khasra No.650/336 measuring 2 kanals & 12 Marla. It 

the plaint that respondent/plaintiff purchased the suit 

property, vide mutation N6.4020 dated 6.10.1983 in equal shares of 

10 Marla each; that plaintiff No.1 was settled in Karachi in connection

\

filed a

y/

IS averred in
1

i

Ir^< .



« his job. While pleMiff Uo.2 is h,„p,cspp„ pscsus, 

sye-sighi, due to which defendant No.3,

possesshn: ihsi merept polices were seol for vecetfoo of lhe site 

hut to

y • of loss of

} fI' has wrongly taken O'/er

I t
!

no avail.-Petitioners/defendants Filed written
statemont

wherein they particularly alleged that RUl No.171, 

which mutation tioTsoSS wSt^-3^t»tedj 

fraudulent as Us record I

5
on the basis of

■ Is fake, fictitious and

i- is neither available in the Settlement Office

at Peshawar nor at Lahore. It is further alleged that they have filed 

......
■' >

representation before the Senior Member^e

" ' ^oncellati,

subjudl

■-f
oftho 

The learned trial 

Of the

'''-o-^n.1973 ffi.y/which is

frsmlpg! afteri ■ (^ourt,
'-ocorded ^'^‘dence

partiesconclusion and afterof the case, suit
‘he plaintiff

appeal which

decreedWhich Patitioners againstfiled
IVffs dismissed,

'hstant revisi hence the
°h petition..

3.m / learned Additi,iI
onalAdv

General hathe le ^argued that 

opportunity to

arned trial court has not afforded ample
avidence.

particularly, the
Official witnasses wereWhich not.were aommoned

resulted into

court fias

in fhe
of witnes

aas Which•mpugned tf

I
1

^Ois

I



also failed to considee this
aspect of the case and dismissed thy' ►: e

appeal.I

4. Learned counsel (or respondents argued that they 

owner of the soil property end their title deeds heoe net been 

chel^jwd so ter belore eny competent lorom: that they ere owners 

the basis ofRL-If No.17.1 and consequential 

entitled for separaUon of their share 

Im wrongly been taken 

He mainiained that peUtloners 

opportunity to lead ewtfence and to brin

are

of the suit property on

mutation hence they are

through partition which
over for

construction.
were afforded 

g. on record any document in 

rebuttal but they have failed and that at such belated stage, they are 

not entitled to reversal of the decree.

I
:!;

:

5. I have heard learnedt counsel for the parties at length 

sod bsvo sons ibroogh m record wilh Iheir valooblo assistsneo.
%

!
1

Uvii; 6. Perusal of the record transpires that Maqsood AhmadI
efc. respondents Hied a suit for partition of their 20 shares 

extent of One Kanal out of Khasra No.550/336 

12 Marla which was Initially Evacuee 

as ownership of the Central G 

^568-69 Ex.PW.1/$

to the
\.

measuring 2 Kanal &

property and later on recorded 

overnment. vide Jamabandi of the year 

end shown in possession of the Settlement

mI
;
I

1

20J5

ED

oun.
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Department. Its RL-II was issued alongwith other property In favour 

of Abdul Kbaliq and Abdul Qadirsons of Abdul Rehman on the basis 

of which mutation No.3023 dated 10.5.1974 was attested, vide which 

two Kanals property was transferred in their favour, reference of

y :

/I
}
I

1

t

which is incorporated in the Jamabandi fof the year 1958-69 

. Ex.PW.in. This mufation hSd‘’ij^Q,Jnporporated in successive
I
I
{X
I

Jamabandi for the year 1976-77. According to E/PW.I/S, Jamabandi
t|>

for J/ie year 1980-81, Abdul Khaiiq and Abdul Rehman sold out one
i

( Kanal out of said property in favour of Maqsood Ahmad and Abdul!
i

r
Jalil in equal share, vide mutation No.4020, dated 6.10.1983.WhUe

}
i

s
one Kanal was transferred to Masil Khan and.ITItihammad Khan vide

I
t

mofaJion No. 4021 on the same date. These n7Ufaf/ons were

incorporafed in subsequent Jamabandi for the year 1984-85 

Ex.PliV.1/10. The Central Government transferred 12 Marla in favour

I

I

of All Gohar S/0 Sher Muhammad, vide mutation Wo.6336, dated 

17.3.1995 as per remarks column of Jamabandi for the year '1993-94 

Ex.PW.1/12. In subsequent Jamabandi, the Central Government is

I

*

i
/

:

t
omitted from the column of ownership as well as cultivation on thei

i !
basis of preceding entries' because of exhausting their

: I

proprietorship and was no more recorded as owner in the revenue:

record.t
*

i
i

\
I TfzST/EU(

examwer „ 
Pfishovf* CoufV

2015

k

I



; r III 7. It is borne out from the record that there is a school■ :

■■

constructed in the suit property for blind children which is in.
‘

operation since long. The instant suit was filedJn 1993 and once it0

': remanded by this court on 8.5.2006 for impleadment of Centra/ 

GoveiTfrrtent and o^/jer

tvas

_ in the panel of defendants beingco-owners

necessary party. In first round of //t/ga(/on, the parties adduced

' evidence, as they wished and after remand, ample opportun/t/es

provided to the appellant However, when the court failed towere

procure attendance of their official witnesses from Lahore and

Charsadda, as a lost resort, they were allowed to produce certified
’ I

copies of those documents required to be produced by them. The

r
said concession was also not availed by the defendants and the tHai. «

-wn'C. Despite that.
court was constrained to invoke.O"^-'

'sgain granted to
the defendants

-Wduco ^record but 11, I

°y failed and conso
\ ‘l^onlly (he defeneesinjck-off.\

//■

1/^ 8. !learned Aqg 

deprived fr 

^f^Posal of cases on 

parties fo iggff

''Piiementl'y argued that th• fl petitioneishave beenmm dfP leading evidencem '^hile the'law
fagulres

'perils by providing 

evidence what th

ample 'Opportunity to the

^‘'‘^^PoiiUonershav®y wished b
6

&

y\

m
\



bee/, deprived from that fight. /Is /(has already been poiniad out that 

remanded by this court in 2006 for impleadment of the 

Central Government In panel of the defendants, who have all the 

resources aflheir disposal and could easily procure the attendance 

of their witnesses but they failed, 

petitioners/defendants in the whileff^igm

. )
■

case was

!

f *

Main stance of the

ent was that RL-II was

fake and factitious which has’ been challenged 

Settlement Commissioner. In view • of this

before Chief

I

particular stance,

peifi/onBrs may Jead evidence in (/laf respect T/ie order of m 

Member Board of Rovonuo/Chhf Settlement Commissioner dated 

2$.3.2011 is available on the record, from the recital of which it 

transpires that the Superintendent Government Institute for the Blind 

filed an application on 23.2.2005, praying therein that RL-II No.171 in 

favour of Abdul Khaiiq etc. is a rorged and flctiVous document which 

has been issued with collusion and mis-represenlation. hence the 

said RL-II and subsequent mutations may be cancelled and the 

property be restored in the name of Centraf Gov-ernmenf which has

t

i
f

45
I
,

M
jj'•?!

been acquired for noble cause for jSovernment tnsUtute for Blinds. 

The said application was rejected on 26.3.2011 mainly for lack of 

junsdiciion with the advice to seek administrative
r
3

enquiry into the

matter. There is nothing on the record In black and white to indicate
f

t:
5f

V
' I!
.

.^atteste
_ E A MI h 
reahav/ur M rcouft.1 5>^201?



%
that the said RL-ll and consoquoiUlal imtalIon$ ttav'e formally been/

/
challenged before any competent forum by the petitioners. Rather

there is preponderance of evidence on the record clearly< (

demonstrating that the respondents are owner of the suit propertyn
: 1 s.'nce 1983 till date and no adverse order iv/ialsoe/er Pas been 

produced which may stigmatize their tiUef*^ '
[

■ i
} L. 9. In view of this factual PacPground of the case,■.

.I

respondent are being deprived of their property since long and
' >

the observations of this court while remanding thesame were case

in 2006.I

t
j

10. No doubt, procedural law embodied in Code of Civili

I

Procedure*'l908 provides every opportunity to a party to prove /fs
( '

case fftrougrt Us evidence and when the documentary evidence Is to
j]
'1

.
be produced by the official wK/iesses, die court-ls reguired to 

their ^(tendance. But in the

!

procure /nslani case,:
1

S' petitioners/defendantsi 3 are no! ordinary litigants who are helpless 

and only depend on the court process but it Is Central Government 

on whose disposal, are the official witnesses. Had the case been 

seriously pursued, their witnesses might have been procured by

5 i-&•
J J /"I II s»1 4
i

I ‘II Xj

-

themselves on first, second .or third date but it appears from the '

X
I

t
.A?TESTE/D

^ EXAMINER 
Seshav/ur HlgnCoya
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I ;

order of the trial court dated 24.7.2010 tha( umpfeen^opportun/yes . 

provided fau( pef/doners have failed (o.avail fho sarfie.?.
1. were

I case, ItKeeping in view the chequered history of the

prolonging the matter

11..

safely be deduced lhaJ the petitioners 

on one^rtlext or fh^lher a/id4h«gfet^.e/)r/ved (he privafe

the fruits of their ownership. Thus (he/ cannot be allowed to 

misuse the court process for their malafide designs. It has come to

arecan

owners

from

the suit property, and thatlimelight (hat (here is a School, built on

for blind children which is a welfare institulion. In this backdrop
I

too
; government has construcied a scfwof Without realizing

hand, while the

of the facts,

(hat the property is not their ownership on one

have also, acquiesced in (he said1
respective respondents 

construction by not raising any objection

the other, it has been agitated from the petitioners' side

in time or see/ting a/d of
i

(he court, on

mat me schoSfrwas consfrucfed much prior to the aliotment of the 

it could not have been allotted. Be (hat as it

,*

i
property in 1S62, so 

may. in the given circumstances, it would be in the fitness of things 

Government shall acquire the property and pay Its

I

■-

N •

ii mat theI

,
compensation to (he -respondents/owners. The matter shall be

concluded y/ithin a period of six months. In case of failure, the

1 b.

^J-BSTE\
i

i.m i
/Coun.3ii

RlwiK'■£



{

90t pos,

^'^°^^Constru,tir

’®«/o/i p
ypanUion i

<±#payment ofc 

^^^uiescea ih

‘'Tiprov
ostof

PocausB th have
areto.12.

^or the 

terms.

''=^^90ing nas
this

tf/5po.etf°fin (he

Ann

Mis

^li'SiT. vr

CERnpieo T »

00

/7ff^)

'■^iUe of n . 

of ■■ 2-3-7^ '- ^“' ^ 

............
/.•

C.;>'V O,.. i .. r
f , I •

..................

......"

■...................,

S)lP(V-2'^

i'-.. -<>!' i';v-
4 •

'’■•‘"A- y

’ i
t:

^>i'sJr»;..,.T'y
. g•
i

:■;

J•■;•••

/ I.,1■••-VA-'or / t/•*.*.
'

•V

5
i
i!

£



MQf iV lOJ tUOQ
iJUt'VU’BC

r\. ■'
u ' '"Kmtf.i 'pflpv\

ltdpuiJJ .f

• ...|'«-.iriit;-.-. ; : . .t'.-.i'.l

J. > .1 • l•.•.r'.• t‘
.-' •;•. - 4/

J
I *je.ut!qc.i,|

rt'*>3 o| a’jbi.u.wjj;J!(1 -I

3

fillfilM 'Emt;6*l(<D0 mMyjo 
-animina UBO^ qS||| ■^^aV W'JJO

(S.IX Joj)

uxm
’■■■■' 1^'

I

-it*'- Uy,-:.
\- ^///y' I

|«|>« ‘U!>' I
I

I
mn/Eui o„ms,,,, op

t
ir. 4.1UWHV fiEtiioje *JI wtop

3qi nM<nuniip|eH i»Xu\( J» uon Jol ‘unai ^ Pl«M>Jt at|| JOJ XsttMliy

............. >1.

i i.tw

!
t

I
I

■I......... ’I

SiN30MOJ<rj)t U3UI0 |>vk (leiuqv no(wl>e|y

✓

j.>.jX«|sr jn -lAn.)
*>inNui.«.ij.:.t.i

N^X^iMv.i :io .uinoo ■JW.^H.jns' •iiii

j

£13
A'.'INHO.Ll.v '.IO:=;•

4

I



I
1:

I /

” 4
I

' y

t.

(( <

orncK01.' rnr. aovocatk oenkual kuybeu rAKirniNKHWA
I’ESUAWAU

s

UEcr.n'T
(

UcvcivcJ II sum ol' Es. 4200/- ( Four 'llwusand and Iwo lumdrcd only) as

c\>f;nscs (Conn fees, pliolo slate, binding and notices lo the respondents ) for filling

CPLA in the Supreme Court of Fnktslun in its Branch Registry at Peshawar in

connection with ease title C.R.No. I285-P/2012 Govt, of Khyber Pukhtunkhwu iinii

others. Versus Maqsood Ahmad and others.

•U «
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y-- -FAc^iMMiilfe- ^ ^
■ /ln-JJureuahC8^.^f^6riJeig:Pt5llflBdr:viaV'laJ^§f^^^6^^jt6'%ife''

■ by section
fees e=aS3il^ili^S

the Apex Court. - .
• : •; - '!;•Backoroim^.

♦ .?■ :'1<Kr Sit: y;-V.'

A-! '.I'M Subject!

/ pp...: }^\jUe/2(J15i
conduoled.fBCt'flndl!^:1t

i P'-

•-•• >-
.V '

>> ' ' . /•

Brief background of the oase.ls-thaf Mfr;M|iq8pddVAhfrtadl'^t.tte^^^^ 
civil suit for possession of-land measuring one franVfcin^ihe •pmWses^ffOb^" (na^te 
for the Blinds (Male) at Nanak Pura, Gt Road Peshavrar in;itifiyeaf:.i?J?^‘g9;lfja|. '
Court Addl; DIstt & Session Judge, Peshawar as-.well a9;Hd>»d!Sb!e^R@|J«'^
Court decided the suit against the department and In favor cif tKe'respondent vIe Mr 
Maqsobd Ahmad.

Findinas:

!
i

’*•■. - •.r"" ‘ -5' :
it

Perusal of record reveals that Instarit
provided by Section Officer (Lit:) Social-Welfare pepa^^^ji|^Mq^9iMliorter 
i.e. from the data of pronouncement of Judgmerit7ofgPS>hbv^^^^^Qffl^jCf>>l3 
12-03-2015 to filing of CPLA on 2M6-2015 'as cqnveye'd(i;|}iS^pS^]te^

Record Mian Saadullah Jandoil vitlB;letter-'dated;-b:i'^7r2015 is as

•4 . S

J ' •

•*
t

I

by Advocate on 
underI

•>KData „
12/03/20:T5 ■

Actiyi^5#I

Pronouncement of-Judgment-df-Hlqh^Gourt
Attested Copy receiVedifromiHllgK'Gourt .

1
06/O4?2D16 /2 If-

I1
I

^vl|-V1S/04/2016 ^Letter of DlrectorSoclaJ'WilfarrOepa^rtmdntttStSecreta^'Social 
Welfare Department ,forL^rivivingidudgmerit-. ..

= ,:

relevant record_______ . -• . . • -•■
6 Reminder of:Section';Qfficer(t:it)\5WDitp:B[8WctaafflG§"r@yS

Letter of Di8trict-OfflcertdiSectibri'-OfficSr:(t:it)’SVyD:;?||a’raing-.’•.
Provision,ofrecord-- ..___________
Letter of Sedion;G;Rceg(Uij)iSW^t^.^|q:e’tBry;LflW.fdf .,
admissibility of filing'CRlJ»"lmi^5^Cduff^^ : : ■ •
Letter of Law Depa?tm'eht;fdrcohdKt’df'mee.tlrig'bf;Scrutiny.
Committee on 15:05-20lb.>
Letter of Di8trlrt'6ffi'^r^WD)rtd-SupSri.alender}t3

to Conveying hie displeasure for'!rfespon9^lvdeh9vior-Q( • 
Superintendent’Sc^odlr. ■ ■ . . .- • • ■ --
Lelier of Section Ofncei<(Ut) tBW depSrtiifientilo-A'dVocate

11 General Office regardingflllrig'biCPlA lri’.Sgpf&fpByCdOrt of
Pakistan - ' -

. I Letter of Office of Advoegtp Cbnaral-KPftQ'Spcrela^jSffclal-
12 Welfare Department for-p/ovlsloh.of dbcumonts'aftd-Well
__ conversant deoartm0ntal-/eDr!6fBBnlolive-._______ _________..

Letter of Deputy Director-(SVVO) lo DlstHci' Officer (SWD)-.
regarding oiving .top.pfiprilv-toi'lristpnt Cpgrt case.________ ^
Letter of Section:0(ncdr (tit)'?t6yDlrecr9f.(SVVP);-fof.;nomIJiatlng'-

14 well conversant officer to atlerid: officer of Advocate-Generaf 
with record on 28-05-2015 ^•

I 4
'16/04/20-15

'i 'rh
.1
I
I
I?01(0^0-15

! 7 ......
12/05/2.Q.f.6

8I

^n’3/05/2015I
■X ■! 9 •-
f.•18/05/2016

! 20/05/2015

I
•22/05/2015r‘

V*

•26/0'6/2015.
t «*

::27/05/?015

CB CamScanner. ;:>/r -?. ^t
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Supe^ime^de^t Is also a ftqtor'wliich=cannoPte>|&6fl?as-#Sr^&tt%i*iF'°r 
^^d facts .he case.was =l|Pd^ayadidds;fesi|^te^^T^

^SSsaSSSBs^^': 

^ ~ i~^s£sa§gjs^:sgi;Bangash and the then Superlntendentipllhd S‘c4dW VourilsAai'fft 
by tahln^ln ,o accoan, alflha ralsvan. rscofd and^lSSlln

delay In filing of CPLA In Supreme Court of Pakistan.
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/:
KHYBEP PAKHTUNKHWA

'!Cr^- 'NS J ZAKAT USHR, SOCIAL WELFARe^Sf ECIAL EDUCATION
%S®S'# & WOMEN EMPOWERMENT DEPARTMENT

I

I

CHARGE SHEET

t, Dr. Shahzad Khnn Bangssh, Chief SecrotarY, Khybor Pahhtunkhwa 
Ds Compcieni Authority, heraby charge.jiou. Mr. Younas Afrfdl (8S-18 Personal). Ex- 
Suportniendoni Blind School (Malor .t Nanak Purs, GT Road Peshawar. 
Deputy Oiroetor Vocational Training Center foriiOtooblod Porsotta Special 
Education Complex, Hayatabad Poshawar as foUovvs: •

Thai you de.'oyod supply ot rwjuirotf docvme/Jts (or filling 0/ CPiA No. 
33SP/301S againsi judgment sale tZ03.2015 ol Posttana/’ High Court. 
Poihaivar/rt (ho Apex Coi/rt.

now

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be gwliv ol iniseonduct under 
Rule 3 ol the Khyber PaKhiunkliwa Government Servants (Efflcioncy end Discipline) 
Rules 2011 and liavo icndoiod yourself liacic to ail or cne of the penoHios spodlled In 
Rule c of the roles icic.

!

3. You are, Iticrofore. required to submit your written deferwe within (14) 
leontion days of the roceip; of this Charge Sheet.1
4 You.- wniien delcnce. if iiny. should reach within Ihe specified period.

have no defence to pul In arro that cose ex-fniling v/hicl. - siioD L'O vresumed Ihot •

carte aciie'i shall be titan against you.

intimme wneiner you desire to bo heard in person. 
.A siaiemenl of allegahorts Is enclosed.

5.

6.

(DR. SHAHZAQjp
CHIEF ^RCTARY 

KHYBER PAKHRiNKHIVA

BANCASH)

MR, YOUNAS AFRIOl (BS-ie Poreonol).
C3oputy Ulreclot
Vocstlonal Training Center for Oioebled Persons, 
SpMial ErlucaUon Comulcx Havatnbad Peeh.-iwnrI

2 of 4

:''ips:.7A'et>.wr.aisrj|j(i,com



fl-52AM :
WhatsAop

JMohsin2

yesterdav at l;Od Pm i«r I e e41V

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA ,
ZAKAT USHRj SOCtAL WELFARE, SPECIAL EDUCATION \ 

& WOMEN EMPOWERMENT DEPARTMENT '

Olsctpllnnrv Aellon

I, Dr. Shahzad Khan &angaBh. Chiof Socroury, Khybar Pakhtunkhwa 
33 competent aulhoiity, am of the opin«n that Mr. Younaa Afrldl (BS>ie Pare.onil). 
Ex-Suporlntondonl Blind School (Mai.) at Nanak Pure. GT Road Poahawar, now 
Deputy Director Vocational Training Cantor (or Disabled Persons Special 
Education Complax, Hayatabad Peshawar hoa rendered hirnsell (iabta to bo 
proceedod egairtst, at he commitled the lollo-Mng acts/ omissions wimin (ho meaning of 
cute 3 ol the Kltyber Pakntunkhwa, Governmerd Servants (Efficiency er>d Olsdpnnary) 
Rules 2011:-

Slalnmonl of Alloontlons

Thai M delayed supply of nquOwi documonls for tilUng of CPLA Uo. 335- 
'P/201S epamsf Juifgtmni da/o J2.M.20f5 bf Pesfiotrar Hign Ceun, 
Poshowarin tfio Apox Court.

2 For ihe purpose of lnqi.diy against the said accused with reference lo the 
above allegations an Inquiry offleer/ Inquiry commitieo, consisting ol me (ollov/ing is 
constituted under rule 10 (I) (a) ol ^ nHes.

rin — ij 2u> I.m. tThe Inquiry Otficar / inquiry Commiiie* shell, in accordance >vlth mo 
provisions ol tho ibid rues, provide reasonable opportunity for hcatirtg lo iho accused, 
lucord its findings and make recommendations veihin (00) sixty days o< ma rocoipt of 
this order as to pumshmem or other approprbio ecUon against tho eccusod.

Tho accused or.ti a wed convofsani reptesenieifve depa 
join lliv procceOings on the oaio. t'mo and place fired by Ih 
CommiReo.

3.

4. ml ihaK 
rinouiryOl

i (OR. SHAI 8ANOA8H)
CHIEF SECFUTARY 

KHYBER PAKH^NKKWA

MR. YOUNAS AFRI01 {BS-18 Porserui,.
Deputy OIroctor
Vocational Training Comer (or Olsablod Parsons, 
Special Education Comnlm. Havatabad Peshawar

3 of 4
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PF.NO.6l/2022/VTCOP/^ir »SSK^^?S?S''■'■I:

I

To
Mr. Musharraf Khan
Oirector/Chlef Instructor PSA/Inqulry Officer

;
f Subject:- NON RECeiPT OF INQUIRY LEntRSfCORRESPONDENtES/OOCUMEffTS .

Dear sir.
I

This Is with the reference to the meeting held with youngoodutf on 2^'iune^2pi^1h the:0^'ce 
of Director Special Education Complex Hayatabad/P.esh’avnry.whefeln you w.erevve^ gtadoifs to 
Intimate the undersigned about ongolng.lnqulry-p^roceedin^ and correSpotfd'wce Issued 
thereunder vide letter No. DO(A)/PSA/General p[]e/34/2014 Diite'd 14^12-2022, 
No.OO(A)/PSA/General FIIe/3^/2014 dated 2r-p3-^22 and No. DE}(A)^>SA/General RIe :l> 
4/2014 dated 15-05-2023 (copies enclosed];.whIdh are nqtln receiplbYi^^eiunde^J^qdltltl^datiil 
The same were shared by your goodself with the undersigned by hand durlh^th^weetingnid.

2. It Is therefore requested that matter may^be strtctiy.'probed^fbf'dela^n'g^iTigb'talit^d^dat 
inquiry letters/corTesppndenees/ilocumenu leadlng;U,unnej:es$a_rv5’{jeiay:4nC‘^q3j;b’ts/,pj^ase.

3. Thanking you for your valuable cooperation. (Enclosed as above)

I

f

Re^rds.
Yqurjruly

X'J(Mu.ham 'J.aj "F’r-T/'^l!4Dec f\

Copy for Information

1. PSO to Chief Seaetary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. PS TO Secretary Establishment Department
3. psioSecretaySoclalWelfareDepartment
4. PA to Director Social Welfare Departrhe.rit
5. PA to Director Specalal Education Complex

(Muhanl.hiad^ InaiAfridiV 

Deputybl/e^lpf

^ScamScano
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/ . GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAV

PROVINeiAL SERVIOES academy .* •• •
Ground Ploor'Block-11, Ex-PDA Building, Phase-V Hayatabad, Pesbawar ,

Phone IV 091-9219654 Fax « 09I-9219.6SS
No. DD (A)/PSA/General File/3-4/2014 
Dated 21-03-2022

1

To
i Mr. Younas Afridi, ''' .

Deputy Director,
Special Education Complex, Hayatabad Peshawar1

t

Subject: - EARLY SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN STATEMENT AND PERSONA!
appearance in respect of inquiry against you Ih
CONNECTION WITH DELAYED SUPPLY OF REQUIRED DOCUMENTf
FOR FILING CPLA NO335-P/2015 IN THE SUPREME COURT 01
PAKISTAN.1

•c. This is second letter to you. You are once again informed that the Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa had been pleased to appoint the undersigned along with Mr. Qaioum Khai 
Deputy Director (Admn) Directorate of Social Welfare as Inquiry Officers in tfie above raeniionet 
inquiry. You have already been conveyed verbally through various sources to submit writtei 
siaiement and appear personally before the Inquiry Committee for recording statement but in spit* 

ol'all the above you failed.
I

You are once again directed to appear personally before the Inquiry Committee fo 

doing the above needful as soon as possible.

F KHAN) 
irector/Chlef Instructor 

PSA, Peshawar

(MUS

/

y
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\
J

NMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PROVINCIAL SERVICES ACADEMY

No. Di) (A)/PSAyGeneral File/3-4/2014 
bated'14-12-2022

COVER

t ‘

1 .

To
V.Mr. 'Younas. Afridi,

SpS SuSn Complex, Hayatabad Pfcs^awar
I •

statf.MF.NT and persona
TNmrr-RV ahatnst you_J 

-iirn Vdqcumeni
gTTPBF.ME COURT__C

gApT V NRirRMISSlON OF WRITTEN 
IN RESPECT^Subjeci; -

appearance
rONNECTlON WITH delayer
pf>R filing
PAKISTAN.

u IS ,0 inumale tha, Ae Chief SecreBry, Khyber PaKhmnkhwa had been pleased 

appoin. the undersigned along with Mr. Qayyun. Khar. Deputy Director (Adnu.) Directorate
Soeta, welfare as hrpuiry Officers in the above mentioned inpurry. Accordmg to he ng 

supposed to submit demiled written reply m response to the allege 

Charge Sheet and statement of Allegations as soon as possible and apF

I

arerequirements you 

mentioned in the 

personally for recording your statement.

rCCO:enable the Inquiry Comminee to pr^Please do intimate to

KHAN)
irector/Chief Instructor

■” PSA, Peshawar

;us:I

I

I
i.
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GOVERNMEN.T OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAi PROVINeiAtf SERVIGIS AGADEMY
Ground Floor Block-H. Ex-FDA Building, Phase-V Hayatabad^ Peshawar ' 

Phone 0 091-9219654 Fax # 091-9219655 '

No. DD (A)/PSA/General File/3-4/2014 
Dated 15-05-2023!

To
Mr. Younas ATridi.
Deputy Difector,
Special Education Complex, Hayatabad Peshawar

Subject; • EARLY SUBMISSION . OF. .WRITTEN..STATEMENT AND -PERSONA 
APPEARANCE IN RESPECT OF INQUIRY AGAINST YOU II 
CONNECTIONWITH.DELAYED SUPPLY OF REQUIRED DOCUMENT.
FOR FILING CPLA NO:335-P/2Q15 IN THE SUPREME COURT 0
PAKISTAN. --------------------------------------------

I

i
I

This is third and final letter to you. As has earlier been intimated that th 

Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has been pleased to appoint the undersigne 

along with Mr.-Qayyum Khan Deputy Director (Admn) Directorate of Social Welfare a 

Inquiry Officers in the above mentioned inquiry. You have been conveyed time and agai 

verbal directions through various sources to submit written statement and 

personally before the Inquiry Committee for recording statement but in spite of all th 

above you failed to comply.

appec

You are last time directed to submit the written reply and intimate date an 

for appearing personally before the Inquiry Committee Within three days positivel 

otherwise the Inquiry Committee will submit detailed report accordingly to the competet 
authority for further necessary action.

lime
1

.*•

-^BflUSHARRAFKHAN) 
Oirector/Chief Instructor 

PSA, Peshawar
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COfflpfcx HsVot^Mtf •
Peshawar,:10-July'^3«"

•'.V
•W' •* ✓091>92]73a6 •• r

r-v--
PF.NO.61/2022/VTCOP/^it .«»

V

To ■ '• ■<

Mr. Musharraf Khan
Oirecwr/Chief Instructor PSA/Inqulrv Officer 

Subject:- WRITTEN STftTtMENT/OEFENCg

Dear sir.

' No-DDfAI/PSA/Oeneral Flle/3*4/2014. datW 2i-03- 
14-12-2022 and No:00 {A)/PS^Ger>eralThis is with reference to your letter 

OS-07-2023 and to submit my written statement/defense as. under

1) That the said inQulry is lime barred as the Issue has been brought orr tp the surface after 8 long

years having no sound justification.
That the undersigned has been

case dooiments for filling of CPU In the August Court (Copl^BS enclosed).
That as evident from the record the undersigned retetved copy of

—T=“=H“i=i=

only targeted for reasons unkhovm.while le>ylng>oth.er
(ii)

(ill)

Court
case|iv)

of Peshawar

I. ««1 .ubiudic m Adgd.. cu., .d,.bbd;.nM"_d.!h.,>d,dMdndd»n no,

(Vl) i

unoffldally shared by your go
Director Special Education. (Copies endoied)

I

I
, It Is therefore requested that a fair, transparent-end uril;lMed • \2 In view of above submissions 

Investigation may be recommended In the Instant case please,

3. ThanUng you for your valuable cooperation.
t
I
tRegards

8
I

Copy for Information :•
<0*

CamScanner ■>a
•v
f
■i

!1nij



1
s» GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

ZAKAT USHRvSOGIAL'VVElkFARE, SPECIAL€D\)CAT10N 
& WOMEN EMPOWERMENT DEPARTMENT

. No. SO-ll/SWD/1-44/Cdfnplalnt/Enquiry 
Dated Peshawar the 27“^ Febnjary, 2024 ^

/
I/

I

t

1

To

■ Mr. Younas Afridi,
Deputy Director, Vocational Training Center for Disabled Persons 
Special Education Complex, Hayatabad Peshawar.

V

SHOW CAUSE NOTICESubject: -

Reference to your letter 'No. PF.No.61/2022/VTCDP^16 dated 

23.02,2024 on the subject .noted above and to enclose herewith complete report 
conducted by Mr. Musharraf Khan, Director/Chief Instructor PSA, Peshawar as 

desired, please.

I

Enel: as aboveI

I

SECtlCDa^fflOER=r
Endst: of Even No. & Date: -
Copy is forwarded to>

I

1. Director; Social Welfare, Special Education & Women Empowerment
2. PS to Secretary, Zakat, Ushr, Social Welfare, Special Education & 

Women Empowerment Department Peshawar.
3. Master file.

1
I
j

/
I

i

*
0..
■!>

r SECTION OFFICER-ll
. xP,/ *

I

t*

t
!
1
J

1
I

.

5
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'I'lil'ti'i I ^ l»^iY^pflaft0l,af;<ApgA'EpffD ..-■ 
JfleNiTV^*^5BBIWt5y^gg?a37gffii!*ag7k‘j?»n-aAy-

Vr r:*■Mi V.

The-ChfeY^'Kri't^
underslg/i^ayaseltfil-^ 

vide Zakat. 

letter-No.

4. ■

conduct formal. Inqyliyiin^^'
PersonalK.Ex^upe^fek^S

bnef background of'th'e-Caser' ' '" -

• ^
; 9 •'

••n* • -

■V,

strife ..
Mr. Maqsood Ahmad 4 Othererhaol-filed 
located In me P'amlses;o^the^6.ertme^t;|nsl«t*^lna:2^
OacK ,„ Tne case W.?a^h,fe;SdSlS»na|.SiiSS^®^'

ihat then 9p\{i;n]'^ei^t;;fiied’,:rr:”.rr“;«#*#sH5,^

. V
ai

Ilf iB»j. ine case 
Peshawar which later 
government After

• - -.- v..es6ron;dutJg6.

^1

the petitioner Howev«r w«i« • •■'“■ “'’

Sdpenntenden, Blind Schdoldlandl,^U,BCI^shawan^S;;a£il;^yL.,.. 

time.baned and waa,d!smfaW^atatigi?gfa%ajfel^lS^M|fejfc,^ 
and nenoe dta Bo»a™ad,l«^^^^||*ii»«'^- 

Para Peshawar dnder-!aWdireiiiifeiaM^^i.^a^fpi^
^d=addnandt^.n,en-E.pdwdn.eh,;feapai«ahhiShS^^^fc:^ -.

■"■' '‘''•■■fc‘Vl...'L;’- ■

0/
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w
/. at(Annex:Br&C):

In his first reply to the chBig0,vth.eis«43e.j^MN>W3^^|lP^^^^M 
inquiry is time barred as the,Issue h.8.9.b>,en;hrough|[tUtga^%/frt^^^^^®;pg^^ 

years havi,,9.no-8pqnd,lu8llfiQaJon,.H0ybs8?^5]}-o^|y^^^^f^r^^ 
leaving olherimporttnt-and cbnnecteddealing.»\aqdVdf;the|a8e.'

of the issue ‘ -
safely-be
august court As evident ................

^ Judgment in case
for filing CRLA'was .
Peshawar High Court judgemeht^--h^qa;:Oo^^ray .oi^R'6'd;ioaSHis:;faa.^5^Sfe®^^0' 
matter. The iristanl case l3'sUihsa9ilgr^^!^B!adgff8tedb^qi?h^|^pi^iili|i^^ ■ 

held responsibleTor-ils .
by any quarter about the-

contacted and shared the Inquiry/doajfnenlswith him. • ^ . '

Reply, of the aeeuBBd; V '..f

•* '. i^-y-■:■

First WfItten.Reptv:
-Vm -/K'-

ut

*. '.r*
Second Written Reolv:

, As far as his second written.reRiyii^:^m^TthBaccu8fd;(Mf.V^ou^si^»^:.^^^
/ that with reference to :

the Director Special ,

very gracious to fhbTnate ...
issued thereunder vide letter- ;
DD(A)/PSA/QeneraW:4/2014 dalBd.';2d?fi3T2023i^n^^fi^|:gf^^^^^|;-. 

dated lfr^)5*2023whicharenotinif^celgByjg3>uottejiMiM^^^ffi^T^^;|:. 

by your good seH with "',0/
t -•i * *X? *k.-.i' . .*::.

In th© end he reque8ledith?tTit&>ftratl6>Ttidy:t@fitfl^ji^j)-^r(j^^p 
official inquiry letters/coffesporidehce^dbcurhBriW'Ieatfi&giiauKny^B^^^ V

•%'»- • V-'-"Personal Hearing of-tha Aceueed;

Inquiry requlfemeftla.undePj^D*Rfiies.-lfiffib'iitsrBa\^s4l̂ ^^^t'^paaf 
before the Inquiry Committee fpr-recortiln’g HlS-'drSl'>lil|^e'nt::*T!gi^@^^^^]i^p,|i^^' ’ 

personal hearings. In-the
discussed the matter. tH6wevef..thatitta^noirprovatr^'0^^'rtt^^n^^^^^^^^^^t^;\-

;As per
« ■;..*,

m
yy-

2.
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that another sBSsion:vvill b«hgiajih^A^fi)S^

• ^nnected with the <»s8.;Aro^^.giyi;4^-flrfmi48tftoiji
/ was asked^lp send all ^

Blind School Nanak Pura
along with complete '' ^

• • • .-I-'* •• • **..*;---'* .*•.- ' ' •

V

<

:V.eht

•1:v
_u.od>rei|ji0^^^|pr^^£^4:^

departmental TepFesentatlye8-jf^i;S6.ci*^i^fc@|ithe

Directorate of Social Weifare and lHe Biirid
given separate opportunity of personaIihearingsibBiiS^'[^#|^^^^^glip%Jv*S^. ., 
facts as have been enumerated''by-.theMhqu[ry Officglfn^e|^^p|^^|^i(Ih^^^^ ■. 
Inquiry made by Deputy Secrelaiy SbdJaT-WelfaWD>|^[i^n^p^^||i^f^ji*^^^ . 
of the view that they had ■ referred -the.; caTO.%^^^G^^^^^l^^^p^Hmerii-: for 

^ declaring fitness of the case fbr^filingt;5ft!PiiA"'Iff'feiSgprem^
declared that they had subrriltted-M'cotjfefee-bi6rig^^;all-yeqirrer^q^^^^^51p'the 

Supreme Court of Pakistan wellViii^liiiev ft^eyVn.tffey 
undersigned asked that when all'the-tegOifenienfe-Were caitied^^^^^^ 

became time barred on accpurit of whlch'the-Supreriie‘Gburtdlsrrii,MeiaMhe/^,se*pna^hence 
stand decided in favour of.the;peti«6np.rs.'TSi8yejio.hahded'  py|M^^lT%^t^.^rit^ebq 
to the undersigned which;were^>rtpe^>'Bdithbse;f^vXqleaji%l^t^^^pi||'m^^^^ 
made but after the sUpuIateaS,pe'rib(ijiiie;iafter'12idi^’^ii^ijiii^^|l^^J^^^;bfibpurt

themoRiyr?^^r0'^oM'^^hpi%^^ ; ■

Accordingly, in the second -sessjon. •the 
accompanied by the

ere.

m'ents

dismissed the case vide'
\ *•

“This petition [s.barred?Bp'6f^aS^b^^;^g^^^^^ 
(CMA No.838-P/20iS^b‘^J«p^l8ci|iftSi^^B^^’^

. hence dlsmIssed. Tiffb ‘inain'$Bia^n^ 

time"
. -• -x..

cause
W^y

ty .•r->
•;c-i

Hence from the above short order; It-Js quite 

irresponsible attitude leading to unheceps^ of-'t^
embarrassment-was createdjfor’thbigp'iwfi^iinti^jilc^l^j&^j^^^^^^^^^^gti'o!

Important -state propei^biii^1cfPap'lfiitiiD]^;^i4^^^^^^gS|^tpt^'^fty

In
over 
functioning.

!>
• I %•

}

inq|i^5?^aflier rnaJeV-b^y.^ltiielBepy]iS«^^^^^^|^|ifare\
Department and the factsM^Wpd^MfiTRrpye'dl^rS'ctfaMW^
and figures in prope>dh'^6lbiicaim^;:^ci^'#"ai^-.reV^'51^^ ^ '

ade and who^haa^the^ffilS^Wa^niiarifedfdireK^-^

Perusal of the '

actions were m

v->.•-'• - ,4; .:••• ->r
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• ' ^todlnqs & Recommendatlnnicf \\
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From perusal of the Fact Finding inquiry made by Deputy -SjcriterV Spdal Welfare 
Department, it reveals the fada-that bn.120^615 Pwhawang'Isf^oU^'^^Gnced the 

judgment in the instant case hbi^evdritrib'bne frbm thff,Bllfia^$^p5!, ori^6rafe.of-80da) 
Welfare. SO (Litigation) SoclaJ \^4lWtP.Departm0nt-and othere Wfio.^iyerft, parses or 
concerned with the case In Ihe;8jjbj4cl^ase'b6lh0red46-ffat'afta8tedi^pvi^^jy;^{na^^^ 

immediately, As a result, it took 27 days.alrnost to recftiye.atteatedicopy of^e.lC(|gern|ht of 
Peshawar High Court.

i

Next step was to take up the case with Scrutiny.Committeeiof. Law^Oepartment for 
filing CPLA in the Supreme Court of Pakistan for which time-consuming conespoiidenca took 
place between SO (Litigation) SW Department, District Officer SW Peshawari Directpr Social 
Welfare and the Head/SuperIntendent Blind School. At all cost the case was-.requlred to be 
filed before 12-0S-2015 in the Supreme Court against the judgementof Peshawar HighOourt ' 
however, on that very day SO (dllgalion) of SW Department- referred the case to Law 
Department for admissibility of'the case for CPLA and afterthat-dayjtheicaseieutomaticalty 
stand time baned because that had exceeded the time.allowed-fo'r^jlng'orGPLA.

'W

L Although all codal fonnalities were fulfilled and carried ouLandifesyOfJetep.s taken by 
all concerned for the subject CPLA but ell thoseeteps'had-alrea^y.exce^eif.^eilrnerllmh 
allowed for filing of case in the Supreme Court agalnstthe judgement ofth^'Reshawar Higfi 
Court This include correspondence amortg all concerned offices of- Social Welfare 
Department referring the case to Scrutiny Committee of Law DepbrtmenL.meeting.of'thci 
Scrxrtiny Committee, admissibility of the case for filing CPLA, taldng up the case wiUi 
Advocate-on-Recofd In the Supreme Court, signing of Power of Attorney by all concerned, 
submission of case In the Supreme Court etc but according to law after 12-^S-201S-8irtho 
developments were futile exercise on the part of dealing hands and as a rosult^thls led to 
dismissal of the case in the-first hearing In the Supreme-Court ofPaklstan.

1

I

(5/t

From the above discourse it can be safety conclude that the coricemed 
offidals/officers failed to pay proper heed to such an Important case on account of which the 
government deprived from important State land/property of one frenel on .which offickil 
activities are already going on and which IsTpreseritiy oWned by the:<3QVefnmeQMh8thute..of 
Blind (Male) at Nanak Pura Peshawar City. As a ^esultithe■govem^\0nt!HS8Xtb;^y§.^leithat; 
very land to the petitioner.

Besides, it can also be concluded that Ihe-casa has not been rigo(OUf.iy^|re^^ifrpr^ 
the very start (since 1093) as in all the trial courts which Include Addlt|prt|l‘(|^tct ^Bessio^. 
Judge. Peshawar, the Peshawar High Court and In the Supre'me 'Goufi'jbf. P^Wsten, 
government failed to win the case even In a single court of lawithus!l89diii^it^9.^Rrlyatiqjt:^i^* 
the important nature of government property of high value rrial^ty

i

!

'V
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<if Peshawar. Not only the accused ratherraJI cbncejped'.were required to hayeipaid-'apeclal 
'''i- allenlion to the case in light bf-the extremelyiBan8ltW^!rf8,ture.of'thB.caSe:attct^iwa8j9uppo8ed 

to be dealt that with most urgent-halure rather takingilt a,s=a routine off|clqMs8U^:eSpec}al!y 
by the Heaa/Superlntendenl-BliSd'SdHtiol'Who'was'dlrectiy^'neStff^tfWjMi^bpSSb. Hence ■ , 

the allegation against the accused'seems proved to great extent (

In light of the Fact Finding Inquiry made by Deputy Secretary;SW DepartfheriVwiiitten 
defence and personal stalementa of the accused and all otherB and^perusalJof-allavailaBle 

record related to the petition and unexpectedaelharglc attitude
with this most sensitive and seHous’rialufe-bf icbijrt case^^lhqiil^^mp^^li^Jiijtes.
reduction of the accused lO:lQwersgrBaB/ertdinqnjf;]BtceadvrtfrantedrpejsQnyjggi^

*

\

\ -

% »
•

(MR. qWuNI KHAN) 
Deputy Director (Admn) 
Directorate of SW&WDD 
{Inquiry Officer)

It' f— 
:1

ProviticiafjSerj'ices-Academy, 

(Now Secretary-Transport
. D?Ptt> 

(ffiQu/rylomcer)
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s-! SHOW TAUKK NOTirr.V • <•
Vy i--. m *' ChaudhHiy. Chief Secretory, Khyber I'likhinrilchwit

f *thc-Khyhcr PakRtunkhwo aovcmmcnt.:ScrvnnlH flifncicncy und

^^==S=B
«"’Pj^^°"■o*‘''’‘i‘'•o::ConduclcU■■a^^Di^sl■>^ hy the 

, - -x Comni^Sft^ you';wrc\iivcn b^jwrtunily of
' ■ .PiIc/3>4/2pi4- dated

V- . .....

'■■" connected papcrsiihcludihg.-your ddence-before

■ M-

ii;i
>.■i <•:

I
i

V . -;

i
■■
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> •,, •>
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N.
r •a •
9 . Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhvva 

Social Welfare. Special Education & Women Empowerment 
Vocot/ono/ Training Centre for Differently Abled Persons 

Spedol Education Complex Hayotabad Peshawar

091.92J7S66

t

PF,NO.61/2022/ VTCDP/7 / i'l
Peshavrar, 28** February 2024

To

The Secretary,
Social Welfare,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
SHOW CAUSE NQTICPSubject;* ’ 

Dear Sir,

m3de(Annex-B).

2

B«n. 5d,o„,
pre=.„..d ,o ,he High CcuH »hlch «,a, dedd.d on 12/3/2015 .ho c« wo'ptsired b" sl""

the Directorate level and Secretariat level
required to do the needful in time on which those officers were 
from the date of various memos recorded in fact finding inquiry

officers were 
totally failed. This aspect Is evident

Thus, the undersigned made a scapegoat whereas in feet, the undersigned

doco™n.o„do„od along.
Zrotl ™r"“ 0,, pan. Tho. no inofflcloncv o. „l.oondo„

was
neither entrusted the was 

that the
case nor was

my duties

exonoratod .„he may kindly be

It IS also requested that an opportunity^ersonal hearing may bi ^
nteplease.

(Ml hami m. I

Dei ‘ecTorCopy to:*

PS to Deputy Secretary (Admin) SW SE & WE Department Khyber Pi
itunkhwa.

(Muhammad Younas Afridi) 
Deputy Director



/
MOST IMMEDIATg

O'K >(

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
ESTABLISNMENT & ADMINISTRATION 

DEPARTMENT
Telephone Nor 09t-9210514

■

1^^

NO. PS(ASE)/E&AD/1-1/2024/Personal Hearing 
Da^ Peshawar the May 09, 2024

To • -• If ^ ^ r.

L 2t,
y' TTte Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Zakat Ushr, Social Welfare, Special Education & Women 
Empowerment Department.

L. .

Subject: • DlSaPUNARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST MR. YOUWAS AFRIDI rBS-ia 
PERSOWAU EX-SUPERINTENDEfn* BLIND SCHOOL fMALE^ AT WANAK PUPA.
GT ROAD PESHAWAR, NOW DEPUTY DIRECTOR VOCAT^QNiU. TBATWTNtt 
CENTER FOR DISABLED PERSONS
HAYATABAD PPSHAWaT

I am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to stete that worthy Chief 
Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has nominated the undersigned to hear accused in person 

namely Younas Afridi (BS-18 Personal) Ex-Superintendent Blind School (Male) at Nanak Pura, 

GT Road Peshawar (Now Deputy Director Vocational Training Center for Disabled Persons 

Special Education Complex , Hayatabad Peshawar). In this regard, personal hearing is fixed 

1^**' MaVi 2024 at llOO hours In office of the undersigned located at Azam Khan 

Block, Establishment & Administration Department.

COMPLEX
Dear Sir,

I

;

-
t
!

'

2. It Is, therefore, requested that above named accused officer may be informed 

to attend Office of the undersigned on the date & time mentioned above and al:w depute a 

well conversant officer of your department to attend the personal hearing alongwith 

complete record, please. •

I

Yours farthftjlly,

Additional rv(ECopy forwarded to the:

1. PSO/ CSO to Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
2. P.S to Secretary, Establi^ment Department.
3. P.S to Special Secretary, Establishment Department.
4. Master file.

Additional Secretary (E$tab)
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SSATU^SHRl^JiOPKHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA

80ii(sw)l-44/CompJarmi 2022
■-----------------_ Da<Pti Pu£hBiA,nHhW 1QI* M:>y

--^13/
Mr. Younas Afndt 
Deputy Director.

Mr. Qayyum Khan

^^bject • BgC'pi.|NARY PROCEjFniNGS AGAIM.ST MR. YOUMAS Arnini

r^:ori-^ ce^fr for disari rt;
complV V..^yat^

I am directed to refer to the subject noted above 
herewith Establishment Department letter 
Hearing dated 09.05.2024.

and to enclose 

No. PS{ASE)yE&AD/1-1/2024/Pereonal

further directed to inform that office of the AddiBonai Secretary 

(Estab). Establishment Department may be attended with complete record for 
persona/ hearing on ia05.2024 at 11;0O AM. please

am

SEGTl^roiFIciR-ll
Endst: of Even No. & Date; ■

-Copy forwarded to the

1. The Cifector Social Welfare^ SE & WE.
if:

. Establishment:■artment
r

•1

'ili:pir«^p (Cl^iSEC C--5^. .

' 1
V..'

HJ ^ • A

Vi



To.
✓

The Additional Secretary (Estobibhmenf) 
Establishment Department

written STATKIVfFfTrSubject; -

Dear Sir,

This IS with reference to lener No. PS(ASE)/E&AD/1 
dated 09.05.2024 and “Personal Hearing” of the '
16.0S.2024 and to submit my written statement as under: -

•1/2024/PersonaJ Hearing
undersigned held in your good office on I

(i) That the said Institute i.e. Government School for Visually Impaired Child 
Road Peshawar was established in 198!;

ren GT

(ii) That since its establishment a land dispute 
Court;

case was subjudice in the Honombie

(iii) That the undersigned was posted as Incharge of the said Institute in 2013 and tvas
informed that the said case was pursued by a Dispenser of the Institute in the 
Court since long;

(iv) That the undersigned approached the Administrative 
private counsel to effectively / properiy defend the subjudice Go

Department to hired 
vemment case;

a

(V) That the Department agreed with the proposal of the undersigned

case was
and a privute 

decided against the Department oncounsel was hired however, the 
12.03.2011^

(vi) The undersigned got the attested

and timely forwarded to the Director Social Welfare
copy of the Court Judgment on 06.04.2015 

on 07.04.2015;

(vii) It is pertinent to mention here that in the instant case no concerned officer from 

Administrative Department as well as Directorate of Social Welfare i.e. Section 
Officer aiiigation) and / or Assistant Director (Litigation) took notice / attendcl 
the Court proceedings as required under the rules;

(viii) That on 28.05.2015 after quiet long delay the Administrative Department ! 
Direclomte of Social Welfare managed to issue Power of Attorney In thr 
instance case;

(ix) It is further to state that Inquiry only proposed against the undersigned who 
performed his duties cfficienUy while bypassing other relevant quarters;

was

I



r

/a

(X) The undersigned has no role / part in delaying of filing CPLA in the instant 
as the said matter is purely concerned with the Administrative Department as well 
as Directorate of Social Welfare.

case1

I (xi) It is added here that the said Inquiry is based on ill will, malafide mtentions and 
targeted for reason unknown as the undersigned was totally uninformed during 
the Inquiry proceedings and till date not in possession of Inquiry report. The 
Inquiry was also not held in proper manner as the Inquiry Officer unnecessarily 
delayed the proceedings for more than six (06) months »Wch is not justified. The 
Inquiry Officer himself attended the office of Director Special Education and 
handed over three different in diSerent dates to the undersigned (copy of inquiry 
proceedings duly Annexed);

t
t

2. In view of the above clarifications, it is most humbly requested that the 
undersigned may very graciously be exonerated of all the levelled charges so as to meet the unds 
of justice, please.

Yours trui
:

1 fEncl.s.A.s Abovel

asAfridi) /
Deputy Dite^r VTCD 

Dated i^5.2024

I

\

\
\
?

t



I

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
ZAKAT U8HR SOCIAL WELFARE, SPECIAL EDUCATION 

& WOMEN EMPOWERMENT DEPARTMENT

OalinJ Iho Po*h9»w)f 23" M/. 2024

NOTIFICAnON:

NO: S0ll/SWP/V-112fff(ninai Atftdi/pr 
Woilam OflicRr |DPG-1S-Par»onAl), DeRUoraln al Sodal Wdfsro. Special Education 6 Women 
Empowcnncnt Khytm PaVhiun>hwa <mi« proceeded againsi under Ihe Kbyber Pakhturddiwa 
Government Servants (Eirieiency ond Oisapbui] Rides. 2011. lor the charges as mentioned In 
Ihe charge sheet A iiatemenl of elogations,

AND WHEREAS Mr. Musharraf Khan Marwat PMS (BS*19) Additional Secretary, 
Local Government Department was appointed as Enquiry Officer lo conduct Inquiry against the 
accused officer.

WHEREAS Mr Younas Afrfdi. Sodal

AND WHEREAS the Enquiry Officer after having oiramined the charges. 
e\s3once$ on record and exdanalfon el the occused officer, submitted Ids report wherein the 
chafes were proved against the accused oflieer beyond reasoneUe doubt

AND WHEREAS. Ihe Competeni Authority, efter eonsidettng Ihe Inquiry Report 
end other related documents, of the case, served a Show Cause Notice upon the above offieef to 
uhidt he replied, and he was provUed the opportunity of personal hearing by the Competent 
Auaionty,1

NOW THEREFORE, the Competent Authority, after having considered the 
Charges, evidence on record, findlnga of Ihe Inquiry Officer, (he explanation of the accused 
e^oet. hearing him In person and exercising hb power under Rule'f4(6KB). of Khyber 
PeBomkrtwa Government Servants (Effidency end Discipline) Rules, 2011, reed with Rule 
4(i)|a][D)&(3] of Ihe Rules Ibid, has been pteased to Impose minor penafOes of Vfthhofdhig of 
three Ineremwta for a period of three years and rmaraton of the oecusad trem 85-19 
(Penooif) to 85-17 for a periad of fwo yeera' upon Mr. Younaa AfridL Social Weffare Officer 
(BPS-l8-Persona1). Oiredorata of Soda! Weffare, Spedal Education S Women Empowerment 
Khyber PakhtunUrwa wUh Immediate effect

Sdi-
Secretary to Govt of Khytwr Pakhtimkhwa 

Zakst Uehr, Sodal Watfaie Department

Endf^_gf_^0n Nfti ft
Copy Is forwarded for (nfonnatlen end further noceseaty action to the:

1. Accountant General, Khyber Polchtunidnvo.
Z P80 to QdefSM^Biy Khyber PokhturddiwB.
3. P6 to Advisor to Chief MInbtar for ZdeotUthr, Social Welfare, IGiyberPakhtunkhwa
4. Dfreetor, Bodal Welfare, Bpedal Education 5 Women'Empowemtenl Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

.wlh Ihe request to Implement the add ordsra In letter''&.cpbQ under IntlmBtlon'lo thta 
departmenL' . • '

5. Oislrict Accounts Officer, Charsadda for neeeaaary odlon under Inllmatton to this departmenL 
0. Olstrid Officer, BodsI welfare, Charsedda
7. P8 to 6etnriiiiY,Zdcat. Usher, SoddWelfere.DepartmenllOiybwPakhtunkhWB.
8. Younaa AlrM, Ex-Superidendenl BBnd School (Male) at Nsnak Purai. GT Road Peshawar 

. > (Now Oiatrid Officer, Bodal Welfare, Charaedds).
' S-'PeraondFSe/MoeterFSe.

/ ■

2
V /iHnfg^i^aim.

^etlon Offleor (Eetab) -

(^Scanner
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To

The Worthy Chief Minister, 
Khyber Pa^tunkhwa Peshawar. V

Through Proper Channel.

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL UNDER RULE- 17 OF THE 
KP CrVCL SERVANTS EAD RULES. 2011 AGAINgT
TWF. ORDER DATED 23.07.2024. WffEREBY PENALTY

WITH HOLDING OP THREE ANNUAL
INCREMENTS FOR A PERIOD OF THREE YEARS
AND REVERSION FROM BS-18fPERSONAL) TO BS-17
FOR A PERIOD OP TWO VEARS JAS BEEN
IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT.

OF WsltaiiJ.Sp«i>lBoatJOo
l^KniiEotapflttnBiiitapatiBeflJ

PRAYER ns APPEAL

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS DEPARTMENTAL 
APPEAL THE ORDER DATED 23.07J024, MAY 
PLEASE BE SET-ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY 
BE RESTORED TO HIS ORIGINAL POSITION/ 
SCALE/GRADE ALONG WITH RESTORATION OF 
INCREMENTS WITH ALL BACK AND 
CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS.

iRESPECTED SIR,

Most profoundly the appellant submits as under-

That the appellant has been serving in the Social Welfare Deptt; 
since, 1995, and has good service record throu^out his service 
career. The appellant was awarded BPS-18 vide order dated 
144.2014, and at the time of incident, the appellant was presently 
performing his duties as Dy: Director in BPS-18.

The appellant was posted as Superintendent' in the Government 
Institution for the Blinds (BOYS) Peshawar vide order dated. 
18.04.2013 in pursuant of which the appellant submitted his arrival 
on 22.04.2013.

1. f

/
2.

a civil suit (C.R No. 1285-P/2012) was pending in the 
Peshawar High Court since 2012 .which was later on decided 
against the Institution on 12-03-2015 , where after, the attested 
copy of the judgment was obtained on 6-04-2015 , and forwarded
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the same on 07-04-2015 to the Director Social Welfare Zakat 
&Ushr, KPK Peshawar.

vj

4. That later on the Secretary to the Government of KPK Social 
Welfare, Department Peshawar and all the concerned gave power 
of attorney on 28-05-2015, to the AOR Supreme Court for filing 
CPLA against the judgment of Peshawar High Court which 
also signed by the appellant But unfortunately the CPLA 
delayed by the concerned officials which was not the fault of the 
appellant.

was
was

5. That due to delay in CPLA, the fact finding inquiry was conducted 
on 30-08-2022
( 7-04-2015),where it is pertinent to mention here that appellant 
was never associated with that fact finding inquiry, but despite that 
the said inquiry recommended regular inquiry against the appellant 
by giving safe passage to other responsible high grade officers.

That thereafter, a charge sheet was issued (undated) which was 
never communicated to the appellant. However, the allegation of 
delayed in supply of required documents for filling of CPLA 
No. 335-P/2015 against judgment date 12.03.2015 of Peshawar 
High Court in the Court.

That the inquiry committee conducted the inquiry but without 
giving a proper chance of self defence to the appellant as per 
Rule-ll oftheE&DRules,2011.

regarding the submission of judgment

6.

7.

8. That the appellant give an application on 27-06-2023 to inquiry 
officer regarding the non-receipt of inquiry letter / Corresponding 
documents and upon sensing the illegality, the appellant 
provided the different corresponding letters of dated . 21-03-2022, 
14-12-2022,15-05-2023 , on one and the same day in the office of 
the appellant without following the proper official way. However, 
the appellant submitted the replies to the letters on 10-07-2023, 
tough received delayed.

was

ptat the appellant also gave an application on 23-^2024 to the 
inquiry officer for the provision of inquiry report and^e same 
provided to the appellant on 27-02-2024.

TTiat the appellant was served with a show cause notice end also 
called for personal hearing on 09.05.2024 to which the appellant 
submitted his written defence and denied all the allegations.

9.
was

10.
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That the worthy Secretary to Govt; of KHYBER Pakhtunkhwa
Zakat, Ushr & Social Wel&re Department vide order dated. 
23.07.2024 imposed major penally of '‘Withholding of three 
increments for a period of three years and reversion of the accused 
from BS~I8 (personal) io BS-17 for a period of two years" upon 
the appellant.

11.<0

That the appellant being aggrieved from the order dated 
23.07.2024 files the instant departmental appeal on the following 
grounds amongst the others.

12.

GROUNDS

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law 
hence the appellant rights secured and guaranteed under the law 
are badly violated.

That no proper procedure was followed before awarding the major 
penalty, nor proper inquiry was conducted, the appellant had not 
been properly associated with the inquiry proceedings, i.e 
statements of witnesses, if any, were never taken in the appellant 
presence nor the appellant was allowed opportunity of cross 
examination, thus the proceedings so conduaed are defective in 
the eye of law.

That the impugned penalty order was passed by an incompetent 
authority, i.e Secretary of the Deptt: whereas the Hon’able Chief 
Minister was the competent authority for appellant because the 
appellant was in BPS-18 { Deputy Director). Thus the impugned 
order in illegal and Coram Non Judice.

That according to the judgnent of Superior Courts, it is held that 
the report on which an inquiry officer relies in which the appellant 
official was neither participated nor confixinied with evidence, then 
the penalty on the basis of such report is a nullity in the eyes of 
law. The same is the case of appellant because the inquiry 
committee violated Rule-11 of the E&D Rules, 2011.

A.

B.

C.

D.

That the case is still subjudice before the Civil Court and is not yet 
finally decided, which means that no loss is caused to the Govt: so 
far and the appellant is penalized for a damage which is not in 
existences yet

E.

That the appellant has been pimished for no fault on his part as 
evident from the record the appellant informed the concerned 
quarters well in time but the concerned quarter was &iled in filing

F.
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CPLA in time and the same fault cannot be attributed to the 
appellant by making him a scape goat.

G. That the impugned order is totally against the laws and norms of 
justices, because the appellant was punished for the faults of the 
others which is not legally justified.

That the attitude and conduct of the department shows that they 
were bent upon to impose minor and major penalties upon the 
appellant at any cost to give safe passage to the actual responsible 
officers of the Deptt:.

H.

That according to the judgments of Supreme Court it was held that 
every action against the natural justice should be treated as void 
and unlawful order. The natural justice should be considered as 
part and parcel of every statute. Hence impugned order is liable to 
be set-aside as the appellant was totally condemned unheard in 
violation of spirit of Article-lOA of the Constitution. (2017 PLD 
173 AND 1990 PLC (C.S)727,1997 PLD QSC) Page 617).

I.

That the charges leveled against the appellant were never proved in 
the inquiry, and the worthy inquiry committee had not proved the 
guilt of appellant beyond shadow of doubt, especially the letters 
which were shown in the table of the feet finding inquiry were 
never described as inadmissible or otherwise.

J.

That the appellant has not been treated fairly, properly, and the 
whole proceedings were undertaken in violation of the spirit of 
E&D Rules, 2011 as well as Article-lO-A of the Constitution.. 
Therefore, the impugned order is liable to be set aside.

K.

It is, therefore, humbly requested that on acceptance of this 
departmental appeal the o^er dated 23.07.2024 may please be set 
aside and the appellant may be restored to his-grade and pay with 
restoration of increments with all back and consequential benefits.

Yours ^ncerej

Muhamm;
Distrij

Afridi,
T

Social
V

lha
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VAKALAT NAMA

/202^NO.

IN THE COURT OF___ K T-fi u:>«tA/f
jaf (Appellant)

(Petitioner)
(Plainti^

AWnCL4

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

lAv/ Mu

Do hereby appoint and constitute M. Asif Yousafzal, Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan & 
Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate High Court & Hilai Zubair Advocate to appear, plead, 
act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the 
above noted matter, without any liability for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint 
any other Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behal!' all sums 
and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. The 
Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the proceedings, if his 
any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

AND to ail acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all respects, 
whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

AND 1/we hereby agree to ratify and confirm all lawful acts done on my/our belialf under 
or by virtue of this power or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always, that 1/we undertake at time of calling of the case by the Court/my 
authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court, if the case may be 
dismissed in default, if it be proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be held mspon^ble for 
the same. Ail costs awarded in favour sh^l be the right of the couns 1 or his/nomine^, and i 
awarded against shall be payable by me/us.

I

I

/202l^Dated

(M. ASIF VOUSAFZAI)
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT. 

OF PAKISTAN.
(BCNo. 10-7327)

(S. NOMAN ALI
ADVOCATE HIGH CQiIrT,

/ /j^
HILAL ZUBAIR 

Advocate

OFnCE:
Room if FR-8. 4*Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar 
Cell No. 0302-5548451 

0333-9103240 
0306-5109438 
0310-9503909
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