GOVERNMENT OF THE PUNJAB
SPECIAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

No. L -
Secon(joa(r?/pspc?:c:)o"l ;:3182025_. WHEREAS, Mr. Azmat Yaqoob, former Senior Clerk Govt
Bl Clark Govt B D?Clal Educ.atnon for Hearing Impaired School (Girls), Gujranwé\\a nov;:
Undas Secti'o = 1é F}ei‘al Education Centre, Pasrur (‘appellant’) filed departmental appeal
ittt Order')o he PEEDA Act, 2006 (‘Act’) against order dated 25.04.2025
e L aior panahi paSS:ﬂd by Director General Special Education, Punjab (‘DGSE’)
Bobt for & naio o flef!ls of redu(':tlon to a lower post and pay scale from the substantive
Sast servios for ve years’ under section 4(1)(b)(ii) of the Act ibid and ‘forfeiture of
a period of three years’ under section 4(1)(b)(iii) of the Act ibid

(‘impugned penalty’) was imposed upon the appellant.
2
#ND WHEREAS, comments on the appeal were obtained from DGSE.
e appeal of the appellant, the appellant was afforded opportunities of

In order to decide t
personal hearing on 07.08.2025 and 19.08.2025 in presence of Departmental Representative

of Directorate General of Special Education, Punjab, Lahore.
proceedings, the appellant, while

rtiteraﬁn G AND WHEREAS, during the hearing
it g the stance already takgn by him in his departmental appeal, inter alia, contended
at the chgrges levelled against him are false and contrary o record; that the inquiry was not
conducted in accordance with the law; that he was not provided ample opportunities to rebut
esses, who deposed against him, that

the charge::‘s apd to cross examine the record and witn
the penalties imposed upon him, in view of the facts of the case, are harsh and unjustified.
aside and he may be %

He, lastly, requested that the impugned penalty order may be set-

exonerated from the charges.

4. AND WHEREAS, on the other hand the Departmental Representative apprised

that the appellant was proceeded against departmentally through regular inquiry under

statutory regime of Act ibid on the charges of inefficiency and misconduct by appointing an

inquiry officer. After receipt of inquiry report, DGSE issued Show Cause cum Personal

Hearing Notice under Section 13(4) of the Act ibid to the appellant and after granting him
pugned penalties upon the appellant vide

hearings in accordance with the law, imposed im
The Departmental Representative further stated that inquiry proceedings
th the provisions of PEEDA, Act,

impugned order.
were conducted by the Inquiry Officer in accordance Wi
hly scrutinized and statements of all concerned were recorded;
d officer through

2006, all record was thoroug

that charges of inefficiency and misconduct, levelled against the accuse

order of inquiry, stood proved; that the arguments of the accused officer are fallacious and

carry no weight; that the penalties proposed by the Inquiry Officer and imposed by the
ates with the gravity and severity of the guilt of the

Competent Authority commensur
nity of personal hearing to thz

appellant.
5 AND WHEREAS, after affording an opportu
ce of the Departmental Representative, and upon cgreful perusal an
it is noted that the observations, findings, and reasons
alties were

d order imposing pen
cts and circumstances of the
tead of producin

ai‘:pellant in the presen
consideration of the av
recorded by the Com

rendered after due app
case, and are duly supporte

ailable record,

petent Authority in the impugnée
lication of judicial mind, in light of the fa
d by the record. The appellant, ins

g any fresh
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or discredit the charges f;
T : rame i i
material irregularity has been do.aga'”St him. The record furthe
Pointed out in the impugned orderr rc?fv;e)a‘s tt:lat e saite
enalty. The appellant's

as to bring it in conformi
: mity with g
tw Bl the gravit e
The two major penalties imposed dogno\;llgoo': It:geiccal';arges and the principle of proportionality.

6. NOW, TH

appeal preferred by theE:EF?RE'~ for the reasons recorded hereinabove, the departmental

extent that the major penmlae Iant‘ is @_rtlv allowed. The impugned order is modified to the

imposed under Sectio alty of ‘forfeiture of past service for a period of three years’
n 4(1)(b)(iii) of the Act ibid is hereby set aside. However, the major

penalty of ‘reducti
R iou of five ye;lrosl,l_to a lower post and pay scale from the substantive post for a
imposed under Section 4(1)(b)(ii) of the Act ibid is maintained/upheld.

The appeal stands disposed of in the aforesaid terms.
G
Dated Lahore the (MUHAMMAD KHANRANJHA)
Seplemoey,_(7 /2025 SECRETARY
GOVERNMENT OF THE PUNJAB
SPECIAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT/
APPELLATE AUTHORITY

No. & Date Even.

A copy is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:

Accountant General, P
Director General, Speci
Director (Admn), Directorate
District Education Officer (Spe
Appellant concerned / Mr. Azma

Pasrur.
| Education Department. (
i

PS to Secretary Specia
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT.)
SPECIAL EDUCATION DEPﬁRTMENT
179 WL

unjab, Lahore.

al Education, Punjab, Lahore.
General of Special Education, Punjab, Lahore.

cial Education), Gujranwala.
t Yagoob, Junior Clerk, Govt. Special Education Centre,
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