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Sr. No. Date of 

order/
proceedings

Order or other proeeedings with signature of Judge/ Magistrate

1 2 3
1.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
PESHAWAR.

I■i 1 Service Appeal No. 1366/2014,I
Ikram Ullah Khan, Ex-SDO C&W Sub Division, Charsadda. 
Versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 
Secretary, Peshawar etc.

• t

;

I 2. Service Appeal No. 1367/2014,
I
■Y Shafaatullah Ex-Sub Engineer C&W Division, Charsadda 

Versus Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 
Secretary, Peshawar etc.

/

JUDGMENT

08.04.2015 PIR BAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER:- Appellant with

counsel (Mr. Ijaz Anwar, Advocate) and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

GP with Saleem Shah, Supdt. for the respondents present.

• i
2. Appellants herein namely Ikram Ullah and Shafaaty

//

/ Ullah, respectively then as SDO and Sub-Engineer, C&W 

Division, Charsadda were proceeded against under the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) 

Rules, 201 Ion the charge of irregularity in the work Tor Dher

/■

I.'

'I
I

Road Tehsil Tangi. District Charsadda. fhe competent 

authority issued them charge sheet and statement of allegations 

incorporating therein the following three charges:-?'• / ■

‘ ■ t

V

You made an advance payment amounting to
were recovered

1.
N:Rs. 10,002,017/- (which 

through TEO) to the contractor without- A 
execution of road and structure works for this
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I;
I
t

act of omission it was presumed to a huge 
corruption and loss to the government 
exchequer.

i:

V
1
1

ii. You have not conducted joint survey to 
ascertain the actual Natural Surface Level 
(NSL) for work out the earth work and other 
quantities.

iii. You have not carried the quality control test 
during the execution of work.”

Enquiry through an Enquiry Committee comprising of Ahmad

Jan Afridi, then ADC, Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad

Ilyas Shah, then Director Maintenance, PKHA, Peshawar was

constituted to enquire into the matter. The committee embarked

upon enquiring the charges and also received replies of the

appellants to the charge sheet, wherein they have denied the

charges. On receipt of the enquiry report, the competent 

authority issued show cause notice wherein the appellants were

tentatively put to show cause as to why (minor) penalty of

stoppage of two annual increments for two years may not be 

imposed on them. To this show cause notice the appellants 

submitted their replies wherein they have defended themselves
r

and have also desired to be heard in person. Thereafter, the

competent authority vide his impugned order dated 02.09.2014 

after having considered the charges, material on record, 

enquiry report of the enquiry committee, explanation of the 

appellants concerned, imposed major penally of dismissal 

from service upon them. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant 

submitted departmental appeals which were also rejected.
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hence these appeals under Section 4 of the Khyber

I Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974. In view of the

above, both appeals are proposed to be disposed off by this
I

. c:-v single judgment.

i' Arguments heard and record perused.3.

• 5 *

Main argument of the learned counsel for the appellant4.

was that the competent authority under Rule 14 (4)(a) of

Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 issued show cause
S-'-

v: notice to the appellants, put them on notice to show cause as to

why (minor) penalty of stoppage of annual increment for two
;

.v;

I years, may not be imposed on them but vide impugned order
?•

major penalty of dismissal from service was imposed

unlawfully, against law & rules which took the appellants by

surprise, without giving them opportunity of defence. The

learned counsel for the appellant further stressed that the

enquiry committee in their report has also recommended a- ;

minor penalty of stoppage of two annual increments for two

■5'

i
years, about which the competent authority issued show cause

notice to the appellants. The learned counsel maintained that in

case the competent authority did not agree with the enquiry

report and its recommendations in that case he under rule

14(6) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants4

(E&D) Rules, 2011 should, after recording reasons in writing,

have either remanded the enquiry to the enquiry committee

Tv



4•«.
0

j'

with his directions or should have ordeijed a denovo enquiry
I

through a different enquiry officer or enquiry committee. He 

lastly submitted that the penalty is too hdrsh, which is not in 

commensuration with the charges against the appellants. The 

learned counsel for the appellant requested that the impugned 

orders being illegal and in violation of the prescribed
I

procedure, may be set aside and the appellant may be reinstated

vj

•j-

t

into service with all back benefits. Reliance was placed
I

2013-SCMR-817, 2009-SCMR-281 and 2008-PLC (C.S)1028-

on

•c- Federal Service Tribunal.

5. Mr. Muhammad Jan, learned Government Pleader, in

rebuttal submitted that all codal formalities of the charge sheet,
ij

enquiry, show cause notice have been complied with and it is
I

evident that nowhere the appellants have raised any objection 

on the enquiry proceedings during the Icourse of enquiry. He 

lurther submitted that the competent authority was not bound 

to act upon the recommendations of the enquiry report and in
I

view of serious charges against the appellants, major penalty 

was properly imposed on the appellants! He submitted that the

V?
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8
appeals may be rejected.

. V

7

6. At the relevant time, appellants were performing in the 

capacity of SDO and Sub Engineer on the project of Tor Dhcr 

Road Tehsil Tangi. District Charsadda. It is also not in dispute 

that a sum of Rs. 10,002,017/- was paid by the appellants to the

la

1/

•!
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contractor prior to execution of road and construction works.

According to the charge sheet, this act of the appellants was 

presumed to be falling in the pal^ of huge eorruption and a 

loss to the government ex-chequer. This allegation was denied

i

by the appellants by taking the plea that the advance payment

recovered through ITansfer Entry Order (TEO) and thuswas

no loss was caused to the government ex-chequer. The enquiry

committee in its report has given its findings in para-5 of its

concluding para, which is reproduced as follows:-

g
“Although such advance payment is an irregularity

but as mentioned in the charge sheet, the advance

payments amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/- were■

-'j

recovered through TEO, as such there remains no

loss to the government but the work has not been

completed as per Technical sanction/design.

It is very much evident from the above findings of7.

enquiry report that enquiry committee failed to have given an

unambiguous and explicit findings about allegations of

corruption and loss to the government cx-chequer leveled

against the appellants. Contrarily the enquiry committee while

quoting Irom the charge sheet, that as so provided in the

charge sheet recovery was affected through TEO, there is no

explanation as to whether payment released through TEO

means a cash repayment no loss to government—— or it..V

was adjustment in the payment bills, then how no loss to the
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government be presumed when construction was not upto the
j-

required standard? So for allegations that joint survey was not;

conducted to ascertain the actual normal surface level (NSL) is

/'• concerned, the same allegation has also been denied by the
t-

appellants in their reply by stating that proper cross sections

were taken at an interval of 200 meter all along the road length
:■>

of 5.5 Km, with the plea that due to limited survey equipments

and in the absence of survey Division of CDO, the situation

could not be improved further. But the enquiry findings in this

respect are that all the 29 cross sections provided were of

stereo type (repition), the long section is also not representative

of the existing road profile, more over there is no field book

avaiktble in its support, hence the authenticity of the cross

i sections and long section is doubtful. So far the third

allegation of non-observance of quality control test during

execution of work is concerned, so the appellants have taken
•4

I
•V','

4-
the plea that important compaction tests on formation of 

embankment Sub Base and Base course have duly been 

conducted during execution to give guidance in quality control 

about which they have also annexed copy of the test reports. 

I'indings of the enquiry committee in this regard are that test 

results provided were not supported by required back up Data 

and calculation, which makes its authenticity disbelieving.

t ■

.'A'

I
I4

\

8. Charge of corruption as evident from charge sheet 

also perceived by the competent authority to exist, fhe worf

was

i.
T
4

I
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job assigned lo the appellants is of such a nature that same

should fulfill all its technical and procedural requirements

failing which allegation of corruption can rightly be perceived
t

to exist. About the substandard quality of the work, a relevant 

portion of the enquiry report is reproduced as follows:'fhat the

T

cracks and minor settlements were witnessed in various areas
tf;.

of the finished surface. The cracks/distresses developed may 

be due to poor quality of TST wearing course and poor
:v':

compciction of the underlying layers. Some dumper trucks were

also seen to be plying on the road during the visit. These

dumper trucks are further a cause of rapid expansion of the
r.'
I cracks and earlier failure of the road constructed to a poor

quality lesser thickness. Due to the cracked surthce the rain

water penetrates down into the pavement making the pavement

structure moist which may also be expansion of the cracks and

A failure thereof” The Tribunal is of the view that in fact the
-1

recovery was not effected from the contractor through any 

bank instrument but in fact the advance amount was adjusted

r

against work done at a latter stage which was called recovery

through I'EO. Here this may be observed that the work was

also not found upto the required standard as stated above fromc
the enquiry report.

9. The above situation pertains lo the enquiry report has 

led the 1 ribunal to the conclusion that the enquiry report is not 

comprehensive nor inquisitional or charge specific. The

-
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If.

appellants were proceeded under the E&D Rules, 2011 wherein

there is no provision of any recommendation of penalty to be

made in the enquiry report by the enquiry officer/committee.

While recommending stoppage of two annual increments for

two years, it is evident that enquiry committee has gone

beyond the scope of its legal mandate.

While having discussed the foregoing, this cannot be11.

denied that under Rule 14 (4)(a), of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Government Servant (E&D) Rules, 2011, the competent

authority was required to have informed the civil servant about
;v4 the proposed penalty. Though this notice was given but the
r. .

i J/
proposed penalty mentioned was stoppage of two annual

I
i;:

increments and not dismissal from service. Legally, the:%

competent authority is vested with jurisdiction to dis-agree

with the report of the enquiry officer/committee but the remedy

is either fresh direction to the same enquiry officer or enquiry

committee or enquiry denovo through another officer.

Imposition of major penalty by the competent authority, after

reading material on record etc, might have led the competent

authority to the conclusion that appellants deserved aflhction

of major punishment but while doing this, the prescribed
-

procedure was not observed and thus the appellants were

prejudiced.

W.
12. The Tribunal in the light of the entire record on file, is

led to the inference that according to E&D Rules, 2011, the

i
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enquiry committee had no mandate to recommend penalty to1^'.' r.
I :

the competent authority. Similarly, the competent authority if

convinced that the appellants deserved major punishmentif

should have recorded his reason and informed the appellants

about imposition of major penalty in the show cause notice, ;

which last mode was also not adopted by the competent
?:

A
authority to have given to the appellants opportunity ofI

ff vindicating themselves in the reply and thus to have given
'•i.' .

them opportunity of defence.
.'V

a:
13. For the said reasons, this Tribunal is constrained to set¥

aside the impugned orders dated 02.09.2014 and 10.11.2014SI

and to rernit the cases to the competent authority for2-

conducting denovo enquiry strictly in accordance with law and

1- rules. The appellants are reinstated in service for the purpose of
1
¥ enquiry proceedings. Back benefits will be subject to the

t:.' outcome of denovo enquiry. The whole exercise should be

completed within three months after receipt of this judgment

it by the competent authority failing which the appeal should be
I:-

deemed to have been accepted in the terms as prayed for.I;

Appeals are allowed accordingly. Parties are left to bear theirfi-
M:

own costs. File be consigned to the record.
ijSft.' ANMOUNCED

08.04.2015
(PIR BAKHSFT SFIAl 

MEMBERL‘- •

(ABDUL LATIF) 
M13MBERm

i-

5
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25.02.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah, Supdt. for 

respondents alongwith AddI: A.G present. Written statements submitted. 

The case is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for'2Sb5.2015.

10.03.2015 Counsel for the appellant= present. Application for early hearing 

submitted. According to learned counsel for the appellant the appellant is 

at the verge of retirement and as such the appeal deserves to be heard 

earlier. Let the same be fixed before D.B for rejoinder and final hearing 

for 19.03.2015. Notice to respondents be issued for the date fixed. '

■i

19.3.2015 Appellant with counsel (Mr. Ijaz Anwar, 

Advocate) and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP with Saleem Shah, 

Supdt. for the respondents present. Arguments heard. To 

come up for order on 25.3.2015.

MEMBER

25.3.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP with 

Saleem Shah, Supdt. for the respondents present. Due to rush of 

work, case is adjourned to 8.4.2015 for order.

MEMBER BER
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1.166/2014Case No..

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

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Ikramullah Khan presented today by 

Mr. Ijaz Anwar Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order.

28.11.2014
1

x
\

Appellant with counsel present. The learned 

counsel for the appellant subniitted^lMlSFilM^lation, 

derogation of the rules, recommendation of the enquiry 

report was over-looked, and that with malafide intentions, 

the appellant was dismissed from service by the 

incompetent authority. Points raised need consideration. 

The appeal is admitted to regular hearing. The appellant is 

directed, to deposit security and process fee within 10 

days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To 

come up for submission of written reply/comments on 

25.2.2015.

19.1.2015

I^MBER
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 13^^ /2014

Ikram Ullah 

Charsadda.......
Khan SDO C&W Sub Division

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat Peshawar and others.

i.

(Respondents)

INDEX

S. PageDescription of Documents AnnexureNo No
1 Memo of Appeal & Affidavit 1-6
2 Copy of charge sheet and 

statement of allegations 

Copies of the inquiry report 
Copy of show cause notice and 

reply
Copies of the dismissal order 

^ted 2.9.2014
Copies of departmental appeal 
16.9.2014 and rejection order 

dated 10.11.2014 

Others documents related to the

A&B 1-f
3 C
4 D

5 E /7
6 F&G

7
proceedings.
Vakalatnama.8 ^7

Appmqht
Through

(I
IJAZANWAR 

Advocate Peshawar

• '-n
. A

..ife - .• .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

I

Appeal No. (3^^/2014 ih
. Ikram Ullah 

Charsadda.......
Khan Ex-SDO C&W Sub Division

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

2. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Communication & 
Works Department, Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

3. Chief Engineer Center Communication & Works Department, 
Peshawar.

4. Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, against 

the order dated 02.09.2014, whereby the appellant 

has been awarded major punishment of Dismissal 
from Service, a2ainst which the Departmental
Appeal dated 16.9.2014 has been rejected vide order
dated 10,11.2014.

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of this appeal the order dated 

2.9.2014 and the rejection order dated 

10.11.2014 may please be set-aside and the
appellant may please be re-instated in service 

with lull back wages and benefits of service.

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the appellant was working as SDO C&W in the respondent 
department, and was lastly posted as SDO C&W Division 

Charsadda.

. S.f

!-
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2. That while posted there, the appellant was served with a charge 

sheet containing the following allegations:

You made an advance payment amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/- 

(Which were recovered through TEO) to the contractor without 
execution of road and structure works for this act of omission it 
was presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the Govt 
Exchequer.

You have not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual 
Natural Surface level (NSL) for work out the earth work and 

other quantities.

You have not carried the quality control tests during the 

execution of work.
(Copy of charge sheet and statement of allegations are attached 

as annexure A & B).

3. That the appellant duly replied the charge sheet and deny the 

allegations. The appellant clarified that final settlement of accounts 

were made through the transfer entry order (TEO) after detailed re
measurement of work, and there was no lost to the Govt 
exchequer, the appellant also explained that proper cross section 

were taken at interval of 200 meter all along the road length of 5.5 

Km, similarly earth was calculated at each cross section of each 

proposed road profile. It is also a matter of fact that most of the 

circle laboratories are abundant and there is only one road material 
and testing laboratory of PKHA, the required test were carried 

from the PDA laboratory. The appellant was thus not involved in 

any omission or commission.

1.

11.

111.

4. lhat in the meantime the inquiry committee conducted the inquiry 

and submitted its fmdings/recommendations as follows:

Based on the above facts and conclusions, the inquiry committee in 

its wisdom recommends the follov/ing:-

"Since the charges provided in the charge sheet/statement of 

allegations are partly proved, a minor penalty of stopping of 

increment for two years be imposed on both the officer/ojficial 

for committing irregularity and not ensuring proper quality
control”.
(Copies of the inquiry report is attached as annexure C).

■
% '
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5. That without appreciating the facts of the case or the defense of the 

appellant, vide letter dated 8.5.2014, the appellant was served with 

a show cause notice proposing the penalties as follows:
“.As a result thereof, I as competent authority, have tentatively 

decided to impose upon the penalty of stoppage of annual 
increment for two years under Rule 4 of the said rules” 

(Copy^jfe^^^£&c_^is attached as annexure 0).

6. That the appellant submitted reply to the show cause notice 

refuting the allegations so leveled, however, vide a surprised move, 
without even adhering to the recommendations or the penalty 

proposed in the show cause notice, the appellant was awarded the 

major penalty of dismissal from service vide order dated 2.9.2014. 
(Copies of the dismissal order dated 2.9.2014 is attached as 

annexure E).

7. That the appellant submitted his departmental appeal dated 

16.9.2014 to the appellate authority, however, the 

regretted vide letter dated 10.11.2014. (Copies of departmental 
appeal 16.9.2014 and rejection order dated 10.11.2014 are attached 
as annexure7^&S).

same was

8. fhat appellant has, never committed any act or omission which 

could be termed as misconduct, albeit been .awarded the penalty of 

“Dismissal from Service. ”

9. That the appellant is jobless since the illegal removal from service.

10.That the impugned Penalty Order is illegal unlawful against law 

and facts hence liable to be set aside inter alia on the following 

grounds:

GROUNDS OF .APPEAL . .

A. lhat the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law 

hence his.rights secured and guaranteed under the law are badly 
violated.

B. That the appeliant has duly rebutted and refuted the allegations 

. by explaining every charge as follows:

The advance payment of Rs. ,! 00020:7/- has been fijllv 

recoveredAhrough ,a transfer enter order ('lEO) and 

such there remains no loss to the Govt, "this statement of 

tire inquiry committee irj the inquiry .report is undisputed

as
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and does not’caiTy any ambiguity. Hence the presumption 

of huge coiTuption and loss to the Govt Exchequer as 

mentioned in the show cause notice is false, baseless and 

legally handicapped.

The main thrust of the charge in the show cause notice 

was that the joint survey (of the consultants and C&W 

department stafl^ was not canied out to ascertain the 

natural surface level for working out the earthwork and 

other quantities. The inquiry committee reported that the 

joint survey was not possible, as there were no 

consultants in the field. In such cases, the independent 
survey ot the C&W staff is always carried out and fully 

relied upon.

11.

The charge that the appellant has not carried out quality 

control test is baseless as stated in the show cause notice. 
The inquiry committee in their report gave contradictory 

statements whether or not the appellant carried out 
quality control tests. The following contradictions are 

conspicuous:-

111.

Quality control tests v/ere not carried out which puts the 

quality of v/ork in doubt.

They (C&W staff) submitted three pages showing test 
results for compaction of base course, sub base 

and'sub grade with some photographs.
course

SuDsetjuently, the site was visited by the comniiltee on 

3L3.20I4. Tills statement would shov/ that the inquiry 

cornniittee did not carry out 'any quality test report 
ihemseh/es to' ascertain the truth of the quality tests 

carried out on the project.

C. That no proper procedure has been followed before awardim;-’' 
the major, penalty of Dismissai from'service to the appellant. No 
proper inquiry-has been conducteci the appellant has not been 
associated wltli the inquiry proceedings, statements of 
witnesses ix ariy were never takerr in ins-'presence'nor he'has 
been ailowed ■ opportunity-, of mross - exanhnattoy rnoieover -iic
lias nor'-been served wilh-anv .s.bGW-.c':aase nolice; thus-dm who.le 
proceedings ye.doNcii VC in .We eyes of jaw,.
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D. That the inquiry committee has recommended only the penalty 
of stoppage of annual increment for two years, similarly the 
same has been 'conveyed in • the show cause notice, the 
impositioin of penalty beyond the one recommended or 
proposed in the show cause notice was illegal, and amounts to 
condemning the appellant as unheard.

E. That the competent authority was bound under the law to 

examine .the record of inquiry, in its true perspective and in 

accordance with law and then to apply his independent mind to 

the merit of the case but he failed to do so and awarded major 

penalty of dismissal from service to the appellant despite the 

fact that the allegations as contained in the charge sheet had not 
been proved in the so-called inquiry.

F. That the competent authority has passed the impugned order in 

mechanical manner and the same is perfunctory as well 
speaking and also against the basic Principle of administration 

of justice. Therefore, the impugned order is not tenable under 

the law.

as non-

G. That the appellant has at his credit a long and spotless career, 
the penalty of dismissal so awarded is harsh and does not 
commensurate with the allegations so leveled, the same is thus 

not sustainable.

H. that the authority has acted beyond its limit and jurisdiction, 
while imposing the major penalty of dismissal from service,
when one it has been proposed to impose the penalty of 

stoppage of annual increment for two years, how can an 

enhanced penalty be imposed without giving a show cause 

notice in respect of that penalty, the penalty so imposed cannot 
be sustained in the eyes of law.

I. That the charges leveled against the appellant 
proved in the enquiry, the enquiry officer gave his findings 

surmises and conjunctures.

J. That appellant has never committed any act or omission which 

could be termed as misconduct, albeit been awarded the penalty 

of '‘Dismissalfrom Service. ”

were never
on
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K. That the appellant is jobless since the illegal dismissal from 

service.

L. That the appellant also seeks permission of this Honourable 

Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the time of hearing of 

the instant appeal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this appeal the order dated 2,9.2014 and the rejection order 

dated 10.11.2014 may please be set-aside and the appellant 

may please be re-instated in service with full back wages 

and benefits of service.

Appella.

7/Through

IJAZAl<fWAR
Advocate Peshawar

&

AMIN
Advocate, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ikram Ullah Khan Ex-SDO C&W Sub Division 
Charsadda, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that 
the contents of the above noted appeal are true and correct and 
that nothing has been kept back or concealed from this 
Honourable Tribunal.
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CHARGE SHEET /

Whereas, I, Muhammad Shahzad Arbab Chief Secretary, Khyber 

as competent authority, charge you, Ikramullah, AssistantPakhtunkhwa

Engineer (BS-17) C&W Department, presently working as SDO C&W Sub 

Division Charsadda.

That you while posted, as SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda corrimitted 

the following irregularities in the work 'Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District 
Charsadda”:

i. You made an advance payments amounting to Rs.10,002,017/- 
(which were recovered through TEO) to the contractor without 
execution of road and structure works for this act of omission it was 
presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the government 
exchequer.

ii. You have not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural 
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earth work and other 
quantities.

iii. You have not carried the quality control tests during the execution 
of work

2. By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under 

Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the 

penalties specified in Rule-4 ibid.

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within ten (10) 

days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee,::as the 

case may be.

3.

i

I,

4. Your written defence, if any,, should reach the Inquiry Officer/ Committee 

within specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you -have 

defence to make and in that case exparte action shall be taken against you.

The Statement of Allegations is enclosed.

no

5. 1

1.

(Muhamfnad*ShahzaJA;rbab) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
\

'
'yx /01/2014

r

r



fVni^Xy
'14"^

ss/.’ .

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

i, Muhammad Shahzad Arbab, Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as 

Competent Authority, am of the opinion that Ikramullah, Assistant Engineer (B,S-17) 

C&W Department, presently working as SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda has 

rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following 
acts/omissions, within the meaning of rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Servants (efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules, 2011:

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

“That he while posted, as SDO C&W Sub Division Chasadda committed 

the following irregularities in the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District 

Charsadda";

He made an advance payments amounting to Rs.10,002,017/- 
(which were recovered through TEO) to the contractor without 
execution of road and structure works for this act of omission it was 
presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the government 
exchequer.

He has not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural 
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earth work and, other 
quantities.

He has not carried the quality control tests during the execution of 
work

For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the above 

allegations, an inquiry officer/inquiry committee, consistmg of the following, Is constituted 

under rule 10(1)(a) of the ibid rules:-

2.

OA -
/

>IA'^

The Inquiry Officer/inquiry Committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of 

the ibid rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its 

findings and make, within thirty days of receipt of this order, recommendations as to 

punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

3.

The accused and a well conversant representative of the Department shall join , 
the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Inquiry Officer/ Inquiry 

Committee.

4.

(Muham
ChieTSecretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
;

/01/2014
1-
I

\ j
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INQUIRY REPORT4 !■

i. ./
. L'Subject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI DISTRICT CHARSADDA i:''/

/
1'•!

1. AUTHORITY !-•
s

/
Vide Secretary to Government of Khyber Paldimnkhwa, C&W Depailment Peshawar letter 
No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 17‘'' February, 2014, an inquiry committee consisting of 
we, the undersigned, (Mr. Alimad Jan Afridi PC^ EG BS-18 iAdditional^ Deputy 
Commissioner Peshawar) and (Engr Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah BS-19, Director 
Maintenance PKHA Peshawar) was appointed by the competent authority (Chief Secretary) 
to conduct formal enquiry under Khyber Palditunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency and 
Discipline) Rules 2011 against the following officer/official of. C&W Department on 
ground of mis-conduct (Anncxurc-A) in the subject cited case ; ' '

i-
■l-' ■

i.

i. Mr. Ikramullah SDO C&W.S|Ub Division Chai'sadda.
ii. Mr. Shafat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda.

■

Chai'ge - Sheet and slateiiicnl of allegation (Amicxurc-B) were served upon them from the 

competent authority (Chief Secretary). Each of the above officer/official was charged as 
uiuicr:-

“That you (both) while posted, as SDO C&W Sub'Division Charsadda and Sub Engineer 

C&W Division Charsadda respectively, committed the following irregularities in the work 

'Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda”.

You made an advance payment amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/-(vyhich were 

recovered through TEO) to the contractor without execution of road and structure 

works, for this act of omission, it was presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to 

the government exchequer.

I.

II. You have not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural Surface Level 

(NSL) for work out the earth work and other quantities. • ,

\
III. Y^'ou have not carried out the quality control tests during execution of work.

2. PROCEEDINGS
/

Subsequent to the appointment as inquiry committee, the Chief Engineer (Center) 

C&W Department was requested to nominate a focal person for the subject enquiry and to
;

;



/
./

/
direct the official 

committee (Annexurc-C). -
concerned to provide all the relevant/

record required by the. enquiry■

The accused officer/official 

of February 2014 at the office of
directed to appear before the 

one of the committee members

were
enquiry committee on 25th 

at Bacha Khan ChowkPeshawar along with written reply in light of charge 

officer/off,etal appeared before the inquiry committee in the office of Additional D
sheet' (Anncxure-D). The

ueputyCommissioner
q,,., =Pace for submission of

written reply, as such, they were directed to submit their
March 2014.

on

:ir replies on or before'Srd of 

on 2nd of March 2014 which 

excerpt highlighted,
section, a calculation sheet based on the

-potions, a single page Design Sheet and three pages showing test results for compaction 
0 tase course, sub-base course and subgrade along with some photographs, and copy of

IbO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/-.

In their defense, they submitted written replies

copies of relevant page of contract agreement with file 
X-sections at every, 200 meter,

also contained

n.
The following record, was also provided by the 
Engineer C&W Divisiik. Charsadda (nominated 

Ceiilcr C/tW DcjxirlincnL).

office of tlie focal person i-e Executive 
as focal person by the Chief Eiig

meer

CopyofTEOforrecovei-yofRs. 10002018/-

Copy ol 7[li Running Bill (minus

Copy orCoiilract Agreement 

" Copy of Work Order

Copy ol Comparative Statement 

Copy of Revised Administrative Approval 

" Copy of NIT

" Copy of Technical Sanction Estimate
■ Copies of l»,2n 3'“ 4r 5"'and 6'Mnning bills' ;
■ Copies of relevant pages of MBs (Measurement Books) ' !

bill lor the above mentioned amount)

/ , ■

i

After receipt of the replie's/written statement of the officer/official; 

office of the focaT
and record from the

persooi a number' of meetings were held attended by' the; accused 
officer/official, together with site visit of the

committee on 17/4/2014 in presence of Mr ' ' 
Ikramullah SDO and MnShafaat Ullah Sub Engineer. The visit howiver had to be bronghl 

to an end incomplete due to rainfall. Subsequently the site was visited by the ' '

31/3/2014 for visual inspection of the road i
committee on

in subject. Photographs of the damagedTortions
taken for perusal and record. (Aiinexure-E)were

I

H
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3. COMMENTS ON THE REPLIES/RECORD

The X-sections, long ;5ection and calculation sheet showing the quantity of 15967.5 M3 
seem

Further, there is no copy of level book attached.

to be not based on actual survey, as all the 29 X-sections show exactly the same area.
I I

. :

.t

The point that due to rush of work on the laboratory staff of PKHA 'and wait for'several 

weeks to get Field Density Tests (FDTs) and other sample testing has no material standing.

'I- liNDiNGS: .•

In view of the replies/writlcn statements aad record provided to the Inquiry Committee, the 
Unding.s ai'c as under;- ' !

Clause-7 of the contract agreement has not been appropriately applied. After detailed re-- 

measurement the quanluni^of excess work paid but not done, should have been completed 
as per technical sanction. Ii^' the instant case thiclmesses of base and sub-base have not been 

provided according to the Technical Sanction/design. ' , ' •

.•r
A

.A.11 the 29 X-sections provided, are of stereo type, the long section is also not representative 

of the existing road profile, more over there is no fiel4^book available in support, the 

authenticity of the X-sections and long section is doubtful , ' i

The test results provided are not supported by the required back-up,data and calculation 
which malces its authenticity disbelieving.

I , ^ ,

During visual inspection, cracks and minor settlements were witnessed in various areas of 
the finished surface. The cracks / distresses developed are may be due to poor quality of 
TST wearing course and poor compaction of the underlying layers. Some dumper trucks 
were also seen to be plying on the road during the visit. These dumper trucks are further a 
cause of rapid expansion of the cracks and earlier failure of the road, constructed to 
quality and lesser thiclcnesses. Due to the cracked surface the rain water penetrates down 
into the pavement making the pavement structure moist which may also cause expansion of 
the cracks and failure thereof

a poor

5- CONCLUSION

Alih()ugli such advance payments is an iiTcgulariiy but as mentioned in the charge sheet, 

the advance payments amoimting to Rs. f0,002,017/- were recovered through TEO, as such 

there remains no loss to the government but the work has not been completed as!per 

Technical sahetion/design. ' .

)1—  ̂,
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t

Joint survey was not conducted to ascertain the actual NSL to work out the earthwork and 

other quantities. However, in such like works, where consultants are not engaged, in view 

of limited equipment the quantities may be worked put, based on experience,’ preliminary 

surveys, typical cross-sections and per meter cost of^ains, pipe culverts, retaming walls 

etc. The thicknesses can be .obtained by making cores at specific intervals and measurement 
recorded.'

1

i(
i

i

! .
t

A

The required quality control tests, were not carried out during'construction wtucji puts the 

quality of work in doubt, as such, beneficial use of public money has not been warranted.

I

In view of the above, the allegations framed are partly proved, i ;
V

I i

6- RECOMMENDATION I1\ i*
i .

Based on the abc^e facts, and conclusions, the inquiry committee in' its wisdom 

recommends the following actions; : ’ ■ r. I
i !

!
t

Since the charges provided in the charge sheet/statement of allegations! are partly
■ ' *

proved, a minor penally of stopping of increment for two year be imposed on both 

the officer/official for committing irregulaiity and not ensuring proper quality 

control.
The cracked/distressed areas developed due to poor quality control be dismantled

' 1 • ' . I
and the areas redone with proper quality control and seal coats be provided in the 

areas where cracks have been initiated to control ’the ingress of water, so that 
beneficial use of public money is reali2'ed.

< 1.

II.

t

I

!
;
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: Mr'.JWa
Engr. Syea Muhammad Ilyas Shah 

Director Maintenance PKHA
Ahmad Affidi 

Additional Deputy Commissioner 
^ Peshawar

\
Peshawar
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To.

F- •

1. The Additional Deputy Commissioner 
Peshawar.

2. The Director (Maintenance), 
Pakhtunkhwa Highway Authorities, 
Peshawar.

INQUIRY REGARDING TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI 
DISTRICT CHARSADDA

S.HEAD: WRITTEN STATEMENT.

Subject; -

Dear Sir,

It is submitted that under signed have been charge!sheeted vide 
Secretary C&W Office letter No.SOE / C&WD / 8-27 / 2013. dated ,17:02-2014 in
the subject Inquiry. My written statement to the charges / staterrient of'altegations 
is follows please.

{-
i

1. As per Clai}§e-7 of standard contract agreement, all payments 

on intermediate certificate to be regarded as advances which 
states that '‘all such intermediate payments^ shall be 
regarded as payments by way of advance against the final 
payment only and not as payments for work actually done 
and completed and shall not preclude the requiring of bad, 
unsound and imperfect or re-erected or be considered as 
an admission of the due performance of the contract, or 
any part thereof in any respect or the accruing of any 
claim, nor shall it conclude , determine or affect in any way 
the powers of the Engineer in-Charge under these 
conditions or any of them as to the final settlement and 
adjustment of the accounts or otherwise or in any other 
way very or affect the contractor.”
Therfore final settlement of Accounts was accordingly made 
through the transfer entry order (T.E.O) after detailed re
measurement of work and there remained no loss to the 
Government exchequer.

2 II is not trLic that we have nol conducted joint survey of the 
road before commencement of work. Proper cross sections 
were taken at an interval of 200-meter all along the road length 
of 5.5 Km, based on available but limited survey equipments in 
the absence of survey Division of CDO, and accordingly 
earthwork was calculated at each cross section of proposed 
road profile (copy of cross sections and level book is attached 
please).

P-1-2

iI
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P-2-2V 4--

i3 It ,s a matter of fact that we have limited
laboratories in the province. Most of ^'role L 
abundand and we are compelled to depend upon the lonely 
(Road & Testing Laboratory of PKHA) which pr w o ^
the province. Hence due to rush of ‘he Lab Staff^ v^^e .
have to wait for several .vyeeks to get F.D.T s (Field Density
Tests) and other samples for testing^. s‘l eTsfand
comDaction tests on formation of embankment . Sub Base and

^ have duly been conducted during execution to
guidance in quality control (copy of test reports are

/'

J

M1 '

Mi.a

i
1i

Base course s
-■4'
i

give
annexed please)

14. Looking to the ground reality and '-'‘^.;t;-°;‘“;;,°VesMo 
and laboratory equipments, l.have tried ^ . .u . ,3
nroduce good results within the limited resources and that 
Whv the road is open to traffic and serving the commuters 
tetter way and ^s in sustainable condition (Photographs

attached)

Therefore keeping in view lmy e 
requested that under signed may 
and give opportunity to be vigilant i

I’!
a m2

■in a
5

||
fm

explanation based on facts, it is, 
■ be exonerated of charges: 
in future even more.

Lm(IKRAWI 
SUBDIVISIO!^

C&W Sub Div^ion No.11 
Charsadday^

'officer

!

■ !, f ^

■'!



SHOW CAUSE NOTICE !

Amiaol All Khan Chief Secretary Khyber ,Pakhtunkhwa'as Competent 
Authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you, Mr, Ikramullah, Assistant Eng

(BS-17) C&W Department: presently working as SDO C&W Sub Division 

Charsadda as follows.

i. That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against you 
by the inquirY committee for which you were given opportunity of 
hearing vide dated 25.02.2014; and ppununiiy or

N. On going through the findings and recommendations of the inquiry 
committee, the material on record and other connected ^ 
including your defence before the inquiry committee-

Government Servants (Efficiency &

ineer

*

papers

am satisfied that you while posted as SDO C&W Sub Division 

Charsadda committed the following acts/omissions 

Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda" 

said rules:

in the scheme 'Tor 

specified in Rule 3 of the
i

I. You made an advance payments amounting to Rs 10 002 017/- 
(which were recovered through TEO) to the contractor without
presum°ed "In °he ‘hfs act of omission it was
exchequer' ^ ^ corruption and loss to the government

II. ■ YouTave not conducted-joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural
Sa^kies

of wor^^ not carried the quality control tests during the executioniii. You

2. As a result thereof. I as competent authority, have tentatively
decided to iimpose-upon you the penalty of" Afi fOM, ^

■fu/o ^---------------------------3^(M
" under Rule 4 of the

said rules.

3. . You are, thereof, required to show cayuse as to why the aforesaid
penalty should not be imposed upon, you and also intimate whether you des 
be heard in person. ire to

4. If no reply to this notice is received within seven (07) days or not 
more than fifteen (15) days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you have 
defence to put m and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken

A copy of the findings of the inquiry committee

no i
against you.

5.
is enclosed.

I)

ii.!!

(Amjad Ali Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
^/0^2014

j

<7

■!



To

• The Chief Secretary, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar.

' At

SUBJECT: REPLY TO THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE IN INQUIRY “TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI
DISTRICT CHARSADDA.

Dear Sir,.

I have been served with a show cause notice vide Section Officer (Establishment), Communication 

& Works Department letter No.SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 8/5/2014. Containing minor penalty of “Stoppage of 

Annual Increments for two years”, my reply to the show cause notice may be considered as under:-

1. According to the inquiry report of the inquiry committee, it has been clearly verified that the payment which 

was made to the contractor has been recovered through Transfer Entry, proof of which was already 

annexed with the reply to the charge sheet/statement of allegations, hence no loss to the government has 

been caused.

2. The inquiry committee has also confirmed in the report that the laboratory tests of the said road/project were 

taken according to the requirement of the project, therefore, no irregularity of substandard/below 

specification work has to be taken into consideration.

3. As per Clause-7 of standard contract agreement, all payments shall be made regarded as payments by way 

of advance against the final, completed and shall not pre-clude the requiring of bad, unsound and inperfect 

or re-erected or be considered as an admission of the due performance of the contract, or any fault thereof 
in any respect or the accruing of any claim, nor shall it conclude, determined or affect in anyway the powers 

of the engineer incharge under these condition or any of them as to the -final settlement and adjustment of 
the account or otherwise or in any other way very or affect the contractor.'-Since the. project was on-going, 

therefore, subsequent recovery of the payment made, were regularized as per law/rules enforce, hence no 

financial irregularity is committed in this regard.

;;
• ?

i

S'.%4. As confirmed from the inquiry report of the inquiry committee that during the visit/inspection of the project 

they found heavy loaded traffic/vehicle, which were the main reason of minor cracks, for which the 

contractor has also given in writing to the inquiry committee that even the road was completed three years 

back and is in maintenance period, even though he is ready to rectify the minor repair.

4

In view of the above reasons, the undersigned cannot be blamed for the charges leveled against me in 

the show cause notice served upon me and non of the charges are found proved on the basis of the clear findings of 
the inquiry committee as per the TORs, therefore, being innocent, 1 may very kindly be exonerated from the charges 

and the tentative minor penalty proposed may be withdrawn.

2.

4-

3. I may also be heard in person.

„ Yours Sincerely

V(IKRAMP^I 
SDO C&W Sub-Dhrisfen Charsadda.

4
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVVA 
COMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the September 02, 2014

ORDER:

NO.SOE/C&WD//8-27/2013: WHEREAS, the following officer/official were proceeded against 
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government SeA'ant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 for 

the alleged irregularities in the scheme "Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda";

Mr. Ikramullah the then SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda now posted as SDO 
C&W Sub Division Booni, Chitral

Mr Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda.

for the said act of misconduct they were served;- charge sheet/

II.

2 AND WHEREAS, 

statement of allegations.

AND WHEREAS, an inquiry committee comprising of Mr, Ahmad Jan Xfridi (PCS EG 
BS-18} Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah

(BS-19) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar was appointed, who submitted the inquiry 
report.

1

3

4. NOW THEREFORE the Competent Authority after having considered the charges, 
material on record, inquiry report of the inquiry committee, explanation of the officer/official 

concerned, in exercise of the pov/ers under Rule-14(5)(ii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants 
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased to impose the- rnajor penalty of 

“Dismissal from Service” upon the aforementioned officer/official.

SECRETARY TO
Government of Khyber .Pakhtunkhwa 

Communication & Works Department
Endst of even number and date

Copy is forwarded to the;-
1. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

All Administrative Secretaries Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
3. Secretary Admn, infrastructure & Coord Deptt, FATA Sectt Warsak Road, Peshawar ’
4. All Chief Engineers, C&W Peshawar
5. Chief Engineer EQAA Abbottabad
6. Managing Director PKHA Peshawar 

Superintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lower
8,. Project Director PMU C&W Peshawar 
9. Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda/Chitral 

PS to Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan 
PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

12, District Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chitral
Section Officer (PAG) C&W Department, Pesnawar 
Managing Printing Press for publication

15. PS to Secretary, C&W Peshavi^ar
16. Orficer/Official concerned
17. Office order File/Personal File

2,

7

10 /-
11.

13
14.

(DSMAN JAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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APPEAL

Ik -I,....
// /£. 2014

IVIy Reference No 
Dated: September _

To,

H.E.The Chief Minister,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Through:- Secretary to Govt, of K.P.
Communication & Works depth Peshawar.

Sub Head: APPEAL AGAINST ‘DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE’ OlHfERED 

BY SECRETARY C&W DEPTT. K.P. IN RESPONSE TO THE 
ORDERS & DIRECTIONS OF THE CHIEF SECRETARY K.P.

Reference: Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Communication & 
Works department Order no. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 
September 02, 2014 ‘A’)

Your Excellency,
Most humbly & respectfully, I make the following submissions for 

favour of your kind and just consideration, please.
(1) I was working as Sub Divisional Officer in the Govt, of Khyber 

Palditunkhwa C&W department and was posted as S.D.O. C&W subdivision, 
Charsadda.

(2) I executed a scheme “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, district Charsadda” 

in the capacity of S.D.O. along with the Sub Engineer and Executive Engineer. 
Subsequently, I was dismissed from service vide order under reference on grounds 

of few alleged irregularities in the stated scheme. The order of ‘dismissal from 

Service’ is extremely harsh, unwarranted and in contravention of the codal rules and 

norms of justice for the reasons briefly explained below:-
I was issued “SHOW CAUSE NOTICE” (ifHII ‘B’) containing 

tentative minor penalty of stoppage of annual increments for two years’ along with 

enquiry report conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan 

Afridi’ (PCS EG BS-18) Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar and Engineer 

Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah (BS-19) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar.

I

E.
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The joint perusal of the ‘Show Cause NoLice’ issued by the Chief Secretary IChyb 
PakJitunkhwa (Annexure ‘B’) and the ‘Inquiry Report’ of the ‘inquiry committee’ 
(Annexure ‘C’) will reveal the following points:-
Cliarge 1:- The advance payment of Rs. 10,002,017/- has been fully recovered 
through a transfer enter order (T.E.O) and as such there remains no loss to the Govt. 
This statement of the ‘Inquiry Committee’ in the ‘Inquiry Report’ is undisputed and 
does not carry any ambiguity. Hence the ‘presumption’ of huge corruption and loss 
to the Govt, exchequer as mentioned in the ‘Show Cause Notice’ is false, baseless 
and legally handicapped.
Charge 2:- The main thrust of the charge in the ‘Show Cause Notice’ was that the 
joint survey (of the consultants and C&W deptt. staff) was not carried out to ascertain 
the natural surface level for working out the earthwork and other quantities. The 
inquiry committee reported that the ‘joint survey’ was not possible, as there were no 
consultants in the field. In such cases, the independent survey of the C&W staff is 
always carried out and fully relied upon.
Thus the ‘Charge (ii)’ in the ‘Show Cause Notice’ stands quashed.
Charge 3:- The charge that I have not carried out quality control test is baseless as 
stated in the ‘Show Cause Notice’.

The inquiry committee in their report gave contradictory statements 
whether or not we have carried out quality control tests. The following 
contradictions are conspicuous:-

er

• “Quality control tests were not carried out which puts the quality of 
work in doubt”, (inquiry report para 5 ‘conclusion’)

• “They (C&W staff) submitted three pages showing showing test 
results for compaction of base course, subbase course and subgrade 
with some photographs”. (ENQUIRY REPORT - PARA 2 - 
‘PROCEEDINGS’ ANNEXURE ‘C’)

• “Subsequently, the site was visited by the committee on 31.3.2014”
PARA 21(ENQUIRY REPORT ‘PROCEEDINGS’ 

ANNEXURE ‘C’). This statement would show that the ‘inquiry 
committee’ did’nt carry out any ‘Quality test report’ themselves to 
ascertain the ‘truth of the quality tests’ carried out on the project. 

The Charge No.3 is, therefore, baseless and not maintainable.

II The inquiry committee in the ‘inquiry report’ under the caption 

‘findings’ quashed the two charges of the show cause notice & charge sheet as 

mentioned in the ‘Para’ L The inquiry committee has also stated that the allegations 

mentioned are partly ‘proved’.
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However, realizing that the two main ‘charges’ of the show cause notice. 
& charge sheet stand quashed, the ‘inquiry team’ tried to put a new ‘soul’ in the 

‘Show Cause Notice’ by raising either extraneous or contradictory issues viz.
(i) Non completion of work as per technical sanction / design.
(ii) Quality control tests were not earned out which puts the quality of 

work in doubt.
(iii) Survey for earthwork computation was not canned out.

The brief reply to the above issues are:-
/S.No Issues in the Inquiry Report Reply / Explanation.

1. Non-completion of work as per 

technical sanction / design.
- It is an extraneous issue neither

raised in the charge sheet nor show
cause notice. Hence legally, it
should never be considered for any
‘penalty’ on me in the light of the 

decisiora made by the ‘August 
Civil Courts’ in such like service - 

cases (hereinafter described under 

Para IV).
- The inquiry committee badly 

failed to fix responsibility of 

default on the right person which 

has been given in clear words in 

the ‘Technical Sanction Letter’ at 
‘D’ and reproduced

below:-
“T/?e Executive Engineer should be 

responsible for the suitability of 
design, reosonobility of rotes' and 

execution of work according to 

approved specifications and scope 

of work os per administrative 

approval".



4 p p

S.No Issues in the Inquiry Report Reply / Explanation.

- The issue is thus irrelevant and 

carries legal as well as factual 
infirmities. Hence the issue can’t 
be considered as my default.

- Quality control tests were properly 

carried out and test reports were
supplied to the inquii-y committee
as admitted by them in the enquiry
report Para 2 under caption
‘proceedings’ fAnnexure ‘C’l in
the following words.
“They submitted three pages 

showing test results for 

compaction of base course, sub 

base course and sub grade with 

some photographs’.
-An a matter of fact, the inquiry 

team / committee did’nt carry out 
any compaction test themselves to 

' reverify our submitted test results 

to them. This is confirmed by the 

following statement given in the 

inquiry report under caption 

‘PROCEEDINGS’
“Subsequently, the site was visited 

by the committee on 31.3.2014 for 

visual inspection of the road in 

the subject”.
- The charge / allegation given in 

the charge sheet / show cause 

notice / inquiry report is simply 

based on surmises, conjectures and

Quality control tests were not 
carried out which puts the quality 

of work in doubt.

2.

V/]

V
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S.No Issues in the Inquiry Report Reply / Explanation.

mis-statement, hence carries 

legal importance.
no

3. Joint survey not carried out. - There were no consultants for 

the project. Hence no joint 

survey was possible. The fact has 

been admitted in the inquiry

•1

report under caption
^‘CONCLUSION’’ thein

£ following words.
“Joint survey was not conducted to 

ascertain the actual NSL to work 

out the earthworks and other 

quantities. However, in such like 

works, where consultants 

not engaged, in view of limited 

equipment, the quantities may 

be work out, based
preliminary

.
<

j

f aref
>■. on

experience, 
surveys......V

- Proper survey was carried out.
The inquiry committee were 

given survey cross sections etc, 
as admitted by them in the 

inquiry report under the caption 

‘PROCEEDINGS’ 
following words.
“They submitted X-sections at 
every 200 meter, a single page 

long section, a calculation sheet 
based on X-sections”

- The inquiry committee did’nt 

practically check the submitted

i

tf

I .

I thein
I>:

-V

f
i

i
.5’ •
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S.No Issues in the Inquiry Report Reply / Explanation.

survey X-sections but rejected
them speculations.on
conjectures and submises as
proved from the following
statements in the inquiry report.

• “Subsequently, the site was visited 

by the committee on 31.3.2014 for 

the visual inspection of the road in 

the subject (Please see the caption) 

“PROCEEDINGS”
• “The X-sections, long sections 

and calculation sheet showing the 

quantity of 15967.5 seem to be 

not based on actual survey”.
(Please see these remarks in Para 

3 of inquiry report). The use of the 

word ‘Seem’ manifests conjecture
/ speculation.

;

III The “SHOW CAUSE NOTICE” shows that on the basis of three 

alleged charges against me, the competent authority contemplated imposition 

of minor penalty (viz. stoppage of annual increment for two years). But when 

the inquiry team in the inquiry report ®|g||| ‘C’) turned down the main 

two charges (out of the three) having no merit or truth as explained under 

aforesaid Para I, it was expected that the competent authority in the ‘Order’ 
(deciding finally in the case) on the basis of one charge (though not valid) should 

have further reduced the ‘minor penalty’ of stoppage of two annual 
increments’. But instead, the competent authority decided imposition of‘Major 

Penalty’ of my dismissal from service on the basis of one charge in the field 

which is biased, unlogical & unjust.
IV EXTRANEOUS FACTS - NOT SUSTAINABLE.

Court Rulings (in other service cases).i



Quote:
show cause notice. Reliance

Encjuiry and reliance to remain within four corners of contents of
on extraneous matter tantamount to condemning 

without opportunity of being heard". (Civil Service Laws by Mazhar Ilyas Nag, 
Vol.ll - Pakistan Law ILoiise - Page 1316 Case "Mujahid A.Abbas Rizvi V.S.P. 
Bhawalpur 1983 PLC (C.S) 1127 (P.S. T).
Quote:- Enquiry officer cannot embark upon matters which are extraneous 

to charge and come to light during enquiry. He is legally bound to deal only with 

charge sheet upon civil servant. ”
{Fifty two years ’ service law digest (1947-1998) - Page 619 case NLR 1982 TD 219}
Quote:- “Dismissal order passed the basis of findings of inquiry officer 
arrived at in the light of material extraneous to charge sheet cannot be sustained. 
Tribunal accepting appeal and setting aside impugned dismissal order. ”
(Fifty two years ’ service law digest 1947-1998 Page 696-case NLR 1982 TD 219}

on

UNQUOTE:-
V That I have a long and dear service career of 36 years in the G&W 

department. The penalty of ‘Dismissal of Service’ shall be a big blow on mv 

integrity and reputation besides involving me in financial hardships.
There are a number of judgments of the august civil courts in such 

like cases where the Government and the competent authority were directed 

to take very lenient view on humanitarian grounds even in proven cases of 

corruption though my case contains totally baseless charges. Just few court 

decisions are reproduced bclow:- 

Quote:- Inefficiency and lack of vigilance on part of civil servant who has 

served department well for a long period of 19 years, should not be visited with 

ultimate penalty of dismissal of service. In such case, stoppage of increment for two 

years and censure of servant would be inefficient penalty.
(Fifty two years service law digest 1947-1998 Page 697 - case NLR 1985 TD 518}
Quote:- “Minor penalty. Imposition. Allegation against civil servant having 

fully been proved, he was rightly proceeded against and was right punished, but 
keeping view large family of civil servant of which he was lone bread winner and his 

long service of nineteen years, taking lenient view purely on humanitarian grounds, 
his major penalty of removal from service was converted to that of minor penalty of 

withholding of two increments with cumulative effect. ”
(Fifty two years service law digest 1947-1998 Page 924 - case NLR 1996 PLC 1046}
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Quote: “Misconduct. Civil servant charged with misconduct. Evidence 

exonerating him before enquiry officer ignored. Extraneous factors taken into 

consideration. Civil servant punished with censure and stoppage of three 

increments. Order being conjectural and against solid evidence set aside. "
PRAYER:-

Due to the aforesaid reasons and explanation, the order 

SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated September 02, 2014 issued by the Secretary 

C&W deptt. Govt, of Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa ‘A’) in respect of my
dismissal from

no.

service may kindly be set aside being callous and Avithout 
justification and merits. I may also kindly be reinstated in service with all back 

benefits to meet the ends of justice.
Thanking you in anticipation.

D.A.Annexurcs: A,B,C,D,E. Yours sincerely,

(IKIGVMIJ^LAH) 
Sub Divisional Officer (C&W)

S/o
Hussain Ullah Khan 

Mohallah Chandni Chowk 
Tangi Barazai Tehsil Tangi District Charsadda

Cell #0333-9162926

Copy forwarded for advance information to the Hon. Chief Minister, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Office of tbePSGM
DiNo;.....

T>ate;

ih

VJ



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENTV

No. No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the Nov 10, 2014

TO

Mr. Ikramullah 
The then SDO 
C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

•1

Subject: Appeal against “Dismissal from Service” ordered by Secretary C&W
Department Khvber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to the orders and
directions of the Chief Secretary Khvber Pakhtunkhwa

I am directed to refer your appeal/representation dated 16.09.2014 and the same 

was examined and submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister). The 

Competent Authority has rejected.

2. You are hereby informed accordingly.

(iJSMAr^ JAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

Endst even No. & date

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

>

\j

■ \

\

i V,r
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GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA • • 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013
Dated Peshawar, the February 17, 2014

V

TO
1) Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-18) 

. . Additional Deputy Commissioner 
Peshawar

2) Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah (BS-19) 
Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI. DISTRICT CHARSADDA , ■Subject;

Dear Sir,

i am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to state that the (Competent 

Authority (Chief Secretary) has been pleased to appoint you as inquiry committee;to conduct 

formal inquiry under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency 8, Discipline) Rules, 

2011 in the subject case against the following officer/official of C&W Department,

i. Mr. Ikramullah SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda

ii. Mr. Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

2 Copies of the charge sheets and statement of allegations duly signed by th.e-Competent 

Authority (Chief Secretary) are enclosed, with the request to serve these upon'.the above 

mentioned accused officer/official and initiate proceedings against them under the provision of 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules,’:2p11 and 
submit report within 30 days positively.

Yours faithfully
;•

V;

Enel: As above (USMAN JAN)
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)^-

Endst even No. & date

Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar. He is requested to depute an officer well 
conversant with the case to assist the inquiry committee and provide them all-relevant 
record required by the inquiry committee.

2, Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda
3. Copy alongwith copy of the charge sheet/statement of allegations is forv;arded to. the 

following officer/official with the direction to appear before the inquiry committee on.the 
date, time and place fixed for the purpose of inquiry proceedings:

Mr. Ikramullah SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda

Mr. Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

1.

r
II.

SECTION OFFKpER (ESTT)
V.
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i!(■;ovERNMr.N’r of khybfr v^/\K.in\y:::<.yiY-'
PAKHTUNKWA HIGHWAYS AUTHORITY.

Tele: it- 091-9210963-9210963, Fax # 091-9210434, E-mail; info@pkha.gov.pk 
Attached Department Complex, Near Treasury Office, Khyber Peshawar-

;
3

:

f /PKHA Date: 10*^ April. 2014No. /

To

The Section Officer (Estt), 
Qovt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwai 
C&W Department, Peshawar.

f

/ :i•f i

}

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI. DISTRICT CHARSADDA i-Subject; -
Reference; - Your fetter No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 17^" February, 2014.-

■j

The Inquiry'Report on the above cited subject prepared by'the Inquiry 

Committee is submitted herewith along with the relevant documents (Annexure — A to 

E) for further necessary action please. :

<

!
!

niRPOTORRrVlAlNTENANCE'>

C.C;-

1. Managing Director,. PKHA Peshawar.
2. Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar.
3. PS to Secretary, C&W Department, Peshawar. ,

I
i

DIRECTOR (MAINTENANCE)

/ ■\f

: ■y-:iI

Y

f :

J

J

K f

i:
..

■ ;; •

fl •:

I

mailto:info@pkha.gov.pk
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the May 08, 2014

•-i

IV•<

*
TO

Mr. Ikramullah
SDO C&W Sub Division
Charsadda

Subject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI. DISTRICT CHARSADDA

I am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith 

two copies of the show cause Notice containing tentative minor penalty 'pf 

“stoppage of annual increment for two years” alongwith inquiry report • V-T-,

conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-18) 
Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawarj and Engr. Syed Muhammad ilyas'Shah 

(BS-19) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar and to state that the 2 

the show cause

as a token of receipt immediately.

ND copy of
Notice may be returned :to this Department after having signed

2. directed to submit your reply, if any, within 7 days of the delivery 

of this letter, otherwise, it will be presumed that you have nothing to put in your 

defence and ex-party action will follow.

You are

1

3. You are further directed to intimate whether you desire'to be heard in 

person or otherwise. . !

(U
SECTION OFFICER (Estb) ,

Endst even No. & date

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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u‘:'>

}• i V.‘ ..'V

{V
Dated the •••■.'•''■-

■ V
'•, It (‘A'ltlicss {Full Signature of Contractor) ‘

•', Pai'J by me, vide cheque No iated...... ,.;...:.20
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PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY 

(Material & Water Testing)
!

• V
Lab No. //?0//>D/^ Date.,

!
- i

Client

Ref No. Date.
/^qS^ / O-Contractoi' /AA

/fnc^d X><^ ^A_/ 6 - ^Tl^-srPhe-'rt \
■ ' -Yf

Ri'ojcci__

Road Site
r;;

T:LR.D

Tcbi RcLiiiii’ed d. Depth: _L
' ir' b

FIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST

S . Description

ResultNo.

%Density % Moisture
'. Rv

CompactionContents f:-
(Z:l\ Ot> -W/5'g ;r :

•■ b-J. i! ^l.<^ '/Prit r^r^ A

Pd: nf P 6^5
;h-!i

5-( 9;7. o Y.»
Pd; 7P JS- 2: /

•v'.

^^d'. OZ'/-Sd'i> f3-C /.S-o
■

'I'esied by 

Lab Tech
li^.scnrcEfof fleer 
PD'A'Laboratory 
Ph-VI Hayatabad 
Peshawar

Research Officer 
I*DA I.aboratory 

Ph-VI HaxaUibad 
Pc*slia>var

;
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.' :■ 11
■ 'fcl

b



'*
PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY
(Material & Water Testing)

,/■

if' !

!

Date. oLub No.

i

{/)/\//S/a^a/Ciieni .f/1

Ret No. Date.

ifoc.cl „"/ /)
Contractor P •/' c

/ -X/f' CProject_

Road Site
P.

i

5 -T Mm i i)'"'-R.D

Test RcLjuired aDepth: _

S'FIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST 1 ;; riTli •IT
■i \

.S Description
T.Y; 
!; •■If.No. Result

Density ■ i .'% Moisture %
Contcius Compaction

■FI-t-9^ ^•31/ 5“

^y.' 0 3 9- 6 era ^ • S 11:7-5-g)
£d!h3j±7^ A ‘ 1.9S 4-7 '%

0 3 H-So^ r9-S.\«?■ 3 2-6 £Li2 i:

1 csled by
i

i/Lab Tech
%

Research OlTicer 
PDA Laboratory 
Ph-VI Hayatabad 
Peshawar

M

' s

g^earch Officer 
"WA Laboratory

5*fo-Vf Hajalabad
Pieshawar

'I '-f'L

i
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PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT ATJTHQRITY 

CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY 
(Material & Water Testing)

IT
• iT

i

r
Lab No. /^^/P.d.^

Date. ^S~/ :r.

Client T'
; p.ReT No.__

Contractor

^ ;
Date.

_/lli ' A^A ^ /?r?i /ic? ^S. 
np-Je h ,/

/■rTr Cr./-

Rrojcct r}
fis/rU i.a

Road Site

6 'S' l^h'iR.D
: N/ Cy Ih.1 csi Rc<.|uired I

Depth:
1

FIELD DENSITY COMPATTION TRST

I-'s Description !

No.
Resuit ■j;

Density % Moisture 

Contents

%
; ICompaction ■i

/^r/:
pj: Cfh^ A <:o 

Pr/: Ci / -A 3
/ Y 9oo

PP: ^ 'f S 0

fi
t;o •1-/ ;!;•

■ I. ■

. / ff.S’
is-);

i

. / •? 1 /d -2! l ZiZ
^ ■ !i-i9 i V 2 '. ■;
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i M RESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI
> (5.50KM) RD 0+000

X^S<c%/ 7-M

TA-' ■
AREA-1.50 U215CM FUiJNG 20CW1 •.

EXISTTNORCMD J H^2-*r=^5§;,
pTwHST^ r

AREA = 1.305 M2r-i e-u
TOTAL AREA ■ 2.S05 M2

X-SECTION OF ROAD'0

if1:* RD 0+200
7-MI1-'ip: T T

AREA <11,50 M215CM FILLING 20CM254;M 1
T EXISTING RCAD

.WHU “1 1
AREA-1.305 ICI S-M

f'l
TOTAL AREA • 2.S05 MZ

>■u:. X- SECTION OF ROAD
I \
4 RD 0+400

7-M4
T —I s

aKM‘ AREA-1.S0U215CM FILLING
I

T EXISTING ROAD

If': p-row^ r 
AREA-1.30SU2■? /S'rv; 84<

I TOTM. AREA • 2.805 MZ' '
]

•j-Ih X- SECTION OF ROAD
1 f‘

1IP RD 0+600-i;:s ' 7-M

I IT T1. AREA-1.S0M215CM FEUNG 20CU1
T EXISTING ROAD

1
AREA-1.305 UZ

’ TOTAL AREA-2.805 M2

5
r.

X- SECTION OF ROAD
i

!> RD 0+800
7-M

I

T
AREA-1J0M21SCM FOJJNG■1 25-CM 20CM

I■f 1 T EXISTMCROBD

;
Klf;rTBSwp r
AREA-1.305 M20. 3-M

TOTAL AREA - 2805 M2

X-SECTION OF ROAD

RD 1+0005
J 7-M

T TAfeA-1.50M2' 15CU FEUNG2- 7&<M 20CM
t.J I

SOOTING ROAD
^ "X— AwM , '

I , ilit
1. I 8-M

TOTAL AREA - 2805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
i-

I
cerSubHinhff.-avSub-- 

Ch'ji'seidda
^eivisionsl.

>■;

Executive Engined 
V- ion^ii
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i
RESTOt^TION OF FLOOD DAiWAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DH 
(5.50KM)

iriH ULYANO KILLI
RD 1+200.'1:'i )|j ;

I Tp.f 25-CM 1SCM FILLING AREAS ISOW2
20CM I’ I ;
TtT EXISTING RCWO

■Nz. '
r.»««-, t 

Afi£A=1.305PC'i
B-M

TOTAL AREA = 2806 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

RD 1+400

ii T1SCM FILUNQ AREA = 1.50 ha 20CMII T EXISTING RWD
2-I i ■p.SRHM 

AREAS 1..
*T '
305 tCI?Si ----------- 8-U

TOTAL AREA = 28nS M2 VI! I X- SECTION OF ROAD

RD 1+600
i,

■ Li .I? r •: T
2S<M 1SCU FLliNG■i AREAS1.50U2

20CMi 1 I EXISTING RQ«I>

;; p.iHHI(I-| I
AREAS 1.305 htZi:aMI TOTAL AREA =2805M2

1,-1i X- SECTION OF ROAD

I RD 1+800 -1I ;7
II Ti 25-CM 15CM FLUNG AREA* 1.50 M2 20CMII EXISTINGRCW5

.9U-M
AREA=1.

■j 8-U
TOTAL AREA = 2805 H2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

, RD 2+000
,■ -y-

i T T2S-CM 1SCM FLUNG AREA = 1.S0M2 20CUI I

'I SoSTIWGRCMij'" "jiZ.

Cl.-.

p .=U-M
Afi£A=1,

'
305 M2 ■I

8-M

TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2
e

X-SECTION OF ROAD

RD 2+200
7-M

Tj- T
15m FLUNG AREAS 1.50 M2 20CUIT EXISTING RCW?;•

p.»u-M-f T" 
AR£A=1.305 M2

cL au
:T TOTAL AREA = 2805 t/B
If.

X- SECTION OF ROAD

f'

t
:

Sub Division 
Highway Sub Divisional, 

Charsadda

* icer

Executive Engineer 
C&W Divis ion

lv;-

5. r '
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- ' PFC^TORATIQN OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKITOTOR DHER MULYANOj^ 

(5.50KM)i RD 2+400141 7.M•f?"■3 ,v
I AREA = 1.50H2 20CU15CU FlUJNQ

I: 4r EXISTIMGRCW >r-^“^ocH

B-M TOTAL AREA =1805 M2 /,

.! X- SECTION OF ROAD
I

RD 2+600i n!AREA=1.S0^Q 20CU ’il- 15CM FOXING
2&^

V/kSI TEXISTING ROAO
rp.WHrt'I I 

AREAB1.306U2

d4lSB TOTAL AREA = 2805 5B

X- SECTION OF ROAD

RD 2+800
— 7-M^m ~m •,AReA=l-SOkC 20CM15CU FLUNG

EXISTINGRO»D T,! Tr T
AREA = 1.30SK2

It 8-M
TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
«>

RD 3+QOO

1 748

AREA = 1^ M2 20CM‘ 15CM FLUNG

^<1 EXISTING RQM>I

it:
I

AREA = 1..
'1 '
305 M2r

848 TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2

"X- SECTION OF ROAD

I#
g
i

I RD 3+200%
C.; -7-M

■fVi AREA=1.S0»Cii 20CM15CM FOXING ]% /U. EXISTING RQ8D fioaX'

il r
AREAS V305 M2

/■ ti 848
5 tB'. TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2

X- section of roadtB it*
yM-W' RD 3+400

748

f!
Is

M{EA= 140M2 20CM15CU FLUNG

! EXISTING R08D 2-

AREA=1.305M2

848Ii
•'fl't:
MB'

TOTAL AREA = 2806 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
1-

'Ki--
i'fi

I gyVjOWVS®

’ Executive Enginee 
C&WDivis-ion 

Charsadda

Si



a

i-'
' FiESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI 

(5.50KM)ia
RD 3+600

t7-M ■i
¥V :..o

I •1SCU[< FIUJI^ 1.50 MZ 20CM>
I' EXISTING RCMO

11?,? 'AREA<>1-305liCI
■ .TOTALAREA52S05M2

Iv? I'

1: X- -SECTION OF ROAD

Iiiii .1'

tIP 15CM FEJJNQ AREA-1.50U225^ 20CMIt
y.EXISTING ROAD K" ^oiar

|*.VO^ I 
.AREA>1.305 K2

8-M
TOTAL AREA = 2505 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD.Iim
RD 4+000

II 7<U

If
1^' FILUNG AREA:1J0M2il-! 20CM ;

I • 1; T EXISTING ROAD0.

m AREA” 1.305 U2mVii 84il
7OTALAREA = 2805M2Bm X- SECTION OF ROADipr RD 4+200

7+<m
i

I 1SCM FDJJNG AREA= 1.S0UZ2&<M 20CU
EXISTING ROAD

F5 -1I AREA=1.a05M2
d-M

TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROADg?

RD 4+400.m 7.M

ir
AREA = 1.S0M21SCM FEUNG2»M 20CM

i: /T EXISTING ROAD
2- /

f-.WHW T 
AREAsi.^M2

— 8-M

'■n TOTAL AREA « 2805 M2

i-v- X- SECTION OF ROAD i

RD 4+600n 7-MX-
IW

AREA = 1.50 M21SCM FILLING2S-CU 20CM
IS EXISTING ROW

2-

REA”1.305 M2

1''

6-M
TOTAL AREA =2805812

yi X- SECTION OF ROAD

i
i I

j Sub Division^^M^ 
Highway Sub^ssionai 

Charsadda
■•s

Executive Engineer 
C&W Divis ion 

^ Charsadda

IS ✓

□
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RESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO Kll I 1 
(S.fJKM) ■■RD 4+800

I: 7-M

■■25-CM• i 16CM FILLiNQ AREA>1A0U2 20CMII T ■ EXISTING RCAD _rI ~jB0CM

f.aiFM-i
AREA-1.30SM2

I.!
;? v.^:■

TOTAL AREA" 2A05 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

i RD 5+000,{

7-M

: i:T
i 2S-CM 15CM FILUNG AREA«1A0U2 20CM :I !!I

T exisung road

r-.SALM-,
AREA"1.30SM2

I

8-M:
TOTAL AREA > 2A05 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD:
•t-r-

RD 5+200

T
1SCM FmiNG2S-CM AREA" 1.50 liC 20CM■r

T EXISTING ROAD
2-

t-
AReA-1,J05H2

I

-8-M
TOTAL AREA-2A0S M2

I X- SECTION OF ROAD

r'i!
RD 5+400

i

T
25-CM 15CM FOXING0- AREA«1A0M2 20CMIi T ' EXSTING RCMD I

'4^ [-.so-M-i r 
AREA"1.305 M2

-8-M
TOTAL AREA "2^05142

X- SECTION OF ROAD
I\

RD 5+500
7.M

Ir

T2S-CM 15CM FOXING AREA"1A0M2 20CM

I EXSTING ROAD

r-WLM-, 
AREA>1.305 M2

I

&M
TOTAL AREA "Z805 M2;s

i-
r

1.

,r

:
I,

WCQh.
HlliiW?-'/ SuD^'isionai

ChaiTiiidda
.7

%■ Executive Engineefi
C&\N Divis ton

Charsadda
4-
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1II. ' --iT* 'NA-ME-QF WORK: RESTORATION OF DAMAGED ROADS, FORMATION
DUE TO HEAVY FLOOD DATED 27/7/2010 TO 30/7/7010 IN
DISTRICT CHARSADDA -------- |^ j—

ROAD FROMPHAKKITOTORDHERMIirVANO i^iirVJ 
(5.50 KMV . ^ ^--------- :

I.■!

i j-

SUB HEAD:-

mt Servisibility terminal Index; (PT) 
Design life
(with regular periodic Maintenance) ■

3. Initial ADT
4. . Project ADT for

10 year at 7% growth rate

Lil . 2.5 
10 yearsi 2.

iiJ!

m 74 Nos
t;

/ 74+1.967 .IJ 145 Nos2
74 + 1455. Average ADT (Both Direction)II 110 Nos■i.

2 ■1.
no6. Average ADT in one Direction

CBR of sub Grade 
Assuming Structural No “ ,
Equivalent 18 Kips single axle load' per day be 
Multiplying with equivalent factor = 
Regional factor 
Now weighted structural

.55 Nos27.
.8% (Soaked)8.M 1.80. 9. :

55x1.8 =SI 100i 10.
2M Snno. 2.00m.

Sub Base = 
Base Course =

1 6”x0.11 
6” X 0.14

0.66
. M4 

; 1.50:
0

Now Balance Sn = 2.0-1.50 
Design .... - 0.50«C : -r. .•(>

Base course = 
TST =

6” X 0.14 0.84 .
0 ' 0.0Total Sn: 1 X 1.50 + 0.84 2.34

i DESIGN:iIi Sub Base 
Base Course

6” 
. 6”

15 cm 
15 cmI

ni
SubDivislu

CarWSuhi^
I !r1
i

Char.sadda
Executive Engineerj 

CW Divis' ion
Charsadda

■f

h
II
B
H'

31t-;
it”

It



Aju-c:i.vi'.i Nij.

.N;:;.:c urConiracior 
Nil! ,0 «)r Work____

P\VD7A

GOVLlrlNMiMVr ()?• • N VV ? 
COMMUNICA'i'lON A^a) W‘.. - K;;

Divi.sioii; Sul)-!.. ...loii;

PiZRCCN-I AGli ITEM KA'I- Fi:. AND 
CONTRACTOR I-OIC wok:;^;

OliNl-KAL KULES AND DIKEC’I'IONS l-OR 'I'li!-. 'I Ji!)AN(:E or- CONTRACTORS.

All work.s proposal for c.\cooiioii hy comr;i-s:t vv.;i :,o iKnifial iii :t lomi of inviiaiion lo 
iciu.cr pasicd t)n a board limn; “I* olliucorjiiKl hy iJio Divisional Ofriccr.

i

:1 ■ Tins form will .siaic iIku work lo be varrim; 
ojK-iniii; iciidci.s. aiul ihc lime allowed lor ciirryiiij; om • 
U) i'O deposited wiiii ihc lender, and die amoiml of » . 
Miei '-ssli.! icndcrer and die pereemate, if any lo . 
speedie;i!ions. designs, and diawiiiijs and seiieilnlcil .

as .vi-.il :!.s ilio dale for siibniiiiinj; ami ■ 
k. ;iImi die amouni of canicsi money - 

• .ren.'iiy tlepo.-.ii lo lie depo.silcd by die 
:e de.iUii-'.ed Irum bdi.s. Copies of ‘die 

••ml any udier documcnis required in 
comieeiion wiUi die work signed lor die piirpo.se of id. niiii.-;iii»m by die Divisional Officer .shall 
also be opened lor insiicelion by die contraeior ai ihc oil 
Imiiis,

•e v.oi

ll'.S

I dll.' I.)ivisional Officer during office In v: (I

'I In die event ol die leinler lieing Mil'iiniied by .1 l;.';n n i.msi be signed scparalcly by cacli 
memlier diercol.or. in iheeveniortlie absmia: of any n imisi be signed on bis licbalf by a
person lioUling a power >)I aiiorney anilioriMiip. him 10

Ivi. eeipis lor payineni made on aec^nmi ol w •... wli.-ii c.xeciiied by a linn, inusi ai.so be 
signed Ivy die .several parmers. exeepi where die eonir., .ns .ne desenlvd in dieir lender as aVirin.
Ill wiiieii ease, die rcccipi-s must be .signed m die. naiiK : di.-. Inm by one orp.iriners. or by .some '
odier person having auilioriiy iogivccllceui.il reeeipis .01 ih.-'iin;.

Any pci'.son wlui submiis a iemler. shall fill i.p d,.- lmmI primed form, .simiiig :ii how 
mm )| perceni above or bclosv die r;iies .speeilieil in Urn.- 1 is willing u> mulcriake die work.
Only one raic of pcrecniagc more or less on all .scliednl-.- i;:ie:; shall l>c iiaineil. Tcmlcrs. wbieb - ’' 
liroiiose any alieraiioii in die work specified in die .said form i,!' mvienion lu lender or in die lime ''' 
.iliuv/cd-lor carr)'ing oui die work, or wiiieli conuiii an, .;!iei vondliions ofany son, will be liable 
10 K'jceiiun. No single icmier shaii inebido more ilian i.-. -.vo:!; iim conira-ciors. who wish lo lender 
lor (WO <n more works, shall submit a .sepataie tendc.- ^ . '•aeh. Tenders shall have the name and 
mmiber ol die work 10 whieii ihcy reler. wriiien oulsid he envelope.

1 •••i.
.C

•1. I

! -
.S. 1 he Divisional Olliccr siunikl himsell Ojvcii u,. s-niik ;s as far as po.ssibie. Tenders whieii ' 

Ihc powers of acecpianec of itipcrir.iendiiig Engi 
die pi esciicc of ciilicr .Suj/crinicndi.’ig Engineer or his re- 
keeiv die .SuiveriiKcnding engineer informct! accordingly.

Tile oriiccf invinng lenders sliall have ihe righi .-l -vj

Tlie receipt of an accouiuani or cierk for aic ..sn:cy paid by die eoniracior will noi be 
considered as any acknowlcdgemem oriiaymcni lo ih- 1..sal Ofliccr and die comraeior shall
be lespoiisible for seeing dial lie procures a receipt sig;. .• l,y I i.-.-i-iimal Cificcr.

aie 111 •i .il Chid'Eii.;ii:cer should bo oi>-encd in 
iics.-aaniv Tlic Divisional Olficcr should !

b. ig ai! or any of die lenders.
* 1

7.

H, T!:e memorandum of work lendcred lor and li..-, , andiim of inaicrials 10 be .siipplidl
by die CN W Deparimciil and llicir issue rai.c.-; shall be lu’-.l i.i ami eomplcicd in die office of die 
Di'- i.-.ional Olllecr before ilic lender.form' is issued. II a lonii n: issued 10 an inicndins' icndcrer 
wiihoui h.iving |•-:cn.so^^!edinande()mp|elc^i he shall re.jnc.-- ' • orfice 10 have diis done before 
lie uniipteics aiul delivers bis lender.

niciiif.:

y. No liabiliiy shall be incurred by die Ct'eV.' !' .• 
:oii;.iv!cred binding uniil ihc lender has been .signed by .1. 
icoilcr by die officer compcicni lo acee[)i die lender. ' 
cnnnaeior.

I'hm .,- nor shall ilic coniraci be 
• cani/a::- .mJ uigii die aeccp’aince of Ihc 

I-.-- .1 coninmnic.'iicd. in writing 10 ihc.IS

1(1. No bank dc'iKvsil rcccipi oilier dnm Irom ibc h. .elide ‘lank ofPaki.sum will he aeecpicd 
lowauU scctirily tieposil.

.f•: VV V : :



0

ccniHcaic shall bcgivcn nor / t ^
from the premises on wiv' '■ ilie-voA-siniri *>"0 removed/;
godowns.s!ieilcrs, surplus ., lerh;' i,,'.'! r ■; L- all scaffolding, liuis, [ l^y

, woo.j-work, doors, wmdo-.-' v.;;'.; off ihc din from all V

dcaruiig of din on or bcr.’-c and mbb
. En£,nccr-i»-Chargc loay a:; cvn-n^c of hcl T "" of worl:; [he i
; huts, sodowiis. sijcilcrs, - *’c«»ovc such scaffoidi
he ilnnks fit and clean of sueh ■ -
pay the amouni of all cxpcr-.cs so iiu-u--fid f '

,any such scaffolding, htfis. otic-n^" .sl’cl('cr^nr‘^ nodann in respect of,- !
■except for any sum actually i..^iii,-:ct; by'(iie 1,5^ [hereof ^^atcnals as aforesaid . ,

-'"'^rupees wiiSc of lire ^
•ana a ccrnficaic of complciioji given jJet a- in rh? ^ completed;'
more than rupees one thousand tlic contractor -h n If csti.haiod to cost; :

-entitled to receive a montr.^y payrv^^ ihercror'oe v’i
approvcdandpassedbyihci-fifrcr-inCha^^S. • thcrcof.ihcir:

.^‘■'d passing of the sum so IiSi
■^conuactor.’^Bui ail such inn -WeJ-ate p^ymemv sh fi h''"^ ^ondusivc against ilie r,. 

wny_of_^vance against tiii rrn.:.T^.t7t7^.... regaroed ti.s-payinrn[s by i -; .rf .'i
a^t^llyj^gannrriiTTp—^ payments for work- - !

;pc^onmmecol~i;n,reon!l^,7;iIf^rS^^ .i;;./
;^cjgm77tm-giajni^i7dc:7fe .■,

i ^Miilccr-mTL^c under ihcreTcndiiw^fSP'^ik^lf^^ way the powers.^)!;^,. - 
.^dadjustrncnT^t!u~f-^ "T^TTyiT-TTpr-- asMo ihcjmai .settlement ■ '
;^^nt^'Thrrn^^r5Tra:V .; incdaiTToicci forcomplciio- orth'- vo^v' nut^n^ r ...
taken or caused to be take, -h- r-‘■' ■

, .;payab.c lordre work accc^r.gb ^

Norc Ac dil;/hwd'b/u;'^'^;on or' ■
■ .:.previojs month and the nngii7cer-in>in ^ .Vdl ' cxcculed'in the- -'i

.^raiinsjie measurement for ih^)iToo'eo7h'‘fin-71 t.a^cn the '- t.

' presentation of the bill If ■ • co^ days from thc -^ :•>/" . ’
; Hxed as aforesaid the Engii./er^hi^auif^c mft bill within the time •' i- |pV7 '
;mLummcm iLt wi^S?

ii-iW WlicSn lit Office fmralioiiihud ;bb;f,rli , ■.:.
: always be entered ai the rates Siv-incd'’ir -he fn^ r ^ t'^c chargcsiin^ilic bilks-^ .

,. ;ordered tn pursuance of tlicsc eorcii'ion's' -r nm f- i/,,’- ■; ^ ,
^ -.:,^‘:^^^^tti.eoteshcreinaf.-p;7vidcd'^^^3:;;h '

iupplicJ byl ; i .Clause 10 fl-.^. . r ■ '/•/• ''’'I 7‘ .' '’’•'.'"•I.-'.-v ' •-,••
. any special dcscripEimi^cf'iviinAvrro of.^he;work;providcs forlhc use* ^''' *
:.;,‘S!Oi-es. or if.it is required thi; the -.erfir'o^ ‘^’c.Enginccr-in-Chargu’s^- -t'-f.--;-
' '^by the Engincer-in-Charge or it 'necia' -nni f‘■[^f^^^PfPS-toibc'providcd'lv-v ■ ’ 
•wfrom me Engincer-in-Charr -r,-. -s 'if-ht-^f P^^ni.arc'supplicd-on-loani; ';’?-'-.:;- '
..plant, and prices and hire ciMr,-"-; VJb- special’tools-and; ■ <

,;, . being so far as practicable fo- li-j cunvcnl^/" -
• • 'Way tolconu-ol the mcanin- or efiV-'i nr 'f- ^ ooniraeior. but'noti.so as in any {* f;'' •'
:; l.^morandum hemio annexed) di'bn i»-^'ny>hedules or :^v .

•,,stotcs and special tools and o'-.-a -,•• f nfm-fV;* '^^^^^PPhed wnh-such materials Vi.- . d - f
: iVthc contract only and theV:;"':? ^-qm nmejo time fdrtlic purjiosc

.;■ supplicd and the hire charge "r'^nin-materials and stores, so '^ >•'/ :v , .
■■■ ■,.-in the said schedules or men. -■■..-Juiii .^7,7 h<-nTf ^ 

.;VOrmcrcancrbccomeducto'::e;7nrr;c.7ff;J^ff^^’^^‘^^^^
■ or fern .he ^^=-'y'ciq>o.;:or,l.cprooial,of;.,lc.!;creo“^c^^ StW -f ■

as IQ ; 
, and ; j

f- :
ng.y

i’ayi:icn; on tnicrmcdisio
ccn::ics;i ;o i.g 

r>«iv8{'t'cj I .

•. f
•' ■

i!i!! io 
i.ioir.liiy.

lie jiibrai'.tcd;

Stores
Covcrnmoiu.
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director general 
^LOOD Damages Restoration Directorate

COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT i
99-AShami Road Peshawar Cantt: „ :

^ ^-^‘^-CHD/Charsadda/FDRD 
Dated Peshawar the /12/2Q] 1To

The Executive Engineer, 
C&W Division Charsadda

Subject:

Reference;
TECEINTOAL SANrTTniv

Your letter No.253/4-M, dated 26.12.2011.
■•k;

ii'V...

i;, :,v
:i>: : '"V

; :•* ■.

In exercise of the power conferred
upon the Chief Engineer, Communicatiqn & Works

Department under serial No. 21.1 appearing in page 104-105, the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Finance Department Delegation of Po

wer under the Financial Rules and the po 
Technical Sanction is hereby accorded for the of RerappropriationwerRules 2001,

work and amount noted below:-. .

Name of work
^storation of roadfoiWti^iTdl^rt^ 
flood dated 27.07.2010 to 30.07.2010 in 
District Charsadda Non-ADP (Flood 
Related)_______

AA Cost j.
Rs. 190.517 (nW 

30.11.2011 
(Compact)

T. S AmountI. !;.;tavy

::,A

,1
Rs. 36.378 (M) Rs. 40.000 (M) ■ . ;

(Rupees Forty Million only). '

Rs.36.987 (M) Rs.40.685 (M) i 
(Rupees Forty Million, Six 
Hundred and Eighty-Five 
Thousand only). ' ' ■

■■

The expenditure involved i '

pen^issible

IS chargeable to the relevant budget head.

not exceed the
; ‘ m

amount over and above the 1

suitability of de^ign!“™Tofab!l1,y "of'tteraud^ 
specficafou and scope of work as per Ad,ni„is.rt:;fveTp;:oval.

responsible for the 
according to the, approved

•:

One copy of each sanctioned estimate is returned herewith for further necessaiy actionand record.

r>,

(Tk^ ^ Vk( k)
(Engr; Hidayatullah Khan) 
director GENERAL

.'ll

Enclosure.s; As ahnvp
iiil 

IfiiiCopy to the:-

I ■ The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkh 

Draftsman (local) alongwith
wa Peshawar.

I a copy of each T.S Estimate for office •U'V

■IS:

director general

3
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

f QyV[

c/**>In the Court of -C'TT/l dl

}For
} Plaintiff' 
}Appellant 
} Petitioner 
} Complainant

VERSUS
} Defendant 
} Respondent 
} Accused

•C

\
Appeal/Revision/Suit/Application/Petition/Case No. of

Fixed for
I/We, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

UAZ ANWAR ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
^

ip^y samV aiidf on ^y 'behalf to appear at 
ai^swcr in me above Court or any Court to which the business is transferred in the above 
matter and is agreed to sign and file petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, exhibits. 
Compromises or other documents whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any 
matter arising there from and also to apply for and receive all documents or copies of 
documents, depositions etc, and to apply for and issue summons and other writs or sub
poena and to apply for and get issued and arrest, attachment or other executions, warrants 
or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise there out; and to apply for and 
receive payment of any or all sums or submit for the above matter to arbitration, and to 
employee any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and 
authorizes hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so, any other 
lawyer may be appointed by my said counsel to conduct the case who shall have the same

my true and lawful attorney, for me 
________to appear, plead, act and

powers.

A^^D to all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all 
respects, v/hether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

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

PROVIDED always, that I/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 responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be the right of the counsel 
or his nonunec, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

IN WITNESS whereof 1/we have hereto signed at 
___________________ day to____________ _the (Lthe year

Executant/Executants
Accepted subject to the terms regarding fee

p
Ijaz Anwar

Advocate Migh Courts & Supreme Court of Pakistan

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVLSOnS. SERVICE & LABOUR LAW CONSULTANT 
FR-3 &4, l-oiinli Floor. Bilour Pla;:a,Saddar Road. Peshawar Cantt 

Ph.09I-5272;54Mobiie-0333-9107225
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1366 OF 2014
■ ■ •••■'>

Mr. Ikramullah Khan 
Ex-SDO C&W Sub Division 
Charsadda

Appellant

. ? Versus

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Peshawar
Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department, Peshawar
Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar
Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

Respondents

2.

3.
4.

>
COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We the respondent hereby affirm, and declare that all the contents of the reply

are correct to the best of our knowledge andibelief and nothing has been concealed.

Dei
Segretary to

Govt ofl^yber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department

I

i

/I
t)I'

I Y

s r/
[?

aI
I
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S
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SEi^viCE Appeal no. 1366 of 2014
Ikrartiullah

Ex-SDO C&W Siig^sion 
Charsadda

Mr. Appellant

Versus

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Peshawar
Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department, Peshawar

3. Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar
Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

Respondents

2.

4.

Joint Parawise Comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1 to 4
Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminary Objections
1. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
2. That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands.
3. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
4. That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non-joinder and mis-joinder of 

necessary parties
5. That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal
Facts
1. As per record

2. Correct to the extent that, on a complaint of NAB Authorities, a formal inquiry 
regarding “TORDHER Road Tehsil Tangi District Charsadda”. was conducted 
against the officer/official of C&W Department, including the appellant through 
inquiry committee under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&D Rules, 2011. Proper charge 
sheets/SOAs were served upon the officer/official including the appellant

' (Annex-1). The inquiry committee submitted their report (Annex-ll), whereby the 
inquiry committee recommended that since the charges provided in the charge 
sheet/SOAs are partially proved, a minor penalty of “stoppage of increment for 
two years” may be imposed on both the officer/oificial for committing irregularity.

3. Correct to the extent, that the applicant denied from the charges leveled against 
him,, however the inquiry committee did not agree with his stance and clearly 
mentioned in the conclusion/findings of formal inquiry that charges are proved 
against him.

4. As explained in paras 2 & 3 above

5. , Correct to the extent, that after approval of the competent authority, show cause
notices containing tentative minor penalty of “stoppage of annual increments for 
02 years” was served upon the responsible officer/official including the appellant 
through C&W Department letter dated 0.8.05.2014 with the direction to submit 
their replies (Annex-Ill).

6. As per record, reply to the show cause of the appellant was properly examined 
and submitted to Competent Authority (Chief Secretary) for orders with the view 
that inquiry committee has clearly mentioned in the recommendations that the 
charges are partially proved for committing irregularity of advance payment, the 
work has not been completed as per technical sanction/design nor conducted 
proper quality control test. Besides this, he'was given ample chances to defend 
himself. Moreover, the appellant was also made request in his show cause .reply



for personal hearing. Therefore, the Competent Authority, was afforded an 
opportunity for detailed hearing in the presence of C&W , Department 
representative on 20.08.2014. But he did not bring any fact or point of law 
afresh. After the referred personal hearing, the Competent Authority imposed 
major penalty of “Dismissal from Service" upon the appellant and accordingly the 
C&W Department notified the order on 02.09.2014 (Annex-IV).

7. As per record his departmental appeal processed and submitted to Cohnpetent 
' Authority (Chief Minister) for order, who rejected his departmental appeal and

accordingly informed the appellant on 10,11.2014 (Annex-V).
8. Incorrect, as explained in para 2 & 6 above
9. No comments

10. Incorrect, the impugned order is in accordance with law

Grounds
A. Incorrect, that the impugned order is in accordance with law and rules
B. Incorrect, the charges leveled against the appellant were properly inquired and 

were proved against him as per inquiry report of the inquiry committee,.
C. Incorrect, both accused officer/official including the appellant were called for 

personal hearing on 20.08.2014, opportunity of detailed personal hearing was 
given to the applicant as per rules/procedure.

D. Incorrect, the appellant is involved in the irregularity as per instant inquiry and all 
the matters were carried out in accordance with relevant rules and law. and with 

, the approval of the Competent Authority.:
E. Incorrect, as explained in paras mentioned above.
F. Incorrect, all relevant rules have been followed and action taken is within the 

prescribed law as explained in paras mentioned above.
G. Incorrect, as explained in Para-F of the grounds.
H. Incorrect. The Competent Authority is not bound to the recommendations of 

inquiry comrhittee.

I. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above
J. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above
K. Incorrect.

L. The Respondents would like to seek permission of this Hon’able Tribunal to 
produce more grounds during the time of arguments.

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the instant appeal may kindly be 

dismissed with cost.

^tre) 
C&WPesh^ar 

(Respondent No. 3)

Secretafv to 
Khyb'

of Chief Englrr
^htunkhwa 
apartment 

(Respondents No. 1 & 2)
C

Executiv neer
C&W Dj^j^forvCharsadda

(^e^ondent No. 4)

i -■
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CHARGE SHEET /

■ fvluhainmad Shahzacl Arbab,- Chief Secretary, Khyber 

Pakiitunkhwa, as competent authority, charge you, Ikramullah, Assistant 
Engineer (SS-17) C&W Department, presently working as SDO C&W Sub 
Division Charsadda.

" i'lKit you wink.' posted, .;is SDO CitVV Si.ib [division Cln-usaddn coiniuillai-I 

tile fciiovving irregularities in the work "Tor Dher Road Tehsil "langi, District 

Charsadda":

Whereas

to Rs.10,002,01?/-Yo'j made an advance payments amounting 
(which were recovered through TEO) to the contractor vdthoui 
e:<ecution of road and structure vrorks for this act ot omission it was 
presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the governmient 
exchequer.

ii You have not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural 
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earth work and other 
quantities.

iii. You have not carried the quality control tests during the execution 
of work

of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under 
Pakhrunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &

By reason

Rule-3 of the Khyber 
Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 and rave rendered yourself liable to all or any of the

2.

penaiiies specified in Rule-4 ibid.

therefore, required to submit your written defence within ten (10) 

davs Cl the receipt of this charge sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee, as the 

case m^ay be.

\/ ou areo.

Your written defence, if any,■should I'each the Inquiry Officer/ Committee 

within specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no 

defence to make and in that case'exparte action shall be taken against you.

The Statement of Allegations is enclosed.

4.

5.

.rf

(MuhamhiacI-ShalTzad Arbab) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhv>/a

/"V

/01/2014
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ni5^ClPLH\iARY ACTION
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as 

Assistant Engineer (BS-17) 
C&W Sub Division Charsadda has 

commiuecl the [ollovdng 
pakhtunkshwa Government

tviuharr^msd Shahzad Arbab, Chief Secretary

of the opinion that IkramullahCompetent /Aithority 
CS.W Dspartment, presently working

am
as SDO

as hebe proceeded again^stwandered himseif liable to
Within the iT'caninginn of rulc-3 of iho Khyber

acls/omissioriG, 
Servants (efficiency

20'ii;a Discipiinary) Rules

statement of ALLEGAIIONS

SDO C3.VV Sub Division Chasadda committed
"Thai he- while posted

tne following irregularities 

Charsadda";

as
Road Tehsii Tangi, District

in the work "Tor Di'.er

advance To'‘‘the‘OnOacto“withoct .

recovered tnrough 1 ,,3

to the government

He made an
^!eS;ir^road and structure wc

to be a huge corruption and loss
presunned
exchequer.

to ascertain the actual Natcral 
earth work and oihei,, HP has not conducted joint survey

SU Ye Level (NSL) tor work out the

quantities.
tests during the execution of

not carried the quality control
He has 
work aboveaccused with reference to the 

consisting of the following
saidof inquiry against the 

committee
For the purpose is constituted

inquiry officer/inquiryanH'lsgaticns

/ /klvC ■ Ip
' I /

0. : •u J /'t ‘Py _jP-•v'fFW /! !
1/ •'/-■X'luX’/ r\^y

1- vT> Y/i/r{h
A /v/ra-vTV' hAAT’v

011. with the provisions of 
accused, record its

recommendations as u-'

n irv Committee snail, n accordance
to the

f:ime inquiry Offlcer/lnquiry3.
reasonable opportunity of hearing

tfris order,
ibid rules, provide

and make, within thirty days of receipt or 
appropriate action against the ;

:he

findings 
punishment

ccussd.
or other

of the Department shall j 
,-,ed by the Inquiry Officer/ Inquiry

cm
.-mtalivewell conversant repres 

date, time and place
The accused and a 

on the
4.

the proceedings 
ommittee.

i n
imM

Chief Secretary 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/01/2014

A-
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TNOUTRY'REPOKT

I'OR ROAD TH:HS1LTANC1 DISTRiCT CHaRSaDDA

/
AU'niomTv

Vide 3ccre'.:u'Y ;o GovcrniTient of Kliybci' Pakhuinld'iwa, Ccv:W Department Peshawar letter 
No. SOE.C&Vv'D/8-27/2013 dated 17'” February, 2014, an inquiry commiriee consisting of 

undersigned, (Mr. Ahmad Jan .Afridi PC^ EG BS-IS Additional Deputy 
Commissioner Peshawar) and (Engr Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah BSG9.^ Director 
Viaimemmcc PKH.A Peshawar) was appointed hy the-competent authority (Chief Secretary) 
to conduct fcrmtih enquiry under IGiybcr Pakhtumehwa Govt. Servants (mfficiericy and 
Discioiine) iCuics 2011 against the following officer/officiai of C&V/ Department on 

d 01 mns-v-onducl f.Anncxurc-A) in lire .subject cited case ;

vvc, me

urou:

i. Mr. ikmmiiilah SDO CMW Sub Divtsion Chmsadda.
ii, Mr. Shafat Ullah Sub Engineer CAW Division Charsadda.

Shew uiu! siulcment of allcguuon (.dnaexurc-lt) were scr\'ed upon them Iroin the 
n.:tlu.))'hy (Clrie'l'i Secretary). I.uicli oi lire above ol'hccr/olficial w;im ehaiged a;>

■■'Thai you (both.) while posted, as SDO CbdVf Sub Division Charsadda and Sub Engineer 
CA'.V Divisioi'i Ciiarsacida rcspccth.'cly, comnriitcci the following irregularities in the work 

•'Tor .Oher Read Tchsil Tangt, District Charsadda”.

Rs. i 0,002,017.'-(v/nich wereYou.' made an advance payment amounting to 
recovered through TEO) to the contractor -without execu.-ior. of road and structure 
works, for this act of omission, it rvas prcsumeci to be a huge corru.ption and

1.

loss to

the government excheq'aer.

You lra\x not conducted joint survey to ascertain the aetu.il Naturai Surlaec Lcr’cl 
(NSL) for '.vork out the earth work and other quantities.

;!.

/

You luwc not carried out the quality eontro! tests daring execution of vvotn.

PROCEEDINGS

Subsequent to the appointment' as inquiry committee, the Cmef Engineer (Ccniei) 
CoeW Department was requested to nominate a focal person for inc subject enquiiy tmd to



//

-•ii.'cc; inc ofi'icini concerns! lo pi'ovidc :i!l ihc a'lcv.mi record
'-'.onip.'iH'Cc (.•Vuncxiirc-C). ■ ■

required by llie enqulj'y

■icev.^cd oli]e:;r/ofrici:il ^vorc direcied lo appcLir befui'c Lhc1 ;ic
enquiry commiucc on 25th

01- Ixoruary 20r4 ni tiic office of one of the committee members 
Pcshuwnr nloi'g witii wi'itten reply i 
t'diieer/ollicia! Oirpcurcci before the

at Bachti Idian Cliowk 
tigbd of charge sheet (Annexurc-D). The 

inquiry committee in the office of Addiiionai Deputy

some Linrs space for subinission of 
tneir wntuen reply, as such, ihey were directed to submit their'replies on or betbre 3rd of 
.'■faren 2u!4, m tneir defense, they submitted written replies on 2nd of ivlarch 2014 which

in

'-..ornmissioner on 25th of February. .They requested

mso contained copies of relevant page of contract agreement with the excerpt highlighted, 
w-secuons at every: 200 mese;, a single page long section, a calculation sheet based 
.-v-se^uon:,, a Single page Design Sheet and three pages showing test rc.suit5 for compaction 
o: oasc course. sub--base course and subgrade along with some photographs and copy of 
hiiO for rccovciy of Rs. 10002015/-.

on the

I
■

1 no ibilowing record..was also provided by the office of the focal- person i-e Executive 
tiigincer CbbW Di\dsio'h Charsadda 
Cciitci' CAW Dcpmimcnt).

(nominated as focal person by the Chief Engiinccr

“ Copy of TEO for rccoveiy of Rs. 100020IS/-

' Coi.-y o] 7th Running Bill (minus bill lor the above mentioned amount) 
' Copy ofCoiilrael Agn'eeiiieiU 
- Copy of Work Order

Cojiy of Comparative Sialcmcnl 
= Copy of P.evised Administrative Approval 

Copy of MIT

® Copy of Technical Sanction Estimate 
^ Copies of R-, 2^^^ 3''' 4"‘, 5'" and 6''^ running bills 
“ Cojnes of relevant pages of MBs (Measurement Books)

'/

Aker receipt of the replies/v/imten statement of the officer/officiai 
oi'fiec of the focal'

and record from ilie
person, a number'of meetings were held aucndecl by the accused 

ol'iiccr/ofiicial, together with site visit of tive committee on 17/4/2014 in presence of Mr. 
Ikminuilan SDO and MnShafaat Ullah Sub Engineer. The visit however had to be brought 

eno incomplete due to rainfall. Subsequently the site was visited by the committee on 
3i..-?./2014 for visual inspection of the road in subject. Photogrciplis of the damaged portions 
were taken lor perusal and record. (Annc.xurc-E)

lo an

A- •..ilRffi/CR-.f
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■ ' COMMENT^; ONTI[EREPLIO:S/RECOiy)

'i'nc .•■Esecuoiii, lo;ig :iccLion anc. calculaiion islioei sho\ving ll'.c quantity of 15967.5 M3 
s.tairt to be not bascci on actual iuirvey, as all the 29 3f-sections show exactly the same area. 
Furih:;-. fncrc is no copy of level book attached.

Th.e point that due to rush of work on the laboratory staff of PKHA and.wait for several 
•.vccK:' to get F;c!d Density Tests (?DTs) :,nd otlie: sample testing i;as no material standing.

lh;Ni);b!CS:
S
Ml

; tar of Lite rcj?! ics/wriitcri state.noms and record provided to the Inquiry Committee, lire 
ihuiinij.s .lie a.s ur.tior:-

Cletu-c-7 of tire coniracL agreement lias not been appropriately applied. After detailed rc- 
ineirsaieurcni Liic -.luanium of excess work paid but not done, slrould have bceir eompleled 
as per technical sanction. lit the instant case thicknesses ofbr.se and sub-base nave not been 
orovided according to the Teclrmcal Sanctiorkdesign.

.hil the 29 X'Sectiens provided, are of stereo type, the long section ts also not representative 
ihc CAi.slirig road irronie, more over there is I'lC fickyi.'Ook available in support,'llte 

at;Urer;ticity of ihe-X-sections and long section is doubtful

Oi

Tire test results provided are not supported by the required back-up data ana calculation 
which, makes its authenticity disbelieving.

Dtning visual inspection, cracks and minor sculeinents -were wiinessed in various areas of 
the finished surface. The cracks / distresses developed arc nray be due to poor quality oi 
TST wearing course and poor compaction of the underlying layers. Some dumper trucks 

ilso seen to bo I'dying on lire road during lire visit. These dumper trucks arc lui'lhcr a 
of rapid expansion of lire cricks and cariier failure of Uic road construcieJ to a poor

wore : 
cause
quality and lesser tlricknesses. Due to the cracked surface the rain water penetrates doNvn 
;mo the pavement making the pavement structure moist whici'. may also cause expansion of 
lire cracks and failure thereof.

COKCLUSiO.Xd;
" T

.sueii tafr'iiiee pityiiieiUs. i.s ml irrcgy.ihu'ity but as n.cntiuned in the charge sh.eel. 

admince Daymenis amounting tc Rs. 10,002,017/- were recovered through TEO, as such 
loss to tire government but Uie work has not been completed as per

tire

ib.eic remains iiu

Tcclmical sanction/design.



#

joinr .survey was not conducted to asccitaia the actual NSL to work out the earthwork and

G:'ner quantities. However, in such like works, where considtants'are not engaged, ut view 
.'Hiimiicd eciuipnicj'it the quantities may be worked out, based on experience, preliminary

ol'drains, pipe cul-.'erts, retaining walls
Oi

. urvevS; t)'pieal cros.s-scc.iions and per 
etc. The thicknesses can be.obtained by making cores at specific inier\'als and measurement

meicr cost:a

recorded. '•i;
Tite rcGUired. quality control tests, were not carried out .•tunng'construction which puts the 
quality of work in doubt, as such, beneficial use oi pubin'. money has not oeen wai;ran-.cd.I

k.
:

In -.■•lew of the above, the alleg.ations framed oi'e partly proved.
ll:
Ig

RECOMMENDATION0-

K.
die above rams, and conclusions, the inquiry committee nv ,its wisdom 

rer.ommends the follo'.wing aciions;
Ikued on

Since the charges provided in tlie charge sheet/statement of allegations are pauly 
proved, a minor penalty of stopping of increment for two year be imposed on both 

officcr/official for committing irregulariiy and not ensuring proper qualityt!;C

control. i ■ ; . : ; '
The cracked/disiressed areas developed due to poor ciuality control be dismantled 

redone with proper quality control and .seal coats be provmcd in the 
where cracks Itave been miiikLed to control the ingress, of water,-so that

beneficial use of public money is realized. '

:ind i.lic areas

areas

!}
•jj

/ h

Engr. Syed'ivlublammdd Ilyas Shan 
Director Maintenance PKH.A 

Pesl'ia'-.var

1. ■ .; -Aiunad -T/tn Afridi 
'Additional .Oepdty Cornmissioncr 

■ Peshawar ' : ;

.1

/

11
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/7y^/y£^X=ML
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

♦■ir.-.-'i-

No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the May 08, 2014

TO
Mr. Ikramullah
SDO C&W Sub Division
Charsadda

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGl. DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject:

directed to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith

Notice containing tentative minor penalty of
I am

two copies of the show cause 
“stoppage of annual increment for two years” alongwith inquiry repori

conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-ia) 

Additional Deputy Commissioner. Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah
and to state that the 2""° copy of(BS-19)-Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar 

the show cause Notice may be returned to this Department after having signed

as a token of receipt immediately.

You are directed to submit your reply, if any, within 7 days of the delivery 

of this letter, otherwise, it will be presumed that you have nothing to put m your 

defence and ex-party action will follow.

further directed to intimate whether you desire to be heard in

2.

3. You are 

person or otherwise.

r \
(USMAN JAN) 

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
Endst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&VV Department. Peshawar

1/11

SECTION OFFICE!^ (Estb)

■t
i

,1-
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t SHOV/V CAUSE NOTICE

!, A!! Khar Chiei SecrcCi'v Kr^ybsr .!-A':-Ah-"'Thv./a as CrmpeAir

.a'jiiirriiy, ur.'iei' ilvs K'nyosr PaiKtiiirishiwr; Govarni'neni Scrvaris (Efficiency K 

Eisnipli'Cc) I'Tiies, 2011, cio hc-reby serve you, Mr. Ikminullal'i, Assislani Enginofir 

ffjS-i?’) C&V'V Departnienh presenliy working as SDO C&VV Sub Division 

Charsacl'Cia as lollow'S.

i. Ti'ia- consequent upon tlio coniplotion of inquiry conducled against you 
by the inquiry committee for w'hich you were given opportunity of 
kiearing vide dated 25.02.2012; and

li. On going througli the findings and recommendations of the inquiry 
co:Tiniittee, the material on record and other connected papers 
including your detence before the inquiry committee;

I am satisfied that you while posted as -SDO C&VV Sub Division

Char;",."irkTi romiTiilu.'d itir: frt||i-i\viinj nci;.,''.,)ini'.v.Km

Dher Read Tehsii Tangi. District Charsar'da", specified in Rule 5 of the 

said rules;

h

i

!

u;l i li.; " I oiI;

i

f
I.You made an advance payments amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/- 

(which were recovered through TEO) to the contractor without 
execution of road and structure works for tins act of omission it was 
presumed .to be a huge corruption and loss to the government 
exchequer.

You have not conducted'joint-survey to ascenain the actual Natural 
Surface Level '(NSL) for work out the ear 
quantities.

1'

li.
work and other I;f 1

You have noi carried the quaiity contro' tests dunn-g the execution11'. !■

of '-.vork

7
As a result thereof, i, as competent authority, have tentatively

CrN.

2. i
f
i:

decided to imoose uoon vou the oenallv of" Ahvttie-.fc.
, ' ' ' ■ f m
-'{Wo kpo-cvi-

V)
under Rule 4 of the

w i'said r-'jles

, You are, thereof, required to sho'w cayjse as to why the aforesaid 
penalty snouid not be innposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to 
be heard in person.

i-
If no reply to this notice is received within seven {07} days or not 

more than fifteen (15) days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you have no 
oefence to put in and in that case an ex-paile action shall be taken against you.

A copy of-ti'ie findings of'tne inquiry comirnittee is enclosed.

4

i;
:

5

i

(Amijad All Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

Kf.yber Pakhtunkhwa

P /o4'2014

;:Y'.AFh
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GOVui<i'ii’,ii:NT or K-i IVGhO PAKi-lTUNKI-lWA 
' COiViiViUNIO riON a VVOl'NirS LAcAAR'i'rvlENT

i3:ilod (-A;L^h,•l'.vJr, Uil' do;:.U';/'i',!jo;'r'Jd, l!ul-;

■0 D ' R:

WHEREAS, Ihs following officer/ofiicid! v;ei'o- p'ocaoc’ed ngoinst;-i: S AOA6A/O//C-27/20

;h5'Ah/ber P'akhlunf'.fvvva Govarnment Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 fo,' 
.:egec irregularnics in the scherrie'i'Tor Dlier Road Tensil Tangi, Disirict Charsadca”.i; .e c

If-. Ikrarri'jlleh ihe then SDO C&VV Sub D'vision CParsscida now pcstec' cs SDO 
(ivVSuc Divir.ion Booni, Chiirai

.A'. Snafae! Ullah Sub Engineer CSVV Division Charsadca

1
for the said act of rniscoriduc; they v/er:: served, charge sheet/jkO VVi-tEREAS

;.r.'.en'.en- o; ailegntions,

.-Xi'iO 'vV!-iEKEAS, an inquiry commiltee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afndi (PCS EG 
B-AA Addr.icn.O! Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed iviul'iCinmad liyas Sinah 
As-'.S;.' Director dviaintenance) PKHA Peshawar was appointed, ’.vh.o subn'iiUed Inc inquiry

u:

the Convoelent Authority after I'sving consicrar&d the chargesACVV THEREFORE

! c.n record, inquiry report of the inquiry committee, explanation of the officer/officiai 
cjmeo, in -oxercise of tinci powers under RulG-14(5)(ii) of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Civil Servants

2011, has been pleased to impose the major penalty ofC uiscipline) Rules 
uisiv'iissc! from Service"' upen the aforementioned officor/official.

SECRETAPAi'TO
Gevernment of Khyber Po'Khtunkhwa 

Communication S. Works Department
■■fs: D'' '

u'y s loivvmjocl to liie.-

AtctAiiitant Genera!. Khyber Pakhtuinkhwo, Peshiawar 
i rtcminisirative Secretaries Govt of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Peshatvar 

Socroiory .Admn, Infrastructure & Coord De-p/ti, FATA Sect!.'A'arsnk Rood, Pesliawar 
■■-.'I tC'-uei Eiicinioers, C&'A' Pestiav/ar 

0:' Engineer EQ.AA Abbottabaci 
anagir'ig Director PKHA Peshawar 

S joerintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lower 
i-roiect Director PbVJ C&Vd Peshawar 
E'tecuiivo- 'Enc.:neer CCW Division Charsadda/Chitmi 
"'3 ic Chisf Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Ealuchistan 

to Citief Secretary Knyoer Pakhtunkhvra, Pesharvar 
.Iisti'i-:: ,-Tccou:t:s Officer Cl'iarsacda/Chitral 
.Leotic.'; Cnicer (P.TC) Cc.W DepaniTient, .^esna'.var 
r'.'.ar-.apinq Pnntinc Press for publication '

to Secretary. CKW Pesitawar •

'ucor.'OtTicial concemeo 
tour; order Fiio/Personai rile''Fv

\j: ■

:■ -I

O
iT""

SECTION OFFiCEFt (Estb)

:

- -
.-.'V Ha ••rgyu-•rk *'w
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

✓"

No. No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the Nov 10, 2014

Mr. Ikramullah 
The then SDO 
C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

Subject: Appeal against '‘Dismissal from Service" ordered by Secretary C&W
. Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to the orders and
directions of the Chief Secretary Khvber Pakhtunkhwa

I am directed to refer your appeal/representation dated 16.09,2014 and the same

v>/as examined and submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister). The

Competent Authority has rejected.

You are hereby informed accordingly.2.

(LTSMANjJAN) 
SECTION OFF CER (Estb)

Endst even No, & date

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

4
I
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BEFORE The KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
BFRVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1366 OF 2014
AppellantMr. Ikramullah Khan 

■ Ex-SDO C&W Sub Division 
Charsadda

Versus

RespondentsGovt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Peshawar

I
Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department, Peshawar
Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar
Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

Joint Parawise Comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1 to 4

1.

2.

3.
4.

Respectfully Sheweth 

Preliminary Objections
1. That the appeal is not rnaintainable in its present term.
2. That the appellant has not corne to this Tribunal with clean hands.
3. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
4. That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non-joinder and mis-joinder of 

necessary parties
5. That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal
Facts
1. As per record
2. Correct to the extent that on a complaint of NAB Authorities, a formal inquiry 

regarding “TORDHER Road Tehsil Tangi District Charsadda" was conducted 
against the officer/official of C&W Department, including the appellant through 
inquiry committee under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&D Rules, 2011. Proper charge 
sheets/SOAs were served upon the offiqer/official including the appellant 
(Annex-I). The inquiry committee submitted their report (Annex-ll), whereby the 
inquiry committee recommended thqt since the charges provided ip,the.charge 
sheet/SOAs are partially proved, a minor penalty of "stoppage of increment for 
two years” may be imposed on both the officer/official for committing irregularity.

3. Correct to the extent, that the applicant denied from the charges leveled against 
him, however the inquiry committee did not agree with his stance and clearly 
mentioned in the conclusion/findings of formal inquiry that charges are proved 
against him.

4. As explained in paras 2 & 3 above

■?

I

III

I
i

5. Correct to the extent, that after approval of the competent authority, show cause 
notices containing tentative minor penalty of "stoppage of annual increments for 
02 years” was served upon the responsible officer/official including the appellant 
through C&W Department letter dated 08.05.2014 with the direction to submit 
their replies (Annex-111).

6 As per record, reply to the show cause of the appellant was properly examined 
and submitted to Competent Authority (Chief Secretary) for orders with the yiew 
that inquiry committee has clearly mentioned in the recommendations that the 
charges are partially proved for committing irregularity of advance payment, the 
work has not been completed as per technical sanction/design nor conducted 
proper quality control test. Besides this, he was given ample chances to defend 
himself Moreover, the appellant was also made request in his show cause reply

f
:

f-

*

E.

i;
f:



for personal hearing. Therefore, the Competent Authority was afforded an 
opportunity for detailed hearing in. the presence of C&W Department 
representative on 20.08.2014. But he did not bring any fact or point of law 
afresh. After the referred persona! hearing, the Competent Authority imposed 
major penalty of “Dismissal from Service” upon the appellant an'd accordingly the 
C&W Department notified the order on 02.09.2014 (Annex-IV).

7. As per record his departmental appeal processed and submitted to Competent 
Authority (Chief Minister) for order, who rejected his departmental appeal and 
accordingly informed the appellant on 10.11,2014 (Annex-V). '

8. Incorrect, as explained in para 2 & 6 above
9. No comments
10. Incorrect, the impugned order is in accordance with law

Grounds
A. Incorrect, that the impugned order is in accordance with law and rules
B. Incorrect, the charges leveled against the appellant were properly inquired and 

were proved against him as per inquiry report of the inquiry committee.
C. Incorrect, both accused officer/official including the appellant were called for 

personal hearing on 20.08.2014, opportunity of detailed personal hearing was 
given to the applicant as per rules/proced,ure.

D. Incorrect, the appellant is involved in the, irregularity as per instant inquiry and all
the matters were carried out in accordance with relevant rules and law, and with 
the approval of the Competent Authority. '

E. Incorrect, as explained in paras mentioned above.
F. Incorrect, all relevant rules have been followed and action taken is within the 

prescribed law as explained in paras mentioned above.
G. Incorrect, as explained in Para-F of the grounds.
H. Incorrect. The Competent Authority is not bound to the recommendations of 

inquiry committee.
I. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above
J. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above
K. Incorrect.
L. The Respondents would like to seek permission of this Hon’able Tribunal to 

produce more grounds during the time of arguments.
a

i
In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the instant appeal may kindly be 

dismissed with cost.I

I
fi

^tre)SecretaBy to^ 
Khyb

of Chief Errginefen^ 
C&W pesh^ar 

(Respondent No. 3)

I ■Skhtunkhwa 
department 

(Respondents No. 1 & 2)
I C
■ffs
§

Executiv
C&WJ^ts|jh Charsadda 

(i^^ondent No. 4)

neer
Bh.

I

j:

1-I
: ...... -

T'y

I"
1.



CHARGE SHEEl /

Shal'izad Arbab,- Chief SecreUiry, Khyber 
Ikramullah, Assistant 

SCO C&W Sub

tv'uhsmmad

competent authority, charge you 
CW Department, presently working as

Alierea:-;.

’sidilunkrivva,

:;,ngtnr;e:' (3L'-'i7) 
kwisicn Charsadda.

I'linl V'ju vvhilu i3Oi-'.l0d, ..is 
.'n ;ov.';:ig ;Tocuiarities in

as

SDO Cd.VV Sub IPivisiuii Chvusudda cunii

Road Tehsil Tancji. Districtthe wori\ "Ter Dher
1

V ‘M ivmde an acvance payments amounting to !
wer^ recovered through TEO) to the contractor witnou. 

"v.^cmion of road and structure v/orks for this act o; omission u wa. . 
■■'ssumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the government ;
ft'
ii:xc[Tec;uer.

conducted joint survey to uscertain the actual Natural
earth work and olfieii, you have not 

surface 
quantities.

Level (NSL) for work out Uie

rests during the executionhave not carried the quality controlv: Otl

ctf work

e cjilty of misconduct under 
t Servants (biticiency &

of Ihe above,' you appear to

Pakh'.unkhwa Governmen 
i-tuies, 2011 and have rendered yourself iiaole to ail cr ar.y of die

Ty reason

ct

Listtipfnai'V)

■.-.enaihes soechied :n Kule-4 ibid.

, therefore, required to submit your written defence within ten (10) 
sheet to the inquiry Gfficer/Comrnitlee

ou are
as the

■■:avs o; the receipt of this charge 

case m.tiv be.

, should reach the Inquiry Otneer/ Committee.'our written defence, if any 
mecilied oenocl, failing rrhioh it shall be presumed that you have no 

that case'exparte action shall be taken against you.
itnin c

civdence lo make and in

The Stateirisnt of Allegations is enclosed.I
■i
’f

I

(k'luhamnTad-Shahzad Arbab) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

I

I
1 /01/2014
IS
4
I

I
9.

I
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V
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nL^niPLlNARY ACTlOji
'asPakhlunkhv^a

Chief Secrelc:-y.
l><ramullih. Assistant Engineer (BS-l^T) 

Cbarsacica Was

^,:uha:Tt^■hacl Shahzad Arbab 
am O' the opinion Shov

AjlhoriiyC-.in ooiO'E- SDO Ci.W Sob Division
Q^oarfm^nl, p.rssen:ly working 
eh hii-hsei: noble to be

wilhin lh0 rr-ooning

ccrniv.ibcci tl'.e fcllovJii'Cj
OS ne 

Ki-iybcr ?Dkl-ib;nkhv.o t
proceeded oQoir.s. GovornmchlO'-'-

of role-3 p! vhe

' ,,2011;

P, T AT E M E NTJOfLALL^G^iQNLS
ikciency c. Discipimary) Rules

Chasadcia.co'^'^'^^^'^

Xehsil Tangi, DisUicl
as SDO C3.VV Sub Divisior^ 

□her Road
he- while pooled

following irregulandes
the work "Torin

ine

Cnarbodda :

w” W ,s:s. "2“
•3>xnequer

the aclual Malurai 
and 'ofhor' 10 ascertain

HO has not conducted joint survey 
Yriace Lsvei (NSL) for wor. ou,

earth vvorktheii.

cyaaniities.
the execution ci

tests duringcarried the quality control
Ilk

to the abevi
said accused with reference

of inquiry agsmst the 
ofiicer/incuiry committee.

consisting or the ioiiovring. IS constitolecFor the purpose

Hiecr.-.ions, an inquiry
'....Is-tOdjisjoT.ne ibid-rules:-

'u.

/?
?•jnee

------------ ' ' ' „ n E^corcisnee with Ih? provisions or_ „
oi hearing to the accused, record.,ts .

Monciations as 'o.

U r\ /

It.

' Cllicer/lnquirv Committee shiit, 
reasonable opportunity ■- 

boys of receipt o 
ppropriale action against the

Tiv2 ii-quii'V
;■

q.e Ibid i-uies. provide r.

ciake. v/sti?in fniny
this order, rccomi 

t cc'jsed

r

•nciingc and

vvjn-shmtont or other a5
Department jshaliI ,n

-•ntative of the 
,ed by the inquiry Otlicef/ Inqury

v-.'ell conversant reprea

time and place f
The accused and a

the datecnthe proceedings 
Dommittee,

a

ill; A XY

Chief Secrelaiq/
Pakhlunkiiv-/a

■/i A
7

■I
IS

Khyber

/01/2014'
Fi
'■k
K'

P
I

IV

?- Mi mm



TNOXJrRY REPORT

I;nAO 'ri'.:!-isn. niS'rv^iCT ci-rARS.-\oiVvl-D-'.U

/

Gov'-nvr.uni ol' KI^^•bcI- Paki'.iui'.l-iiv.va, C:;b\V Dcpai-t;v.i;al PcR^awar lclii;r 
i/S-’7/20i3 date: lY' Fobiuai-y. 2014, aa inquiry conur.nue consisting d 
nn^d (Mr. Aniusd Jan Aiiidi PCS EG BS-M Adcuional Deputy 
X-si-:av,-arj and 'Engr Syed Muhammad Ilyas Snan Duccior
-1 .\ pjsha-A-aiV-A'us anpoinfed by the compeicnt ai.uhoi-ily'tA.i^nm bc.mtai>) 

• under Mhvbcr Pahi-.tu-nidivra Govu Servants (nOiciency and 
■aii-.s; rhe rcllov.-ing cificcr/oincia: of CMW Depavunen'. on

Svererary u:
••c. oOE'C.:::V.-v 

unders 
'M:u:'.ussie;rcr :
:.,.:'U.ienancc

! enquirr

r..:!v.c; (.AnucNUr^;-.-V) in the .subjcei cited ease :■'-M 11.<1

jtramui!:!!! SDO CMY/ Sub Division ChaiscRda. 
Shaiat Ul'ali Sub Er.ninecr CRdV Division Charsadcia.

ii. Mr

seiA-ed Upon ihciu Irom die

above ofliccr/oaicia: was diargcd
i .•.,f,;'c:ne;’.l oi aUcy.a'.u.iu (.Aune\ui'e-1>) 

(Cliiei- SecicUuy). l.uieli o! die

were
K

as
riiy

SDO CdP'A Sub Division Chorsadda and Sub Engineer 
•iic udiowin:- iiTCgulariiics in the work

vrhiio poAcd, as 
Sh.u'sacida I'cspeciively, coiViiriidea 

hod Tangi, Disuaet CliarsacUla''.

COh-,1 you ;
Id.c'A Division

J
T. .Me; iOOt.r : e;

payment amounting to Rs. 10,002,0!//-(svnich

contractor without encti.n;on o: read and structure 
presumed to be a i'lugc corruption anu loss lO

were
cic an. advance

d tiirough TEO) to the 
litis act of omission, it was

iccnver

'0•.vents.
iiment exch'equcr.•f.ic ^.O'-e

ascertain the aetuai Natural Surface Leveluoi eouduoied..loiiU curves- ivH 
work out liie earth work and. uiner ciuaninice..

■fa'; V,;-', , '

MiSL) ; '/

tiic quaiiiy eoiv.rol tests during enecultO'.a oi won..e noi carried out
:; I.

:;5PROCEEDIN
I
1 • committee, the Chief Engineer (Center) 

local person for the subject enquiry and toi SuitS'a'd-ient to the appointment' as inqtm.-y - 
I was rcq'.iostccl to nominate oM'b.' Deparnvir

i
if
>■»

I
i
Hi
fl
ii
IY?

r.

;

s^k«4Ir

j..
A

1

£v



H

//

';V;c;ai cor.CA-;-iic.-i lo all liic ix-icvaiii i-acaial I'cctniiX'U by iiic c-acniii'y'
. .;;r,r a

• ■! aa-.;;/'.) [ I lain! >vvr>j dii'aalca 10 ;!|';]:.c;u' bcfurv Uic cncioiry couimiuce oa 25th'
' Oio ofTica of ono of ihz coo'.mittet; n-ienfocrs afBacha l-Okiu Chov/k!

reply ip. iic.p.t of chnrgo siiect (.\nn':.\uf(;-l)). The! 
.-.ppcoreci b-.foro the inooiry co-.'.imii-tec in ue ofiicc of Acdnicnal Deputy | 

I'j'.'r. of !-ebruary,, ri'.cy requested some time space for 'jubinission ofj 
v;': as Slicit, iney '.verc cirected to subr.iii their replies on or before 3rd of'

. iom:': 20i-:. in their delbnsc, they submitted written replies on 2nd of March 2014 which ' 

. contaii'.co copies oi reievant jva^c oi contract agreemern v.'ith th.e excerpt h.ighlighced, 
■--S'cctm;-,;: at e^cry 2'JO mete;, o single pr-tie hoirg section, i'Colcuiation slrcet based on the 

. --sccnons, S'.;qe,!c irayc Oes gi; Siiect aau three pages sho'.'rin.g test rcs'oits for compaction 
. . y.xy.. co'r..se, ru'.lv-bnr.c,course ar.q suberatlc along with ;'o;r.c ■ihotc-grriph:-; and coiiy of 

■ afifs. 100020 lb/-.

. fcortiar.

;;:a:tg \\;:n \'.'r;t'C:-.

•- ..•iinr.is,'5;o'',er or;

..a ;r;;,o;\'i:trj, rccorci-.r.vas also ])ro‘''idcd by the olTtcc of the focal j^erson i-c Executive 
i/nyincer Cb:'''/ Di'. isi-oVi Ch.arsadda (nonfm.atcd as focal person by tiic Grief Engineer 
r,;;i'cr f.'.rbV'' Deparlment).

'a

Co;vr of'fiilO for recovery ofRs. 10002010/-

•t'.'i.f.y,-' .-,1' "'d-, r<L!;ini:rg Eh! (minus bill for hic above r.tcntioncd amount) 
1 (lorjli act /fei'eouein 

Cor/-.'rh'V/'ork Order 
Ck.);:-;.' of Comirartilivc Sttitcmcn.t 
Cor.y (sf I'icrnscd .-kdiiiinistrativc .-‘.ootovoi

of NIT , •

t'Jon.v of Tcclrmcai Sanction Estiirrate 
Copnes ot .t"". 3“' o'" aird 6'". runiriitg bills

Coynes ol relevant p.'jgcs of MBs (Measurement Books)

r'
•J y i/

rce'CP.o; ol tiro rcplics/rvr.iten stateracnl of the officcr/ofltciai, ajrd record front tlie I 
i.n: cc O; tlte loca!• pcrsoit, a num.bcr of meetings were held attended by the accused 1 
o:.;cer/oi':;cieL togetlrcr w-th she visit of tire committee on 17/4/2014 in presence of Mr, 
iiw.-.mini::,-; dh)ij aito Misbltahnit Uliait .Sub iiingincer, T!ic visit Itowcyer itad to be brovigltt j 

■ it;, .::r cmi :n.0':mnplcie due to raijtiali. Subsequently life sil'C yras visited by tire comntitlee on j ■ 
. r-/20 i-t M-;.;- iiispecuon of the road in subject'.' Phbiogftihhs of Ihe damaged portions ' |, 

isk-P; fo!’ y.cv'c.sai and recoici. (Annc.\ure-£)

1
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i/'KNrs the Ri::rLi£3/REC0Rj) ■

long s'jcuo)': cir.c. c.ilcuUuioii :>!uxi :jho\ving il-.c qiii'.iility oL' 15557.5 M3 
;o b; TiO'. -sn :ic;ual aui'vcy, ai ail ilic 20 5'C-sactioiis .sliov,- cxacily ihe sarac a:'i;a-

.V/ar.X' r.:> -ro.-.y of 'avc! book ar.aciicd.

<•:

Pi i';-.:;-. d.j.; lo .vus'u o.i NV'Oi'ic oi: tlic laboratory staff of I-’KHA a.nd '.wait for several 
y Tests (oDTs) ao.ci o'drer sar.rple resting Iras no nratciial standing.

'. t:

'S :

: stale.-nor.i.s aitcl record jjrovidcd to tire ir.q'.iiry Cont lee. lire

.-r t:-.'.. cni'.'.reei agveciTicri'. iv.’.s not been aj-)propri:tlely npiiliccl. .-viler detailed rc-

'.e .'taniiuiT: ol'e.'.eess work j-j.iiil but not tioiic, si'.ould have beeit coinplelcd >;
.eeiuv.ca; sanciioii. iiv ilic instant case thicknesses of base and sub-biise have not been 

tx-ordina to the Tecintieth Saitction/design.

:. •.aricrn

iiv iy-scct-o::;; provided, arc of .stereo tvjtea the long section is also not representative 
[irblilc, n)(;;x tjver liiei'e is I'K; iieUyi.'Ouk available-hi stipporl, liic 

■.ti-,-e.-..icii;.'of lit; ./t-seciiorn; aiid bng section is doubtful '

a

•erovicied are' not supported by the required oack-tip cir.ta and calcuiation 
-.‘•nicii rn.ik-rs iis authenticity disbelieving.

visual irn'.tecticp., cracks and ininor seiilcm-ents 'A-ere witnessed in various are.vs ol 
v,'.. iir.isiicd surf-.cc. Tiie-cracks / -fiislresses developed arc intiy be dtie to poor quality oi 

;.'.n-s-e and poor contpa-ciion of t'l'.e underiying layers. Sonic dumper trucks 
aM.-) ■:xc.'. 'n'- lie plying on ll'iC road dtii'ing li'ie vi.sii. Tiiesc iUimiter irticks are iiirllicr a 

...aa-e -..'f r.ipitl c--;n:’.naion of t!tc cracks tind cariier failure of the road constructed to a poor 
at.ahiv anc iesacr tiuviknesses. Due to the cracked surracc the I'nn water penetrates down 

iking the pavement iiruciure ir.oisc whi-elt may also cause expansion ol

; .te teat results

r
•-..eai'inu c

.-re .

;te oaven'jcni mi 
. altv.

:ato
Vv.iC titcreoi.-..to Cr'...

1•TONCLUSiOT

\
nayineiils .:> an irr-egtif.ii'iiy b-ut .ti; ii.cmioilcd in ihc olt.irge sheel, 

•awnents amounting to Rs. iO,002,017/- were recovered thvougli TEO, as such 
.. lOiis Id tl';u govti-rnTiuiu but tiie work lias not been conip;et-cd as per

•: i Mali.I
m-a iici'.ance p

i

sahetir r..''design.I
s

h

I
f.

>
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I

1

asoci-ULin vhc actual NSL to %vorL out tlva earthwork aiid•>■'.'.5 ao: conducted to.ur; s
n Ukc works, whicrc consviltar.ts arc not in view

iv.av ba .worked oui. bai-cd on experience, prehminaiy
evilverl,-;, rcUilnini,’, svalls

• .ber cuantit es Howea'cr, in suen 
ciU the quap-tit:cs

;\r.b :-,l crna.s-soctions r.nd jici- iiuncr coin ol diauw. pine
hcLc.se. cen bc.oolaiccd by .nekieg core. a< specific mtercals ana .neasurenaent

i'lj'-.k-'J eMUi:

;

1

carried'out iuring consirucuon w'nich puts.'the 
has not been warranved,

quaiit''' control tests, were not

in doubt, cs sbclt,. bcncfictai use of publn money
evnret:

nty

the aliegAtions framed arc partly provenof ti' e llSO'.’e,

in Its wisdomihc inou'uy eornmittee,1 •■.iby.'e ibot:; and ounclusions.

.lornmends bv; mllbwiag actions;
/V' •

I i

the cnarges provided i;v tltc chtugc sueci/statement of aiiceatlons arc partly

:nor penalty of stopping of increment llor two year be imposed on both
ensuring proper cpaality

-I i; :Vi

oiVincr/ofncia! for committing irregukivuy and not

. control.
control be dismantledvr.eircd.'distrcssed areas dcvclojvcd due to poor quality

quality control and seal emus be provided m the

of v.n.icr, -so that
redone v.’iilt proper 

witcre cracks have been imtiated to control the ingress
ii-.i areas::;U

areas
mneuem: use cf public money ts rcancca.

I

P ■//rrA
rVmnad .lun .-vindi 

•Additional .Ocpdty Commissioner 
Peshawar i

rihviu'hamrnad Ilyas Snan . 
;■ '.viaintemu'iCc PKHA 

pesha'rrar

ibngr. .sye 
Di.'ceior

.t
1
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I
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.- 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS |DEPARTMENT

No. 5OE/C&WD/5-2|7/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the May 06, 2014

IS,
iA

. TO
Mr. Ikramullah
SDO C&W Sub Division
Charsadda

1

TOR DHER ROAD TFHSIL TANGl. DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject;

directed to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith
Notice containing tentative minor penalty ov 

increment for two years” alongwith inquiry report

1 am
two copies of the show cause 

“stoppage of annual 
conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afrldj (PCS EG' Bb-VJ) 
Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad ilyas Si,ah 

(I3S-19) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar and to state that the 2 

the show cause Notice may be returned to this Department after having signeo

i-JD copy Oi

as a token of receipt immediately

directed to submit your reply, if any, within 7 dayis of the deuvcry2. You are ^
of this letter, otherwise, it will be presumed that you have nothing to put ,n youi

defence and ex-party action will follow.

3. You are 

person or otherwise'.

further directed to intimate whether you desirfe to be heard in

rw
(USMAN JAN) 

SECTION OFFlCERTEstb)';
Endst even No. & date •
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department

:■

Peshawar
?
j

.4- f •

!
SECTION OFFICER {tstb';?.

I
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Jfill

SHOW C/-.USS wolf ICS
■S'f

;
dG ConipeiciS

Gov'^ri'irnon! ocs'vrnv.s ijEi'fiCionr.y P
■•.i, CHoi Socr^ji^siv KPyt;cr'P:: ;

:'.:-y:-5 nf' P;i! UL:;'ii<P\v;;:•. ;:-iC
f/ir. Iki'-Giriulk-Pi, IsSiGiiini Pnginoer 

SDO CSVV- Sub Oivir.ion
;.„...jG. kTHH ciu iiGrcby you

prosGniiy vvorking as; SeparkPSi'i'.:: *'

U'GSU-H ss loilows. ■
"r i;;-:.: consuguorii upon llvj coiuplolion of (I'ipuiry conduclod ngainsl you 

. commiltee fcr vvhich you vvere gtven opportuniiy of 
'vide Paled 25.02,200',; end i

I

!
lb" inc;U!n/ i.

ihr'OLigi-i the findings and recon-rnendaiions cf the inquiry 
record and older corinected papers

St going 
c'nT.i'niiiee tbe material on 
iriciuding vcur defence oeiore the inquin/ coniniittce

i a,-.-, sat’isfiecl that you while posted as SDO C&vy Sub Division
u;i n>.' " 1 ^.hP illi iwii ii I . u'.:

i District Charsarda". specified in Rule 3 of the

)i I ll•.■.'.

,e; Road Tehsil Tanci,

r- ■ : if
r*'

to Rs. i0,0G2,017/-■-'-L m-Tie ofi advance sayrnents amouniing 
?v,hich ^vere recovered through TEOj to the corilrECior without 
m'loc'Jtion of road and structure works for this act of omission it was 
piesumed ,10 be a huge corruption and loss to the government 
exchequer, . , •
Vou have not conducted joint .survey to ascertain the actual Natural 
Surface Level (idSL) for work out the earth work and other 
quantities, I
Vou have not carried the cuaiity control :eHe durvtg ine exc-ulipn
of '.vork

compeierjt authcrity, have tentatively 
O'i

-ts a i'esuli tnereof, i as
C^'SrWCl'the penalty of - /Vt i Ito irrpcse upon you

PpO-Cvi- " ui'dcr Rule 4 of the• Us/ y
'J

•..iCS,xo.c

thereof, required to show oa;jse as to why the atoresaid 
Quid not be iiTiposed upon you and also intirnate v/hether you desire to

.. Y 0 u a re
pena,:y sn 
be heard in person

no repiv to this notice is received within seven (07) days or not 
(■hv) days of- its delivery, it shall be cresumeo that you hav-oino 

t in and in litai case an ex-paiie actio;'! shan oe taken against y^u.

,t,. cc.pv-o:-the findings orthe inquiry committee is encloseo, |

!-<;
r
5- ,-:-.ore than fifteen 

t'ofer.co to 0
a
%

-!
t; i/iw

;
(Amjad Ali Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

Kr.yber Pakhtunkhwa

•b.ypik'n:' t?
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!«J'f oi' iv. iV!:;;:r< r-A,-'i-iTi.jNi\i iw/v 
' CC^'iiVlUNi'.; I'iOrJ A VVOiVKG ljEAAi‘;'i7diIMT

!■

i

E^'S.A3, '.h;o ;ol!0'.'/inc vvor'i p:ccf!c-dsd ngsinsi

:' ApkA.i-.A-'V.-a Govarr.nen! Sen/pni (Efi'iciprcy c. Discipline) Ruies, 2011 for 
ire ec.npn'.C' "Tor Dtier ;'-ioaci Tonsil Tangi, DiSi.nc; Charsac'cs":

me men SfJO COV; Sod uivipion Chemaocp r.o'.v pcsicC as SCO 
S'.::- S'i'.'iiiicr, Bcsri, Cnii.'s!

3.u;0;'';, Jiipn ScO Erginec.'

■•; .

.rmcem.'mes in

SVV Division Cnarsacdo.

:'-e.'ved charge sheei/or ihc saic ac; of rnisconcTic; Ihsy wen;

'i'i-o.o.''.'Ons

coiTiprisiri-j oi fdr. Ahmad Jan A-ndi (f'CS cG 
Sycd iviLii'''anin‘iad liyac Shah

.rc'jiry cc:'nii-ili:2C-

2;c.-o.r.7 Comi'aissiorcr Pesn.'-vvar anci Engr.

:n:v:c) PKHA Pcshav/pr v;as appoinied, v.-hp' sebmiPcd ihe inguiry
•rr.'C':;::!

•f -omn I .aI

ir.e Cornpeierii Auincriiy ciiior having consid-sred iha ci'.argos, 
r-vp-or'i of ine in-ouify coiVinniifee, explarisiion cr the officor/official 

d-'-r.- pov/ers under R'jl2-K(5)(;i) cf Khybsr Pakhtu.nkhvva Civil Servants 
■; .i. if'm.'m'iir.O; R'-.'les. 2011 has been pleaseo lo impos-e she rnaior per,a!:y o\

• f'cr.'i .ffervic-o'' open in-.:- aforeri'i-er.'.icned oli'icer/ohiciai

:eccr;;.
■■ :;'<;:rs::iU :>

SECRETAfTV TO
Governn'ien; of Knyoer f^skniuriknwa 

Commur,ic3tion 0 Works Department
: nnd chug i;•
'o ino •

. .•.u'':;, -O-mcr.-i:. ;<r.vper Pakh'.urikh.w.j. PesIirivmr
miraiive Sdr/'esaries Gov: of Ki'iyber Paknlunkh.'/.'a Pesha'.vsr 
.-Gk-in, mfmsi/aci.jre A Coord Do;d;, FATA Seal VVr.rsnk-Rojd, Peshawar

-.'-.Oi E:v::;:‘<oer',;, CSV7 Pes'nO'.var

• E:'ni:-ier,:' EOAA AbboUabad 
no Dirooi-sr P;-\!-;.A Peslnawar 

.e-oi.as.-.din;, En-glriOar'COW Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lo'.ver 
:• SCI Ou-3c:s.' Pf-TJ CAW Peshawar

'ErC'-nei-;.' CAW Dr/ision Ciiarsa-dda/Chitrai 
• C:’'.ef Scsi'.aary PA:n,jab, Sindi'i an-d Saijchistan

Oi'iaf S'iirraary yoer Pakhiunkrw.'a, Pgshawar 
.. ■ .-'Cco:;:'.:s Ofneer Charsaeda.^Chimai

AW Deparii-nen.;, Pabriav/ar 
;,r Pr-nr.s for p,:b:;c;a;:on

CAA-.'i'osr.avv.oi'

rr-

I
- OT.cr-' (PAC;I

I
? l.Ailo:;.;- nonce':';;::;

y

(aSIviA.;--! JAi-J) 
SEC^nON Or-''iCEP (Esib)i-

-i

m
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1.
( GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013, 
Dated Peshawar, the Nov 10, 2014

f
TO

Mr. Ikramullah 
The then SDO 
C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

I

Subject: Appeal against “Dismissal from Service" ordered by Secretary] C&W
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to the orders and 
directions of the Chief Secretary Khvber Pakhtunkhwa

am directed to refer your appeal/representation dated 16,09.2014 and the! same

was examined and submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister). The

Competent Authority has rejected.

2, You are hereby informed accordingly.

(USMANlJAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

Endst even No. & date

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department. Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

I

I



■

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR |

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1366 OF 2014
AppellantMr. Ikramullah Khan 

Ex-SDO C&W Sub Division 
Charsadda

V'

r Versus

RespondentsGovt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Peshawar
Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department, Peshawar
Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar
Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

Joint Parawise Comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1 to_4

1.

2.

3.
4.

Respectfully Sheweth
Preliminary Objections
1. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
2. That the appellant has not Come to this Tribunal with clean hands.
3. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
4. That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non-joinder and mis-joinder of

necessary parties |
5. That the appellant is estoped by ,his own conduct to file the instant appeal
Facts

■ 1. As per record !
2 Correct to Jhe extent that on a complaint of NAB Authorities, $ formal iripuiry 

regarding ‘TORDHER Road Tehsil tangi District Charsadda” was conducted 
against the officer/official of C&W Department, including the appellant through 
inquiry committee under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&D Rules, 2011. Proper charge 
sheets/SOAs were served upon the officer/officiai including the appellant 
(Annex-1). The inquiry committee submitted their report (Annex-11), whereby the 
inquiry committee recommended that since the charges provided in the charge 
sheet/SOAs are partially proved, a minor penalty of “stoppage of increment for 
two years” may be imposed on both the officer/officiai for comrriitting irregularity.

I
■!.

Ik
if

3. Correct to the extent, that the applicant denied from the charges leveled against 
him, however the inquiry committee did not agree with his stance and clearly 
mentioned in the conclusion/findings pf formal inquiry that charges are proved 
against him.

I

‘.3r 4. As explained in paras 2 & 3 above - I
5. Correct to the extent, that after approval of the competent authority, show cause 

notices containing tentative minor penalty of “stoppage of annual increments for 
02 years” was served upon the responsible officer/official including the appellant 
through C&W Department letter dated 08.05.2014 with the, direction to submit 
their replies (Annex-Ill).

6. As per record, reply to the show cause of the appellant was properly examined 
and submitted to Competent Authority (Chief Secretary) for orders with the view 
that inquiry committee has clearly mentioned in the recomm|endations that the 
charges are partially proved for committing irregularity of advance payment, the 
work has not been completed as per technical sanction/design nor conducted 
proper quality control test. Besides this, he was given ample |Chances to defend 
himself. Moreover, the appellant was also made request in his show cause reply

II

L

BSWT

'



for personal hearing. Therefore^ the Competent Authority |Was afforded an 
opportunity for detailed hearing in the presence of C&W Department 
representative, on 20.08.2014; But he did not bring any fact or point of law 
afresh. After the referred personal hearing, the Competent Authority imposed 
major penalty of “Dismissal from Service" upon the appellant and accordingly the 
C&W Department notified the order on 02.09.2014 (Annex4V)'

7. As per record his departmental appeal processed and submitted to Competent 
Authority (Chief Minister) for order, who rejected his departrriental appeal and 
accordingly informed the appellant on 10.11.2014 (Annex-V). |

8. Incorrect, as explained in para 2 & 6 above ,
9. No comments ;

10. Incorrect, the impugned order is in accordance with law |

Grounds i
------------------------ 1 '

A. Incorrect, that the impugned order is in accordance with law and |rules
B. Incorrect, the charges leveled against the appellant were propprly inquired and 

were proved against him as per inquiry report of the inquiry committee.

C. Incorrect, both accused officer/official Including the appellant were called for
personal hearing on 20.08.2014, opportunity of detailed personal hearing was 
given to the applicant as per rules/procedure. j

D. Incorrect, the appellant is involved in the irregularity as per instant inquiry and all
the matters were carried out in accordance with relevant rules and law, and with 
the approval of the Competent Authority. '

E. Incorrect, as explained in paras mentioned above. ^

F. Incorrect, all relevant rules have been followed and action taken is within the
prescribed law as explained in paras mentioned above. i

G. Incorrect, as explained in Para-F of the grounds. |

H. Incorrect. The Competent Authority is not bound to the recommendations of
inquiry committee. —

I. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above ^

J. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above :

K. Incorrect.

L. The Respondents would like to seek permission of this Hon’able Tribunal to
produce more grounds during the time of arguments. ■

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the instant appeal may kindly be 

dismissed with cost.

II
fi-

J
I
f
t
l:

^tre)Secretal^ to. 
Khyb

of Chief En^neeniP 
C&W Pesh^ar 

(Respondent hlo. 3)
htunkhwa 

CS^pepartment 
(Respondents No. 1 & 2)

j.

>

Executiv
C&W^i^|cJh Charsadda 

(^fepondent No. 4)

neer
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■ CHARGE SHEET /

iviuhsmmad ShahzacJ Arbab,- Chisi SecreUuy, Kbybcr

Ikramuiiah, Assistant 
SDO CeA'V Sub

.'Vharzax.

competent authority, charge you 
(3S-:7) CSA^/ Deparinent, presently working as 

■Vivisic:: Charsudcia.

v'U'.i vviiilu i:)Os!eil, .:is 
;c rovvino i-repularities in t!'e work

l^a.jhVi.inkhw'a as

SDO CdtW Sub Ijivisiun CIuhSwIlIlI;! cuinniiUcU 
'Tor Dher Rood Tehsil lanoi. District

; •
made an'advance payments amcanting to y-Sd Cm, ■ 

.-ecovered Ihropgh TEO) to the contractor vmn™, 
of road and structure works for this act ol omission n wa.

less to the governmicnt

t .••■itich were 
t^xecuiton .
presumed to be a huge corruption an 
t.'xciieguer.

ascertain the actual Natural 
tlie earth work and other

vcL' have not conducted joint survey to 
Sunace Level (NSL) for work out 
quantities.

Y'Su have not carried the 
■of V'/ork

quality control rests during the execution
ii;.

of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under

Servants Ai'icieiicy & 
eh iiable to sii or any of the

uy "oaSwn
Pakir.'.Linkhwa Governnrent i 

2011 and have rendered yours
•cl' ri-'O Kivyoer

Disciplnary) Roles, 
:er,aii.f:fS.scec;Led m Rul~-4 ibid.

subrnit your v/ritten defence within, ten (10) 

i of this charge sheet to the Inquiry (Clicer/Commitlee
YOU are, therefore, required to 

•uay'S o; the receip 
.rase n-.'.iv be.

as the

should reach the Inquiry Officer/ Committee i 
vvhich it shall be presumed that you have no ! 

action shall be tai^en against you.

'•.'otj)- W'lllen defence, if sny 

uociiied period, failing 
to make and in that case'expane

4

■.'htnin

..miencL

Statement or Allegations is enclosed.ITS

Arl rXi ,
...............r-—'

([vVjhaiTTimad-Shahzad Arbab)
■ Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhvt/a

1

I /01/20i4
>*
T

t ■

I
I
Is
■'it
1
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ni^niPl iNARY A^IIQM
Pakhlunl'.hv.'a, j3S^ Chief Secrefory, Khyber

IKramullah. Assisian; Engineer (BS-17) 
' ion Chai-sadda has

fviuhai-nmacl Shahzad Arbab

of the opinion U'.ai; -Miihoi'ily, am
SDO Cc:.W Sub Division

nV'/ Doparflment, p/eseritly working as
ccmiv.i'.iocl li^e following

proceeded ogains-. GovornrtVoni10 .00;-,;;-r.5eil linPlo ihe Khyber Pakhmnhhv.a
,-;;-3;oris. vAhin Iho meaning ■- 

c\ Disciplinary) Rules. 201V.
;■ is ',’ciiicienc/

allegationsSTATEMENliPi:

SDO CSVV Sun Division 

work "Tor Ober !

■ , ChasDdda commiUed

Road Tehsil Tangi, Disfriefposicd 
irrcgulariiieu in Une

as'•Thai bo

;oii:;v;ing 
Cnarsaddia :
ine

arr^ountiny lo Fls.l0,00T|^7A 
-rpoi to me contractor w bom

act of omission it was
lo the government

He made an advance payments 
' (wElch vrere for fnrs

TS^^’otmiecorropflon and loso

exenequer.
,0 ascedain the actual NTumi

.(,3 earth work and jomw 

l
during the execution of

onducted joint survey
for work outHe has not c 

Surface 
quantities.

II. Levei (NSL)

testst carried the quality control
He has no
work to'the' aboveA,d with reisrehce 

of ihe fcllov/ing. is constitute
of inquiry against the said

officsr/incuiry committee, consisting

cccus
Fo.' the purpose

5!-, mo.uiry.•ilcgcxons.

•/,<b L.
rH3lO[l)(3)oftneib;d rules.

/■ ?
/

7-■ jncer
J J0-^ / ?]C -ri-rr0 \j P 'nkw

/
n ofwith the provisions 

accused, record xs 
I'.ienclatio'ns os

i:.
7 accordance

to the
irv Comir.ittee snail, i'The irvquiry CTcer/lnquiry

.■•1 of heani'ig
this order, recom

reasonable opcortunivy icLid mies. provide m
3nci make, within thirty cays

r appropriate action against the

l.i're cf receipt 0
-ndmqs ; ccused. I

.ntalive of lh= Deparlmenl|Shan

plate faed by the induiry Officer/ Inciarp

•shn-.'int or olhe:O’jn
a well conversant repres.i 

tune and
The accused and 

oroceedings 
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10 )Vi'oviilc ;ill t:v. ix'lcv'nni rcco)';! fcc;ni;-ct.i h\- ihc cnqiai'y

oliio.;;vo;iici:i! >vcic ilnvciLo lo .i|-Ji-,i.ar bclbu.'. ilic cnqiiiiy c.on’.L'niucc oil 25lh 
i .• -r aL i;:;: oifico -o: oiK'. of liic coiiiiniClec irtoinbcos r.i Eaclia Kluiii Chowk

boag wiiuca icpiy in iigi-.t or charge sheet • (Annv.\urc-1)), Titci 
;-:!:r:a, ;:i>i;-ca,'ch bcfcirc the inquiry coinniitlcc in hie olTicc or Acidilional Depiily', 

on of Iq.ibi'oary, fiicy requested some urne spues for oubir.issioii of 
• cpiy, as siici-., hu-y were directed to submit tl'.eir rer.Uo: on c: before 3rd of 

..■.•.rcn uoi-i in ■.heir defense, they siibniiucd '.vritlcn replies on 2nd of March dOM which'
V-

cci coptc:; oi rcievani stage ol contract agrccmeiu vritii lire excerpt highlighted,' 
t.cn,'-. rt c'.'cry _00 mete;, e. single page long section, a calcuiatioi; sheet based on the I 
nons, a r-rngde j/age iDcs.gii Siveei and llirec pages slio'.ving test resuits for ■■compaction ! 

V. oa;.c cow'se, course unci suberade niong '.vitii some piiotogti'nnhs .'ind'eopy ofl

ids. 1000201 i;./-. ' 1

e enmin

.■.-r,cc

-see

u *

. .-.c OM'me record-.'.vas also iiros’idcd-by ihe ofi'scc of live focal jyerson i-c Executive 
• r";g;:;:;c;' Di\’ision Charsadda (nominatcci as focal person by ’die Ciilef Engineer

f .:itc:r f ..VcV\' ; )ci;ar;ineni). 1

'■ Cony of'i'hO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/-

Co:;;.- nj' 7:1; Running B::l (minus biil Ibr the above mentioned amount) 
riii-'.y lb (iiiiiiracl .Ae.i'ecniCiU 
Co.-y-' of W'orlt Order 

. -Co;’-;.- ufComp-arative Statement 
Co;t'/ of P.O'dse-;i Adntinistralive Ap;-)rovrJ 
Copy of NIT

■ Copy'- of Tceiinical Sanction Estimate

4"', 5''' anti 6'" running bills

'■ Cot.-ics ot reicrant pages of MBs (Measurement Books)

//

i:.l •• r,l 
, CCopies of 2

: recent: of tite reithes/written. statcmeni of the officcr/official, tuKl record from the i

.■!i:.cc ot t'te ioctd• person, a r.ttmbcr'of ntectings were held ettcitded t}.’ iiic accused |

.it.mcr/'orncial, loactlicr 'vith s:ie visit of ti're cominittee on 17/4/2014 in presence of Mr. '

miini:;;'; biJ'j and jvir.Snafaat L'liaii Sub niiginccr. Tltc visi'i itowever Itad to be brought '

^■.••. ur, c:t;: tnecsfi'tlcte due to rainiaii. Subscqticntly the site was visited by the eoivimiuec

.; ■ ;>:■:' '■.■•isu-d ii'ispecuon Oi il'ie road in subject. Photogrtinhs of ihc damaged portions
/A

'•.■■..'C u.itci'i R;i'.-.erusai and I'ecotd. (Annc-xurc-lii)
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/7y^A'£X-ML
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUMKHVVa- 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. 5OE/C&WD/8-27/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the May 08. 2G14

'W m.T#■'%

c> I%e#.'r

1

TO
Mr. Ikramullah
SDO C&W Sub Division
Charsadda

TOR DHER ROAD TBHSIL TANGL DISTRICT CHARSADDA•Subject:

herev'/ithdirected to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose

Notice containing tentative minor penalty o
I am

two copies of the show cause
of annual' increment for ‘ two years” alongwith inquiry repori

“Stoppage

conducted by inquiry connmittee comprising
Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas 

(BS-19).Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar 
the show cause Notice may be returned to this Department after having signeo

token Of receipt.immediately.

of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS.-'lo)
Shah

NO cooy O’and to state that the 2

1

.!
as a

directed to submit your reply, if any, within 7 clays of the deiwory 

otherwise, it will be presuiT>ed that you have nothing to put
You are

of this letter.

defence and ex-party action will follow.

2.
in youi ,

desire to be'heard Mi'further directed to intirnete whether you3. You are 

person or otherwise'.

(USMAN JAN} 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

t

Fndst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

i

i •v''Vii
SECTION OFFICE^ (Estb]■>
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S1-10VV C/ AtJSE NOTICiiif #f ;.:-,r.hv'L. 03 Eon'ipeliho;S'i'.'.r-r'Oirsi'iyb-sr y 
Pashiiioi.l'iv/:: Govv;rM! 3cs‘vr.iiuS ilrifiCiOncy

li'-,ri';r'!Uillc':i"i, -'.sbisuini F.nQinoftr 
SCO C'iiVV Sub Division

3. SCI 1, cG barcby servo you

:e sc n 1.1 y viorkiriQ asy G ■ ■' ‘bcparin'eiG,

:!;-,-v:.;VC'C VO loilOWS,

oonseciueni upon iiic coiupicPion of li'icun'y conducled nyaiuot you 
con'imiifes for which you •.vere given opporiunily of 

nriQ vide dated 25.02,20.14; and
ihrougl'i the findings and rccornrnendaiiGns ct the inquiry 

the niaterial on record and other connected papers 
iinc vcAir deie'nce before the inquiry coiriiTiittee,

the inquipy

;:v- going
.r.c/r.rnii.tee
.i'lcii-ia

SOO Cc’A'V Sub Division

: .i;| ii.n I tv; " 1

satisfied that you while posted as
in li'.'•

District Charsandah specified in Rule 3 of the
,-l:! ri.-miMU;:.'’-! Ihu Inlli'.'.vii l-| . u/-• ■.

Tehsi;Dr,or Rcao nngi

sale ■ -.'cs.

'rsu rnapir. ^:,n advance payments am.ouniing to Rs. i0,u02,017 ^ 
iv/hich were recovered through TEO; to the coritracior withoui 
execution of road and structure works for this act oi omission it was 
oiesumod .to be a' huge corruption and loss to me government 
exchequer.
You have not.uonducted'ioint survey to ascertain the actual Natural 
Surface Level (N5L) for work out the edm work and.otner
quantities.
r'eu hove not carried the quality contro' :e 
of v.'or-;

,0 riurir.': the execuhon

competeii! autironty, have teniativsiy ^a result tnereef, i ass
the penally of"'wexmo to Irnixose uiron, you

” under Rule 4 of the'.'W'.:i- (y
'J

;:oic ■••des.

You are, thereof, required to show oa^use as to why the atorBsaid 
V -shouid not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire topena,; 

be heard in person.

If no rcplv to this notice is received within seven (Q7) days or not 
(1.5) days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you have no 

,5 ii‘i and in that case an ex-pane acticr! shall oe laxen against yuu.

Y cepv cf tii.e findings of the inquiry commi;tc-e is enclosed.

I
0" ore than fifteen 
vc:fei'’'.e to p

t
■

i)I /('
%■

Y. (Amijad Ail Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

K r. y b e r P a k h I u n K h w a
_5__/Cji'2014s

I
n
g

I
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i.v [v'OKk rvM^i-lTiJi-lKI'lW/v

',r.;0 ;'oi!c.'/ing oiflcer/oiii-iai wai'';: p.'ccn-idsd ngsiriSi 
.:e:' GDverr.rr'.en; S-rr/cni (Efncisncy c. Discipiin-j) Rules. 2011 for

"Tor Dhsr Road Tohsil Ts-ogi. iOintrlc; Charsadca";

R/HEREAS*; \*'

u'-ocu'.ooiioa d'e sohorr.e

ihe ihc-n SOO Cc.VV Suo Oiivisior Cao.-oodco r.O'.v posiee c.;c SDO
Ri'.'i’.'rio:'. B'.'cr;, Cnii.'olSu

:Ai.ouja' JRjh 5iub Efigmeer CLW Oivisio."^ Cr.a.'-saciaa.

r ii'iO so:d Qc: of rriscor.duc: ihey v/e:':"; da.'ved charge sheei/

;:;Ieor,'.'.or-iS

O'jiry co"ii''ii(’,2e ccrr.prion'ig of Iv'r. Ahmad .Jar, Afrid; ;RCS EG

Sycd i'/iui'ianin'iad iiyas Shah 
;-i" . •.iaiiv.o M'a'iuc} PRldA Pcshav.or v;as appoinicd, '.vl-iO subrr.ihcd ihe m.cy.iiry

an .n

‘ Jca;:'’.' 'So'.'amis;iioacr Pesiiawar anci ungr.■• O' O'k:

the Cornpeie.'ii /‘.uthicfiiy 'afier hicvirto corioidared ihe cha.'gss,■ "HE-'-EhSi'iE

c::.'/ .••apGh o; Ihe i.iq-jiry co:ivT,ih£e, explanaiion c’ ihe officer,'official 
-■ L’.^e.-.rio'j o; :h.:, .or/.vere ur.de,' Ruic-l-<(5)(ii) of Khyber Paktfifunknwa Civil Servants

has been pieasee lo i.'npose dne major penally of

u'.Cr.:'c;00r.:

:: S, D.mnei.ne; Huios. 2C1;

rarvic-:;'' uoor, iiio aforeme,"’.ioned oiiicer/officiai.

S5CRETARV r.O
Gcvernn'ieni of Khyber Pakhiunkhwo 

Communication C Vv'orko Department

'r ihv -

'•.'•.ver pr',r',h;i.;nkl'Avn, Peslinwni'

.■'.nnr-.isirawe Seoreianes Gov; o' Khyber Pakhtunkhv.'a Pesha'.v'ar 
•; - inf.n'KH:■ .'ciuTe h Coofc De;;U, F.ATA Soot! W.nfsnK Rnod. PGshav.'ar

EMprieers, CCVv Peshrr.var 
- Er.-ine:.'.:'£0,A,~. Abbottmoad , .

.'.nyr.g Direoior PKrkh, PsslTav.'ar

..:;,o;:n;e.".oi.'r:i Engl.-reer CoVV Circle, Peshawsr/Dir Lower 
Dir-oc:o.'Pivhj CdVV Peshawar

'Enryneer Cow' Oivisior, Charsac-da/Chitrai 
.: Cr.ie: So ore;ary Pab, Si,ndh ar'.c Eeiucnistan 

Z-£.£, S-':ore;ary Khyo.er Pakh-unkhwa, Pesha'.var 
ocour.'.s Gf'ioer Ciier£.odda.’'Ch:iral 

....... . i'Pa:;;;. C ;.VV. DepartiVien;, Pesrtawar
•; r.-; '^:w:..r.z Pr;■?s.s far p.:i-:;:c:;i;ic-n
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION Sc WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 
Dated Peshawar, the Nov 10, 2014

1

M

f
JO

Mr. Ikramullah 
The then SDO 
C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

Subject; Appeal against ‘‘Dismissal from Service" ordered by vSecretary C&W
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to the orders and
directions of the Chief Secretary Khvber Pakhtunkhwa

! am directed to refer your appeal/representation dated 16.09.2014 and the same

was examined and submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister). The

Competent Authority has rejected.

2. t. You are hereby informed accordingly.

0^ I

(l/SMAf^ JAN) 
SECTION OFF CER (Estb)

Endst even No. & date

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

O____/STNo. ^ Dated 23 / 04 /2015

To
The Secretary, C & W Department Govt of KPK Peshawar.

Subject: - APPEAL NO. 1366 & 1367 OF 2014, IKRAM ULLAH KHAN & SHAFAAT .
ULLAH VS CHIEF SECREATARY GOVT OF KPK PESHAWAR AND
OTHERS.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 08.04.2015-^assed 
by this Tribunal on subject appeal for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

REGISTRAR 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
. PESHAWAR.


