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.08.04.2015 Appellant with counsel (Mr. Ijaz Anwar, advocate) and Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, GP with Saleem Shah, Supdt. for the respondents 

present. Arguments heard._ Record perused. Vide our detailed 

judgment of to-day in connected Service Appeal No.. 1366/2014, 

titled “ Ikram Ullah Khan Versus Government of Kliyber 

Palditunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil Sectt. Peshawar etc.”, 

this appeal is also-decided as per detailed judgment. Parties are left 

. to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room. ! . i-f
r.

ANNOUNCED ;08.04.2015 • .1
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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^^05.2015.

Ch

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.

10,03.2015

Ij^nan
C

i

I..

y-j y/
Appellant with counsel (Mr. Ijaz 'Anwar, '

4'' ^ .

Advocate] and Mr. Muhammad |an, GP with Saleem ^^Shah,'/
^ ^ -v *

Supdt. for the respondents present. Arguments- hearS. To
/.: V/
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19.3.2015

come up for order on 25.3.2015. '>•
/•s
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Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad .Tan, :GP -with -25.3.2015

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

work, case is adjourned to 8.4.2015 for order.
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Form- A V

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1367/2014Case No.

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

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Shafaat Ullah presented today by Mr. 

Ijaz Anwar Advocate may be entered in the Institution register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order.

28.11.20141

R^TRAR /

i

I

Appellant with counsel present. The learned 

counsel for the appellant submitted that in violation, 

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
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR .2^

Appeal No.13^7/2Q14

Shafaal ullah Ex Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda
............................................................................... (Appellant)

VERSUS

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

(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 

dated 2.9.2014

A&B 7-g\

3 9-/4c
4 D

5 E 17

6 Copies of departmental appeal 
16.9.2014 and rejection order 

dated 10.11.2014 

Others documents related to the 

proceedings.
Vakalatnama.

F&G

\ 1

8

\ Appenhnt\
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Advocate Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No.06^2014

Shafaat ullah Ex Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda
..................................................................................... (Appellant)

VERSUS

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

2. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunldiwa 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, asainst which the Departmental
Appeal dated 16,9,2014 has been rejected vide order V

dated 10.1L2014,

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 full back wages and benefits of service.

ReApfcrfullv Submitted:

1. That the appellant was working as Sub Engineer in the respondent
lastly posted as Sub Engineer C&W Divisiondepartment, and was j

Charsadda.

\
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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 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 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.

iii. 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 

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.
i

■t-

I
11.

1
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4. That in the meantime the inquiry committee conducted the inquiry 

and submitted its findings/recommendations as follows:

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

its wisdom recommends the following:-

''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/official 
for committing irregularity and not ensuring proper quality 

control .
(Copies of the inquiry report is attached as annexure C).

V

t
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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, J 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”

attached as tinnexure I^.

6. ThaX 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 shov/ cause notice, the appellant was awarded the m_ajor penalty 

of dismissal Ifom 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 ryide letter dated LO.l 1.2014. (Copies of departmental 
appeal 16.9.2014 and rejection order dated 10.11.2014 are attached 

as annexure -

same w^as

8. Ihat appellant has never committed any act or omission which could 

be teiTued, ,as iriis.conduct, albeit bee.n. a’vvarded the penally of 

"Dismissal from Service. "

9. That the appellant is jobless sinpethe iilegaf removal trom service.

10. iTpit the impugned Penalty .Order a; ihega! un'avvliil against law' and 

facts hynce liable to nc set aside inter alia on the following grounds :

NDS.OF APPEAL,

A. i.liai rhu appoilant. uas, nor been treated in accordance with law 

!S rights secured and guaraiiteed under the law- are badlynen
: .violated,

B. That ihc appellant has duly rebutted and rcmted the allegations 

^ ' by cxpiaiiung-oyeipr chargcrmTbilovvs:.. . • '

The advance payjneiit ol ks. 1000201'//- has been fnhy 

recovervailbr-i;,^)i enter ornc]' (TEG) and as such
!0 loss to the Govt. This statement of the

is' undisputed and 

^emm'Uhe ■ pj'csumpiion of 

hu: Govt Exchequer

I.

there remains 

'r-;quE;yhionnrB:TeeTn'i.m>':
Gair-.y ouy. anyu/u;Ty. 

m and hms tr

s
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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 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.

11.

iii. The charge that the appellant has not carried out quality 

control test is baseless as stated in the show pause 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:-

Quality control tests were not carried out which puts the 

quality of work in doubt.

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

sub grade with some photographs.

Subsequently, the site was visited by the committee 

31.3.2014. This statement would show that the inquiry 

committee did not carry out any quality test report 
themselves to ascertain the truth of the quality tests carried 

out on the project.

C. That no proper procedure has been followed before awarding the 

major penalty of Dismissal from service to the appellant. No 

proper inquiry has been conducted, the appellant has not been 

associated with the inquiry proceedings,,^statements of witnesses 

if any were never taken in his presence nor he has been allowed 

opportunity of cross examination, moreover he has not been 

served with any show cause notice, thus the whole proceedings 

are defective in the eyes of law.

on

ki
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D. That the inquiry committee has recommended only the penalty of 

^tbp'page’‘(yf dhnuMihdfemehf'ft)h''tW6"y6^[f^, similafly thd same 
c6hveyd3‘'ih th'd' sftm^ Hus‘^'‘-ho^^^^ of

penalty beyond the one recommended or proposed in the show 

cause nbtice 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 as non­
speaking and also against the basic Principle of administration of 

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

law.

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.

That the charges leveled against the appellant were never proved 

in the enquiry, the enquiry officer gave his findings 

and conjunctures.

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

could be termed as misconduct, albeit been awarded the penalty 

of “Dismissal from Service. ”

I.

on surmises

I
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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^jection order dated 

10.11,2014 may, please be set-aside aAd tB^ appellant may 

please be re-instated in serviceYuli Hack wages and 

benefits of service, f \\ I

f/ant
Through

/JAZA/V^Ji

Advocate Peshawar
&

Sa/IS AMIN
Advocate, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shafaat ullah Ex Sub Engineer C&W Division 
Charsadda, do hereby solemnly affirm and decide on oath that 
the contents of the above noted appeal are true/an^correct and 
that nothing has been kept back or 
Honourable Tribunal.

fcncehled | from this

Depdp^t

a'
/j
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CHARGE SHEET
Whereas, I, Muhammad Shahzad Arbab, Chief Secretary, Khyber 

' Pakhtunkhwa, as competent authority, charge you, Shafaat Ullah, Sub Engineer 

^ (BS-11) C&W Department, presently working as Sub Engineer C&W Division 

Charsadda.

isI

"That you while posted, as Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda 

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

District Charsadda”:
i

4i. 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

1

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.

2.

3.

Your written defence, if any, should reach 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.

4.

The Statement of Allegations is enclosed.5.

\n
(Muhammara SnahT^ ---------------- -

ChiefSecrSary 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/01/2014



DISCIPLINARY ACTIONi-IE' I, Muhammad Shahzad Arbab, Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as 

Competent Authority, am of the opinion that Shafaat Ullah, Sub Engineer {BS-11) 

C&W Department, presently working as Sub Engineer C&W 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 Sub Engineer C&W Division Chasadda 

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

District Charsadda”:

f;

He made an advance payments ar^iounting to Rs.10,p02,017/- 
(vvhich 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 dut the earth work and other 
quantities.

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

1.

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

allegations, an inquiry officer/inquiry committee, consisting of the following, is constituted 

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

2.

AU: Me,
The Inquiry Offieer/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.

II.

3.

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

Committee.

4,

(Mnhammari^hqh'^^^Arb^i^) ^ 
ChiefSecretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/ /01/2014

u



w

■ \ ^

INQUIRY REPORT

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject:

1. AUTHORITY

Vide Secretary to Government of Khyber Paklitunlchwa, C&W Department Peshawar letter 
No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated February, 2014, an inquiry committee consisting of 
we, the undersigned, (Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi PCS EG BS-18 Additional 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 Palditunlchwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency and 
Discipline) Rules 2011 against the following officer/official of C&W Department on 
ground of mis-conduct (Annexure-A) in the subject cited case ;

i. Mr. Ikramullah SDO C&W,Sub Division Charsadda.
ii. Mr. Shafat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda.

Charge - Sheet and statement of allegation (Annexure-B) were served upon them from the 

competent authority (Chief Secretai'y). Each of the above officer/official was charged as 

under;-
/

“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/-(v/hich were 

recovered thi'ough 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.

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

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

11.

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

PROCEEDINGS2'

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



if; .

diiect the official concerned lo provide all the relevant record required by the 

committee (Annexure-C).'

The accused officer/official were directed to appear before the enquiry committee on 25th 

of February 2014 at the office of one of the committee members at Bacha Khan Chowk 

Peshawar along with written reply in light of charge sheet (Annexure-D). The 

officer/official appeared before the inquiry committee in the office of Additional Deputy 

Commissioner on 25th of February. They requested some time space for submission of 

their written reply, as such, they were directed to submit their replies on or before 3rd of 

March 2014. In their defense, they submitted written replies on 2nd of March 2014 which 

also contained copies of relevant page of contract agreement with the excerpt highlighted, 

X-sections at every 200 meter, a single page long section, a calculation sheet based on the 

X-sections, a single page Design Sheet and three pages showing lest results for compaction 

of base course, sub-base course and subgrade along with some photographs , and copy of 

TEO for recovery.of Rs. 10002018/-.

enquiry

I

/

The following record was also provided by the office of the focal person i-e Executive 

Engineer C&W Division Charsadda (nominated as focal person by the Chief Engineer 

Center C&W Department).

Copy of TEO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/-

Copy of 7th Runriing Bill (minus bill for the above mentioned amount)

Copy of Contract-Agreement

Copy of Work Order

Copy of Comparative Statement-

Copy of Revised Administrative Approval

Copy of NIT

Copy of Technical Sanction Estimate

Copies of E‘, 2'^'^, 3"^ 4‘'\ 5''' and 6"’ running bills

Copies of relevant pages of MBs (Measurement Books)

After receipt of the replies/written statement of the officer/official, and record from the 

office of the focal person, a number of meetings were held attended by the accused 

officer/officiai, together with site visit of the committee on 17/4/2014 in presence of Mr. 

Ikramullah SDO and Mr.Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer. The visit however had to be brought 

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

31/3/2014 for visual inspection of the road in subject. Photographs of the damaged porti 

were taken for perusal and record. (Annexure-E)
ons



COMMENTS ON THE REPLIES/RECORD3- \
I

The X'Sections, long section and calculation sheet showing the quantity of 15967.5 M3 

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

Further, there is no copy of level book attached.

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;

/4- FINDINGS:

In view of the replies/written statements and record provided to the Inquiry Committee, the 

findings are as under:-

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

measurement the quantum of excess work paid but not done, should have been completed 

as per technical sanction. In the instant case thicknesses of base and sub-base have not been 

provided according to the Technical Sanction/design.

All 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 field book available in support, the 

authenticity of the X-sections and long section is doubtful

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

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 a poor 
quality and lesser thicknesses. 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

■>

i.

5- CONCLUSION

Although sucli advance payments is an. irregularity but as mentioned in the charge sheet 

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

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

Technical sanction/design.

^covered through TEO, as such

-.1B
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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 out, based on experience, preliminary 

surveys, typical cross-sections and per meter cost of drains, pipe culverts, retaining walls 

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

r:...,
•

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

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

In view of the above, the allegations framed are partly proved.

6- RECOMMENDATION

Based on the above facts • and conclusions, the inquiry committee in its wisdom 

recommends the following actions;

i. Since the charges provided in the charge sheet/statement of allegations are partly 

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

the officer/official for committing irregul^ity and not ensuring proper quality 

control.

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

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 realized.

It.

; • /!1/k\ '^/ j-- •./
Engr. Syed MuHammtid Ilyas Shah 

Director Maintenance PKHA 
Peshawar

0
Alimad Ian Afridi 

Additional Deputy Commissioner 
Peshawar

b
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TO.

1. The Additional Deputy Commissioner 
Peshawar.

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

li
u

•
Subject:- INQUIRY REGARDING TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI

DISTRICT CHARSADDA

S.HEAD: WRITTEN STATEMENT.

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 / statement of allegations 
is follows please..

n
'-'k'4

1. As per Clause-7 of standard contract agreement, ail 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.

J.
' ii

2. It is not true that we have not conducted joint survey of the 
road befpre 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).

■y’'- •-
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3, It is a matter of fact that we have limited material testing 
laboratories in the province. Most of our Circle Labs are 
abundand and we are compelled to depend upon the lonely 
(Road & Testing Laboratory of PKHA) which caters for whole of 
the province. Hence due to rush of work on the Lab Staff, we 
have to wait for several weeks to get F.D.T's (Field Density 
Tests) and other samples for testing. Therefore important 
compaction tests on formation of embankment , Sub Base and 
Base course have duly been conducted during execution to 
give guidance in quality control (copy of test reports 
annexed please)

are

4. Looking to the ground reality and limited resources of survey 
and laboratory equipments, I have tried my level best to 
produce good results within the limited resources and that is 
why the road is open to traffic and serving the commuters in a 
better way and is in sustainable condition (Photographs 
attached)

Therefore keeping in view my explanation based on facts, it is 
requested that under signed may be exonerated of charges 
and give opportunity to be vigilant in future even more.

(SHAFAAT^LAH) 
Sub En^neer 

C&W Sub o'lvision 

Charsadda
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, Amjad Ali Khan Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as Competent 

Authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you, Mr. Shafaatullah, Sub Engineer 

{BS-11) C&W Department; presently working as Sub Engineer 0/0 XEN C&W 

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

ii. On going through the findings and recommendations of the 
inquiry committee, the material on record and other connected papers 
including your defence before the inquiry committee;

I am satisfied that you while posted as Sub Engineer 0/0 XEN C&W 

Division Charsadda committed the following acts/omissions in the scheme 

'Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda", specified in Rule 3 of 

: the said rules;

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.

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

/

As a result thereof, I, as competent authority, have tentatively 

decided to impose upon you

—
said rules.

2.
the penalty of" ,Vey<^LyU

'V'U'* ” under Rule 4 of the

You are, thereof, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid 
penalty should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to 

be heard in person.

3.

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 
defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

A copy of the findings of the inquiry committee is enclosed.

4.

5.

(Amjad Ali Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

5 /0572014

• .c - -fX,



The Chief Secretary, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar.

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 any way 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.

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.

2, 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, I may very kindly be exonerated from the charges 

and the tentative minor penalty proposed may be withdrawn.

3. I may also be heard in person.

■ouiTSj rice rely,

(SHAFRpmAH) 
Sub-Engii\eer 

C8W Division Charsadda,

H



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENTV

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 Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 for 
the alleged irregularities in the scheme 'Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda";

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

ii. Mr. Shafaal Ullah Sub Engineer G&W Division Charsadda.

2. AND WHEREAS, 
statement of allegations.

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

AND WHEREAS, an inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (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.

3.

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 powers under Rule-14(5)(ii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants 
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased to impose the major penalty of 
“Dismissal from Service” upon the aforementioned officer/official.

4.

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
2. 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
7. Superintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lower
8. Project Director PMU C&W Peshawar
9. Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda/Chitral

10. PS to Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan 
11 PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
12. District Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chitral 
13., Section Officer (PAC) C&W Department, Pesnawar 
14. Managing Printing Press for publication

,15. PS to Secretary, C&W Peshawar
16. Officer/Official concerned
17. Office order File/Personal File

(OSMAN JAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

u
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APPEAL
i-

My Reference No..._?'.Tr;X......
Oaled; September 2014. ! 'H),

li.E.Thc Chief Minister,
Khyber l^nkhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

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

j

1!

Ji 'le;ul; APPEAL AGAINST ‘DISMISSAL FROMT ,SF,1?vrrF 
i?Y SKCRP/rAin^ rX'W oKp-i-p. OUDEI^El)

____________ K.P. IN RESPONSE TO 'niE
ORDERS & DIRECTIONS OF THE rHTEF SECRETAljV iLP.

Reference: Secretary to Govt., of Khyber Pakhtunklnva Communication ^ 

Works department Order no. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 
Scplcmhci' 02, 2014 (Aunexure ‘‘A’)

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

lavour of your kind and just consideration, please.
(1) I was working as Sub Engineer in the Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

C&W clcparLincnL and

5
■i

was posted as Sub Pnoincer, C&W division, Cluirsaddti..
(2) 1 executed a scheme “Tor Dhei; Road Tehsil 'I'angi, district Charsadda

in the capacity of Sub Engineer along with the S.D.O. and fixeculivc fuigincer. 
Subsequently, 1 was dismissed from service vide order under reference on gi'ounds 

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

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

norms of justice for ihc reasons brielly explained below:-

•)'

1i

a 1 I w;is issued “SHOW CAUSE NOTICE i ? (Annexure ML) containing 
tentative minor penalty of stoppage of annual increments for two years’ along with
enquiry report conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad .Ian 
Atridi’ (PCS EG BS-18) Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar and Hnoincer 

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

'I
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■ a „ I , '-calizing that the two main ‘charges’ of the show cause notice
c cha.gc sheet stand quashed, the ‘inquiry team’ tried to put a new -sour in the 

Show Cause Notice by raising either extraneous
z.s ,, contradictory issues viz.
(0 ,Kon completion of work as per technical sanction / desion.
(ii) Quality control tests

or

were not carried out which puts the quality of
work in doubt.

(iii)- Survey for earthwork compuLaLion was not carried out
The brief reply to the above issues are:-

!
!

S.No Issues in the Inquiry Report

Non-completion of work 

Lechnieai sanction / design.

Reply / Explanation.
1. - It isas per aiT extraneous issue neither 

rajsed in the ehnrne sheet nor sho\v
cause notice. Hence leQailv^ ii 
hllEithtilcvcrJieapjisida^^^^^ for ajgy 

^iicnahy^ on me in the figiu of the 

decision made by the ‘August 
Civil Courts’ in such like service — 

cases (hereinafter described under 
Para IV).

- Ihe inquiry committee badly 

failed to fix
3

responsibility of 
default on the right person which 

has been given in clear words in
the ‘Technical Sanction Letter’ at 
Annexure ‘D’ and reproduced 

below;-
“The Executive Engineer should be 

responsible for the suitability of 

design, reasonability of rates' and 

execution of work according 

approved specifications and scope 

of work as per administrative 

approval".

I
a

ifo

i-

i
f
f.
[

i
i
i-
f-

;
y
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S.No Issues ill the Inquiry Report Reply / Explanation.

inis-slalcincni, licnce 
legal iinporiancc.

carries no

3. Joint survey not carried out. - "I'liere :were no eonsultaiiLs for
tile project. H e n ce no joint• .
survey was possible. 'The fael has
been adiniKi^d in the iiKiuirv
report under caption
!!CONcijasiON” thein
following words.
‘^Joint survey was not conducted to 

asceitain the actual NJSE to wc)rk 

out the earthworks and other 

quantities. However, in such like- 
works, ^vhere eonsultaiits i
not en»a»ed, in view of limited
cciuipment, the quantities

ire

Ill a V
be work out. based on
experience, pj'eliniinarv
surveys. I

jb-oper survey was carried out.
Tjie inquiry - committee were
llivcn survey cross sections etc.
as admitted by them in the
iiiquiry retxirt under the caption 

‘PROCEEDINGS’ 
lollowing words.
“They submitted X-scctions 

every 200 meter, a single 

long section, a calculation sheet 
based on X-seetions 

-The inquiry committee dicEnt
piacfically check the submitted

1

them

-j
at•i

page
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S.No issues in the Inquiry Report Keply/Explanation.

siirvey X-sections hut reiecteci
them on speculations.
eon lectures a nd su bmises as‘ !

proved fro m Hie {'oliowinp
statements in tlie iiujuiry reporl,

® Subsequently, the site was visited 

by the committee on 31.3.2014 for 

the visual inspection of the road in 

the subject (Idcasc see the caption) 

“PROChi'DlNGS"
® “The X-sections, long sections

and calculation sheet showing the 

quantity of I 5967.5 MXseem to be
not based on actual
(Please sec these remarks in Para 

3 of inquiry report). 'Phe use of the 

word ‘ScenT manih-sK 

/ spccLiiation.

survey^h

conjcclugc

I
n I he snow CAUSE NOTICE” shows UoU on ,he bnsis of Ihree 

I leiicd charges against .ne, the eo.npetent an.honty conlen.plaied i.npnsi.ion 

ii.noi penalty (v,z. stoppage of annual increment for two years). But when 

tc mquuy team m the mquiry report (Annexure ‘C’) turned down the main 
J charges (out ol the three) having no merit or truth as explained under 

. o.e.sa.d 1 ara I, ,t was expected that the competent authority iu the ‘Order’ 
(deciding linally m the case) on the basis of one charge (thoimh 

iKive further, reduced the ‘minor penalty’ of stoppage of
increments’. But instead, the competent authority decided i 
PeiinKy’ ol my dismissal IV

.1

not valid) should 

Hvo iimuial
imposition of‘Major

.... , . service on (he basis of one charge in (he Held
which IS biased, unlogieal & unjust.

IV EXTRANEOUS FAPT.S ^NQTSUSTAINARI E
Com t Rulintis fin other service cases'!

/
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Quolc:-
show

I'Mquiry and reliance 

cause notice. Reliance
to remain within four corners of contents (f 

on exli aneoits matter tanlamoimt to condemning 
(Civd Service Laws by Mazhar Ilyas Nagi -

m , ~ ‘^Mujahid A.Abbas Rizvi
hhawalpur I98j PLC (C.S) 1127 (P.S T)
Quotc:-

withoKi opportunity of being heard". 
Vol.Il - Pakistan Low LI.oiiseI V.SP.

Laicjiury officer cannot embark 
to charge and come to light during 

charge sheet upon civil servant. "

upon matters which are extraneous

withenquiry. He is legally bound to deal only

{I'ifty two years '
Quote:-

■s-c^/'wc-e knv digest (I947-I99S) - Page 619 case NLP !9P2 TO 2I9> 
Dismissal order passed on die basis of findings of inquiry offLer 

arrmedal in .. of maleriai extraneous to cbarglsbeeLcaL '

'yo accepting appeal and setting aside impugned dismissal order, 
d-ijty two years ' service law digest 1947-1998 Page 696

case NLR 1982 'I'D219}

UNOUOriC;-
V Tlint 1 have ^lon» and clear service enrem- of 23 

department. The nenalty of ‘Dismissal . '

me in finandal hardshin. ■
lliero arc :i number of judgments of the .T,.>„.st civil (-om-f. i„ such
ll ere the Government and the . 

to take very lenient view on Inimnnitarinn 

eorruntion thoiiLHi

years in the C&W
of Service’ shall he a bi<: blow on my

like eases
competent atithorin^ wert- directed 
- irrounds even in proven cases of

, . . mLcase contains totally baseless charges, dn.l fVw .........
decisions are reproduced below-

Quote:-, , ‘’^efficiency and lack of vigilance on part of civil servant who has 

yd depart,yit well for a long period of 19 years, should not be visited with 

idumate penalty of dismissal of service. In such case, stoppage of increment fo
scr

r two ■years

{bifly two years service law digest 1947-1998 Page 697-
Qy:- "Mity penalty. Imposition. Allegation against civil servant havitm 

fully been proved, he was rightly proceeded against and was right punished bit 

typing view laye family of civil servant of which he was lone bread winner a,Id hit 

ong service of nineteen years, taking lenient view purely on humanitarian m-ounch 
tvs major penalty of removal f-om service was convened to that of 

wahholdwg of two increments with cumulative effect "
{Fifly two years

ici

NLR 1985 TD 518}case

minor penalty of

service law digest 1947-1998 Page 924 ~ case NLR 1996 PLC 1046}

i'
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Qiiote:- “Miscondiicl. Civil servant charged with misconduct. Evidence 
exonerating him before enquiry officer 'ignored. Extraneous factors taken i 
consideration. Civil

into
servant punished with censure and sloi)page of three 

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

:

PRAYER;-
Due to the aforesaid 1

reaspns and explanation, the order 
SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated Septemb|cr 02, 2014 issued by the Secretary 

C&W depth Govt, of Khyber Pakhtiinl'clnva (Annexure ‘A’) in respect of my 

dismis.sal from service may kindly be; set aside beiiio callous and wilhout 
juslinealion and merits. \ may also kindly be reinstated in service with all back 

heiieflLs to meet tlie ends of justice.

no.i;

Tlianking you in anticipation.
O.A.Annexures: A,i5,C,l),K.

YourYsineArely,
!|

(SHAFAA^^LAH) 
Sub Engilneer

S/o
Saliibzada Amaniillah 

Ahmadabad College Road Tangi 
d'ehsil I'aiigi District Cliarsadda 

Cel! #345-0952254

Copy iorwarded for advance information to the Hon. Chief Minister, Khyl 
Fakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

1

!
i

)ej'

1
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1

i
f
1

i
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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

TO

Mr. Shafatullah 
The then Sub Engineer 
C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

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

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.

(USMAN JAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

Endst even No. & date

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

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

b
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GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT
No. SOE/CmD/8-27/2013
Dated Peshawar, the February 17. 2014

TO
1} Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-1'8) 

Additional Deputy Commissioner 
Peshawar

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

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI, DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject:

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 & Discipline) Rules, 

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

Mr. Ikramullah SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda 
Mr. Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

I.

II.

Copies of the charge sheets and statement of allegations duly signed by the 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, 2011 and 
submit report within 30 days positively.

2

Yours faithfully

End. 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 CSW Division Charsadda
^.3. Copy alongwith copy of the charge sheet/statement of allegations is forwarded to the 

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

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

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

1.

/

fVAA
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
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(;()VF.KNMKNT OF K'SJYBFR i'AKrrf*, i;: a :■: v 
PAKHTUNKWA HIGHWAYS AUTHOFirrY.

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

*a ■

isi;

No. .jY" /PKHA Date; 10'^ April, 2014
/

To

The Section Officer (Estt), 
Govf. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
C&W Department, Peshawar.

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGL DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject; -

Reference; - Your letter No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 17‘^ February, 2014.

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

Committee is submitted herewith along v^/ith the relevant documents (Annexure - A to 

E) for further necessary action please.

DIR EGTORW A! NTENA HCE\

C.C;

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

DIRECTOR (IViAI^^TE^JANCE)

y

mailto:info@pkha.gov.pk


GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

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

TO •V

Mr. Shafaatullah
Sub Engineer
C&W Division Charsadda

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGi. DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject:

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 of 

“stoppage of annual increment for two years” alongwith inquiry report 

conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-18) 

Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah 

(BS-19) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar and to state that the 2*^° copy of 

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 in your 

defence and ex-party action will follow.

2.

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

person or otherwise.

3.

(USMAN JlAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Es|3)

Endst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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!icr;.on holding a power ol ailorney amliorising him 10,1 , m.. , ' ■-■.'4*'-

Itooip,s to |,;,ymcn.,n.Klc ................... I'«..-I','" hy a rim,. miuilM, ''IliKi 1
M,.„U1 l,y ,1,. SCVOTI p„ru,crs. cxcoin wl.av ,i,„ a,,,.,:,........ ,l..xorilv,l i„ ,l,oir „ nr„.;ttfer:rA' JSiAA f- 'i
in wlnvh ease the receipts must be .Signal in die name i di.-. i„m by one of partners, or by .simtc-A'•v^dVt;^ ‘ A ? TC \ ^ -.v
odier person havng auihorny to give clTceiual .cceipis',\R il:.- tmn. ' - ..V i’-T' [ % -l-
, , . . .
•t. Any pceson who submits a tender, shall fill,.;|, dm i-.Mi.d primed form, .staling ai how-.l.-«i:^-.'-5^t4>N^- 
mich perccni above or below the rales .specified in Keic I !...• is willing to u.uleriakc the work.' fAV- V'

Only one rale ol percentage more or Ic.s.s on all schednie laies shaii he named. Tetulcr.s-which' 
propo-sc any alicraiion in die work spec-ified in Uic .sai.l ifirm ,.f inviuuion to lender or in die time V LT-’ti*:'

. alluwcd-lor caro'uig out die work, or which contain an; mhe cmdiiions of any .sort, will be liableVS 
10 icjcciion. No single tender shall include more than on; work bui coniraeiors, who wish to lender 
• or iwo or more vwrks. shall submit a iccparaie tender i a- each. Tenders shall have the name and '3'
numlia ol the wtirk to wliieh they icier, wnile.n nulsid.,. d.c eiivelo[ie. • •• -o; ‘a- t':!’-" Uxl-^Si'-

............
The Divisional Officer stiouli! himself open ih.- lenders as far as possible. Tcndcrs\vh'idi'a'4yj&i'-1>'- ’ '

the .lowers of atxcpiancc of SuperimendiiigUngi .eer ofChiof Ungineer should be 0|>cncd in 
he p.us^ncc of ciihcr Su|)cnnic:.(lmg Engineer or his fcjm-scmaiive. The Divisional Officer should t--lN'‘t • . 4%)^ 

keep .he Mipenniendmg engineer mfiinncd aceordii.g!>. ’ . A

■I'iie ofl'icer inviting lemlers shall have die rigln i-: .vje.ifini; all or any of die icnder.s. ' f'S' ' A

^ ■l-hc receipt of an accoumani oV clerk Ibr any omaey paid by the contractor will not^'^-SAfi
coiiMtlercd as any aeknowicilgcmcm of payment to lie;. .......... ... Qfriecr and the contractor shall ; •: '’■p'v;!
bv. .esiio..s.blel.>fscemglli;uheproeuins;j.av.pi.Nii-.:.. ,.|,v I ),..-..,;uua! Olfieer. , ' -.'v ’'Ig > r,’^ “ I ' i'*

of work ,cn.l4;i iWond ik, of ..upcrialx lo b<!M,ppliAi!iTii3^k?Jf., |l|lt flU C .lfeA
■ T RopotfOKUl onU ihcr ,s«.o rows xtoll Do     ,„ ;„„l oo.npicicd i„ ihc officcof sM C

D.v,.o,.n=l Ofliccr before ll.c icn.lcr.fonn ,.x i.s.sucd. Ifion,; i.-; issued lo un in.cndin!; icndcrerV.&C'Sfe’-f..';;-.'- IwlS; !.ife 
wimoui having l^cii so Idled m ami comp cied he shall rapies' • - olTiee lo have diis done before■'

......... . rcsiiiips jlSf I il
lu„,!cr by i!,e (.ffieer ccupclcni lo ueeepi d,e leuder, : .,s bs-.., iceied, in svriung u,' ihe ^ ■iksiSiSkl ■-fe&jSAiMl SliAxl
comracior. 1 ...T r: Dv.yV-

A ■ ■•’i' '
of i.,kis,u„ wi„ -gllggil

.f ■ i

■ '-■■j ®i|fif
k l -'ll -FS afesiBi

i:-;: I; '-rmi? 
; IT -S3•' •-• •• ‘-r-- -aa'K

All

1

•»
5
t1

••

.t

1

....
I .

•T

.A

.,1^ ;•
'fft

name an

.s.
aie m

b.

7.
1

s..

No liability shall be incurred by die C^'eV.' n ■imrimc.i! nor .shall the contracty.
.'Oils 1 .1 :ii

. !(). No liank deposit receipt other ihaii Irum the h. ..edidc 
lowauis security ilcfiosil.
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■ siiail the work L- considcrc.-:. > untfi iT ^^vcn nor Z? t
from the premises on wh: • the work sinluL have removed { /\

■ godovvns, shelters, surplus • •.-••-W: n, i • i- scaffolding, huts V ^
. wood-work,doors wSv" ^ ^
-or about whicij Lhc work is . h^- ■'■’-'uled nr nf r ff' in. upon

■ 'he puipose of tile exccui-on ihe'cof o^-undf ‘ possession
by .iic i^ngmccr-in-Chargc or by a subo°dir' n . ,i measured
Ch^SC whose mctisurcmcuis : :-di he bind^ m " h . Engineer-in:

: If the contractor shall fail tu ■ o-T w wiMi^-i against the contrauof. ' ‘
, removal of r.caffolding. huis c ., of this clause us to ' ’cleaning of dirt on tr bc‘V o'ti:. ; n ^^bish. and
Enginccr-in-Chargc may a: ...; c^.v-n- of h ^ ^ completion of work, the .

: huLs, gcdowiis, shciicrs. sm.; -is -l^'cryik -.nd r°*i1vT'’’ *■?'such scafroiding. 
he thinks fit and clean of .saeh 'be stimc S'
pay .he amount of all cxpc:-.e.s so i-n u-red mV contractor shall fonhwiii,'

,any such scaffolding, huts - -('....^bail have no claim i:cxccpt Ibr tuiy sum a^Juahl^; ' y

rupees one thoifsand.‘'’tTanei-he ’‘'’an

■ ana a certificate of completion river- Uu^ i- =n rh? r eompicicd
more diun rupees one iiiousunc i:=e CumrVu., ■ n f e.siimuicd lo cos: '.
entitled to receive a mon: ■ v n-,vV •" ^abmumig ihe bill liicrcfor be '
approved and passed by the a'in-cr-in P“'‘^ thereof then- '

_ and passing of tiio sum so nV.^jp^ "" ‘=f‘tl^caic ofsuxh approval' ‘' ^
••'-eoniracior.'’But all such im, ..‘1 conclusive ai-ainsi ilin

.^HL^tivjncqjga^^ lissmmciU^ : : '
. aa41!.lly conTi^Hi^i .TnrfTipayments, for work •
indjmpcrIcrt--or~r-^rc^-,niTTv'^^ ‘ ■ -i-
:p£^onnance^n-h-c~Comraci. o.- :mv ,v."
any cgmp-,nr^jv7rn;^^ any rcspcci. or ihe acerniTm^ ;•En^cr-iTO-iargc und^F7KP?r^np^^:~~^^ of ihl: ‘

; iH^atrn3::cd for complciio -of;!- ' ■
■ taken or caused to be take, bv Oic FnvUccrln A^^> ' '

■,: ; fg
,;>cforc *cd“uci’h«d ™ on or "' " '

■:!:: >,

. far as admissible, .adjusied, if noss'bii t'-for! h ■ ' :•
prcscnmiion of die bill. If , ■ cirir .Lior ?; ^ °‘^ ‘*“>'5 from llic " - .;

; fixed as aforesaid die Enui^-r-inii™" e 'i“‘ ' "

'.-W appli^cation at tiic Office of in^Cha^ fonns.io bc'.Iiad ;
.always be entered at the rates .■.]>-cincd\- -he ‘ charges in liie biil.s-

..■ -ordered in pursuance ofthe.se conui'ions' i- nm m ‘^l^^''Vo.xtrj.work '
..genderat Uic rates hercinaftc. provild tbrsu;h - '

■{

m rc.spcci of - 
as aforestiid

i‘iiy:acri: , 
i-ertific;:,-, ;o 
•3* ^‘ik'SlCCJ

«ii tniermcdisio 
l-c ressr.lcd,

i

Ili;! 
iii-ji;;l>l)'.

‘-a :-•

■ a ■ .■•

• r*aiii u.

; •
j’.-.Stores 

Covet iiiiiuiii.
»ui>[.lic<i by|

.' ^- 'ot any span“ctecri|nio,'a ■ iul'--l'’,o te'‘i;n51|;d V!!*' 'y'rovidcs foMhc use 
; Scores, or lui ,s required ih:u d,. ■emr sM- , ‘ ^ ‘^"S‘"‘=<:'--fi>-Ci>argc-.s

by the Enginccr-in-Charee . • ■• f. certain stores to'be provided'
.'from the Engineer-in-Charn '--V- Mich supplied on loan:
plant, and pnees and hire ci,.ir,tJ'oV ■ IvJ.'cSn.V’^®’'''''; rools and'

. ■ .buns so far as pracdcabic fo.- ii;a euiv/enij. tv n1- ^ “ I'cro.naficr mentioned,
■ way to conu-ol the metudnt; o,- clitic of ^0^° -•» i" snv

. ,m(,morandiim hcrcio ar^^cxcd^ -I-.- conuac-or .;V1m ’ m any schedules
-.. stores and special tools and V .re e rd -S with such maienals.

the contract only and the •' of iS'r. i-^/"cr the purpo.se uf 
,■ supphed and the hire cluu-g.r of liie •mcc'y h^' f ‘‘^d stores, so t

........ the said .schedules or men, he .V‘‘''’rr° rates speeiricd
' or incrcaficr become due to [.:n con'rac-or .maVMiu?l°r u-

°''-" “ "■■■•• '''‘-u-sisrsssjgs”' ■

C

or - (
•1'

; ■ iri

:cl;

jr,:
a 1;
Co;.' 1*

.- • ■ spt . 
: ••■ San ■

I



OF F1L.OOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI
/■ 3

y-'

- - RD LENGTH AREA AVRG:AREA QTY
' 0+000 

0+200 
0+400 
0+600 
0+800 
1+000 
1+200 
1+400 
1+600 
1 + 800 
2+000 
2+200 
2+400 
2+600 
2+800 
3+000 

,3+200 
3+400 
3+600 
3+800 
4+000 
4+200 
4+400 
4 + 600 
4+800 
5+000 
5+200 
5+400 
5+ft)0

0 2.805
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 

- 2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805 
2.805

200 2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805

561M3 
.561 MS 
561 M3 
56TM3

200
200 /

200
-200 ^561 M3 

561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561 M3 m 
561M3 
561 M3 . 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561M3 
561 M3 
561M3 
561 M3 
561M3 
561M3,
280.5M3 

TOTAL = 15967.5M3

r-200
200
200
200
200 ^"7 .
200
200
200
200
200
200
200
200
200
200
200 ;> ..200 2.805

2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805
2.805

200
200
200
200
200
100!

i

f
Executive Engineer 

C&W Divis’ ion 
Charsaclda

iterSubOWisl^^■
\ ■ ■ I livisionalI

.5V.
I
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PFarnPATiniM OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHj
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»
I
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40
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RORORORO 2*600R(J 2*6002*4002*2002«0.]0
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I; A f^HSTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKi TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI

X—^<Cv
(I.50KM) RD 0+000

■V ■
—7.M

A-^ - T
AREA«1.S0liC15CM FILLING 20CMw • I 1S T EXISHNOROM) 2-

Tp'.WHki ^
AREAS 1.305 M2 ;/j. 6-M

TOTAL AREA = 2.B05 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
7

■

iPii'
RD 0+200

't-m

T T TAR£A>1.S0M21SCM FILLING 2dCM±
I EXISTING ROAD

2-

AREA*1.30SlilZ

f) total area - 2.805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

M' RD 0+400

if'ir-
7-M

T
AREA°1.S0M215CM FBLING2S-CM 20CM

I11- EXISmGROAD

AREA = 1.305 M2
T

TOTAL AREA-ZEOS M2
T-

-- X-SECTION OF ROAD

f11 RD 0+600 .t /:
7-M

T TAREA«1.S0M2FUiNG
S

20CU

I ' EX1STM6ROAO

f p ,int« I 
AREA-1J05M2

8-U •7*
TOTAL AREA ° 2.B0S tO ■V

X- SECTION OF ROAD

ij V
■T

<
RD 0+800

t 7-M ■

•
f, T T

AREA-1.50 M215CU FILING.25-CU 20CM1I exisungroao t-2-
• f

I j,r
AREA-1.305 M2 !'

»i
*0-U

TOTAL AREA • 2.S05 M2i

X- SECTION OF ROAD

RD 1+000 %7-M

TT TAREA-1.50 M215CM FILUNG25-CU 20CM
l d,I E»SlTNGROAD

r
AREA-1.305 K2

i: 8-M
TOTAL AREA-25051C

■i
X- SECTION OF ROAD

i.
i

cer

Executive EnglneiF' i
\c&v.

c
Jon :]

L ■j



T*

gjSTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER WiTyan/ If 
1^; (5.50KM)

1^15 ILLI 1
RD 1+200 V.i .f

T T T25-CMP 1SCM FIUJNG AREAS I.SOIC
I

I iS-
' p.»Mw-i r

; AREA = 1.305 M2 'I

T EXISTING KIM

i? :.t-a •;: 1 >■

■VI:
S4I •i

• TOTALAREA = 2805M2-/•
Xr.SECTION OFRQAD ' ,

'I; .r'II ;l‘
RD 1+400m -J-U rT Ti T2»»i 1SCM FLUNG AREAS 1. SO M2m 20CMIi T EXISTING RCWD

2-

iipi f-W-M-,
AREA=1.30SM2

I
• SiV: -8-M

i TOTAL AREA = ZSOSkO

X- SECTION OF ROADM

I RD 1+600
— 7.M

■s;tl T T T25<M 1SCU FLUNG AREAS 1.50 IC 20CM•I II EXISTING ROAO■H.

rI 
AREA = 1.a05M2

. 8-U

TOTAL AREA s 2805 M2

'i X- SECTION OF ROADI Cl-

ISf: :• RD 1+800i

T I-. T2S^ 1SCM FLUNG AREAS 1.50 U2 20CMI
EXISTING RCWD

1-
AREAS 1.

'*1 '
305 U2;]

iTOTAL AREA = 1805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
i

<0 i ...
RD 2+000 • 'i

i •
T I

1 2S-CM 1SCM FLUNG AREAS ISOliC axiM jIT iEXISTINGRCMD

ir •>**«*-) r
AREAS1.305 M2i 8-M

TOTAL AREA s ISOS M2

X-SECTION OF ROAD !

RD 2+200
7-M J

2S-CM ISCM- FLUNG
lOUHI AI EXISTING ROM) 4

iT-.wna
AREAS 1.;

■n I
305 M2

6-M . A
TOTAL AREA s 1805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
1,"

:

;
Sub Division 

Kinhway Sub Divisional, 
Charsadda

■i:icer;':r- -4Ai**

/
Executive Engineer 

C&W Divis ion
■1



il; 7%II WLYANO KILLlgrRFSTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROMDHAt^TO TOR DH 
^ (S.50KM) RD^+M

i r
-7-M

u- \ AREA =1.60 M2 20CM1SCM FEUNO

Tt% EXISTING ROAD Nri- J- ,»«-M -f I
AREA-1.305 M2ii

8-U TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
*. V

14 RD 2+600

il AREA= 1.50 M2T 20CM15CM FIUJNO 
• • I________ _II;I#m

EXISTING RQAO

.W-Wi ^ I 
AREA= 1.305 M2

8-M& TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2iik7.
X- SECTION OF ROAD

M
I RD 2+800

— 7-M

AREA=1.S0M2 20CM1SCM FBUNO

nEXISTING ROAD

I ^ .yu-u ^ 1
AREA = 1.305 M2fit* 8-U -- - vyTOTAL AREA = 28« M2 r

■ i'
y- RFCTION OF ROAD j

isIf111te-
1RD 3+000

— 7411

I'-1 . AREAS M2 20CM ‘^i?15CM FaUNO

i;EXISTING ROAD

'“1 I
AR^.= 1.306 M2miSI - C-f-«--------- TOTAL AREA = 2605 M2

M. X-SECTION OF ROAD 'A
tV.iU-i
Iti:
ii

RD 3+200
----7.M

i AR^=1.50U2I 1SCM FLUNG 1

4is EXISTING ROAD

fTwnn-i I
AREA=1.305 M21

8-M1.
;;;•
4

TOTAL AREA = 2S05 M2'.r
X- SECTION OF ROAD

,4.-
RD 3+40014-;

— 7.M1

If::

AREA = 1.50 M2 20CM1SCM FLUNG

I i>TEXISTING ROAD ^2-M- ^oi;M
■0. fTWFM-)

AREA=1.305M2

# 841
TOTAL AREA = 2806 M2fI

IX- SECTION OF ROAD

I if'I * ^
•ir'-

I "lit
.'■f

Executive Enginee: 
C&W Divis' ion 
Charsadda

y-:

7.
1



I
F^ESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI•: >m

i ^ (5.50KIW) RD 3+600n f 7*M3-.'
: r

1SCM FlUJNG AREA-1.50 KQ 20CM

AEXISTING ROW rI r
AREAS 1.305 hQli

I:'. TOTAL AREA = 2.805 LC

X- SECTION OF ROAD

I
7-MmM

If
T T

AREAS 1.50 M215CM FILUNO25^ 20CM
EXISTING ROW

2-

^ ^ I
AREAS 1305 M2

8-Ma TOTAL AREA s 2805 M2

iis X- SECTION OF ROAD

M RD 4+000i 7-M

T T
AREAS 1.50 M21SCM FlUJNG25<M 20CM

EXISTING ROW

p.WW-M “1 T
REA <* 1.30$ Ve-MfMi TOTAL AREAS 2.806 M24

tl0 X- SECTION OF ROADm
1 RD 4+200nm 7-M

TTIS 1SCM F : AREAS I.5OI1Q=IUJNG

T EXISTING ROW

p .W-M
AREA «1.305 iiC

TOTAL AREA s^aOS M2

X- SECTION OF ROADt t

■ Ii.
RD 4+400

■t' 7-M

T Tt AREAS1.S0M215CU FILLING2S<U 20CM

i EXISTING ROW
I

p .W>M ^ I 
AREAS 1.30S M2

-8-M
TOTAL AREA s Z80S M2

f •

i X-SECTION OF ROAD

Si RD 4+600f
■.7-M

§ !'•I-I T
AREA s l.SO M215CM FILUNG2M»,1 20CM

.0--
EXISTING ROW

2- loci
p.WHH I 

AREAS1.305 M2■Ii,f 8-U
TOTAL AREA s Z805 M2i

X- SECTION OF ROAD

t-

i
1- /
a i

Sub
sSiOOS5’

O-'iii

Highway Sub i-’*.
Charsaddat- Executive Enginee; 

C&W Divis ion 
Charsadda

n,
’■i

ill
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RESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI 
(S-rOKM) RD 4+800

7-M

T Ti] 15CM FOJJNG AREA-1A0U22S-CM . 2004

I EXSTIMC RCAD piSrrr'.) p.au-M T 
AR£A«1^M2l!:-' 8^ —

TOTAL AREA-2.805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
li :• RD 5+000i-
5

? 15CM FILLING25^ AREA-1.S0M2 20CM1I ' EXISTING ROAD Y-
\ K -j r

AREA-1.305 he
SAD

TOTAL AREA ■ 2A0S M2

k- V-srX- SECTION OF ROAD:
H; ■

V;RD__ 5+200
?

-.7-Ms

1SCM FILLING AREA-IAOIbC25-CM 20CMiI EXISTING ROAD
2-

r.
AREA-1.30S»Q -u!;

M4
!■TOTALAREA-2A05M2;>,: '

X- SECTION OF ROAD•I
i1 •r

■ RD 5+400

!
T

25-CM 15CU FnXJNG AREA-1A0U2 20CM1 r' jiT . EXISTING RCM>

AREA-1.30SM2
8-M

TOTAL AREA > 2A0S M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD
1

I

RD 5+500i'.'

T
2S-CM 1SCM FILLING AREA-1.SOM2

20CM1T EXISTING ROAD
2-

ii
f-.W-M-j T 

AREA-1.305 M20
8-M.-

TOTALAREA-2AOSM2

•I
J:

/

Tcer.,

{.^.harsadda

Charsadda

S'
1
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NAME OF WORK: restoration of damaged roads, formation

ROAD FROMDHAKKITOTOR DHRR MULYANOKH I v 
(5.50 KMV ' ■ ----------^ .

j

f)1"^ - i.
SUBHEAD:-

J
j

■i

Ii

ii Servisibility terminal Index: (PT) 
Design life
(with regular periodic Maintenance) 
Initial ADT 

'^Project-ADXfor

10 year at 7% growthTate =

ii 2.52.is 10 yearsHI ,3.
I .. • 74 Nos4.

74+1.967
I 145 Noss 2mi 74 + 1455. VAverage ADT (Both Direction) 110 Nos2iiM

.1106. 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

1 55 Nos2 •m 7.
8%' (Soaked)!8.m I T s , .1.80I 9.

St 1

55x 1.8m 10010.
2M ,VSnno. 2.00,

P3 Sub Base = 
Base Course =

6”x0.1I
6”x0.14

ri 0.66W
i 0.84

1.50y
Now Balance Sn = 2.0-1.50 
Design 0.50

1 Base course = '6”'X 0.14 ••v 0.84 '.TST
Total Sn:

0 MI 1 X 1.50 + 0.84 2.34.
m DESIGN:
I /
1 Sub Base 

Base,Course
6 15 cm 

15 cm6”
0:

'?^r: I rl,i
%

Sub Divisin^ n 

Charsadda

TA imott Mo:lt1
Executive Engiueeri 

C&W Divis ion 
. Charsadda

,*1
iIIii

'T
31
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1 ■VPESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
■ iKCENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY 

(Material & .Water Testing)

Date.Lab No.

^ul> A^y ostS'^c/o/^

Date._______ ' • '

IFClient

Ref No.
• i

//qS^/ fAOM ^Contractor
7

h A 'i eJyc:^ m/fnO^C^ jy^-Project__

Road Site
U

t

R.D

S'u6//^^S .. P
Tost RcLjnired c,. Depth:

ILLFIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST !

l;v. -
s Description c-c

I-a
No. Result

% •Density % Moisture

CompactionContents

f&J' Gt> -tf S'g A- X66 !b'
!: P:.;:-I

,kl>l 9 7-'^ >Pr/> r\f^ -A '7(yQ

Ad: n! 'P (A' S S-f /.

pfp.' O’X-f-^i 7j~ If . A

Ad: ,0 3 ^ R-^77 5'0
h

Tested by 

Lab Tech Pfi
R^senrclfof fleer 
PDA'Laboratory 
Ph-VI Hayatabad 
Peshawar

Research Orilcer 
PDA Laimralory 
Ph-Vl flaj'ijtal)acl 

Peshawar
i

/A;'>
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PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY 

(Material & Water Testing)
i:

: I;t

Lub No, Date. 0 /^:;
;

ii;: -I':
Client is

{

Rci'No. •Date. T:

Conii'actor ^ ftr.<y r

f C S'^SUu,, L .
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^ * ! 1: a *

Project__

Road Site
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I
i
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.. -
FIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST
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: s Description 5 .

No. Result
i

Density % Moisture

Contents Compaction
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:: l:vr.N

ReWa-rch Officer 
PDA Laboratory 
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Peshawar
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PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY 

(Material & Water Testing)
• *
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i'l.'.'i'ii) l)/\i'.iA(ii;s Ki',s'i'()i<;\Th'iN ljiKi:(;:roi<Ari; 
C^OiMMUMICATlUiN^ A WOKKS Di;i‘Al<T,Vli;tn' 

SllAiVli Ki'jAU riAllAV.'AK Cantt:

/.

r. i- _>■

H= t.

_ZJ^7-i-CMi:)/Ciiar.sadd;-i/rDr<l) 
Dated Peshawar the 'Z ^ /] 2/201 !In

I he i.2\eciitivc bngiiicer, 
CiSrW Division Cliarsadda

1;

Siihjeci;

Reference:
technical SANCTION.■1

■i-1

Your letter N0.253/4-M', dated 26.12.2011.
■

In cxcreisc ol'ihc power conferred upon the Chlel'Engineer, Coinmunicalion & Works 
Doparliiicnt under .serial No. 21.11

appearing in page 104-105, the Government oTKIiyber Pnkhtunkh 
I'Niancc Department Delegation of Power under the Financial Rules and the power of Re-appropriation 

Rules 2001, 1 cchmcal Sanction is hereby accorded for the work and amount noted beiow:-

wa
Id
I'ii

S.
Name of workn

AA CostNo T. S Amount
''i Reslurtitioii ol road fonnaiion due to heavy 

nood dated 27.07.2010 to 30.07.2010 in 
District Charsackhi Non-ADP (Flood 
Related)__________
1) SJ'I, Road from Dhakki to Tor Dher Mulyano 
Killy (5-.50-Kms)

.3 Rs. 190.512 rMt
30.11.2011 • 
(Compact)

4
-1

Rs. 36,37S (M) Rs. 40.000 (M)
(Rupees Forty Million only).

2) SH; Road from Munda to Matta via Saddar 
Chary (5.50-Kms) Rs.36.987 (M) Rs.40,685 (M)

(Rupees Pony Million, Si.\ 
Hundred and Eighty-Five 
Thousand only).

S
1 he e.xpendituro involved is chargeable to the relevant budget head.

It may be ensured that the expenditure doses 
peimissibic limit of Administrative Approval.

It is

i

r
■ f.not exceed the amount over and above the !i

f
i:

suitability of dcsim! !T V ‘ Executive Engineer Incharge should be responsible for the 
iiat lilt) ol design, icasonabiiily of rales and execution of work according to the annroved

specilicaiion and scope orworka.s per Adminislralive Approval. ^

One copy of each sanctioned estimate is returned herewith for further necessary action I-
and record.

■ i.(Tk^ c Lo .
(Engr: Hidayatullah Khan) 

DIRECTOR GENERAL
i-V

P-nclo.snrc-s: A.s nhovm

! •,
Copy 10 ilia:-

I ■ The Accouiitaiu General, Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. 1 he Circle Head Draftsman (local) alongwiih
record,

i-

i;-:a copy of each T.S Estimate for'office

i'.

iR

director general
L ’
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, bii; no such ccriihciu;: sh'itT-w: [;'vcn nor..
-s!};!!! _i!vj work be considered [o \k con'.jdcic uniil -lie coiiiriicior shall luivc rernoved'. - ’ 
from [lie premises O'l v/hicli :hc v.-ork sha!!-bc c.scciucd ai! ;:c:;rraici!ng.-:lu!i:;,;'..:/' 
goclowns, shclicrs, surplus maicriuls.mid rubbish, and cleaned off ihc 'dirifrqnV’ali 
v/ood-v/ork, doors, v/indows; walis, iloors, oroihcr'pans of [iny biMtdifigh'nVmpoii.'k;--:;';.

^ or about which [he worl: is lo be cxccuicd or of wliicii he may have !nid,.ppsscssion ;.-;>i>.'r 
for ihc purjjqse of ilic execuiion dicrcof or uniJI [hc.work^sluil! have bccnjiVcasurcd}^V;;fek^^^^^

• .■ ^ by .ihe Enginecr-in-Charge or by a bubordinaic'ai 'hc-ins[ancc’6r4h'c:Errginccf-iiV;;-:?^0r*^^
_ Charge whose mcasuremcnis'shall.be binding'and^conclusivc againsiah(^cbhifaci^r:^|!5^^!(^

: If ihe contracior shall.Tail. lo ccinpiy with the, rcquircmcnis of .ihis^clauscVasllSv^rV^M^^'C- 
. - •; I'cinovai of.scaffolding,-huts. ,gqdc\vns''.shclicrs;‘surplusimaicnal:an'd-m.bblsiiV-anii^3^||jkr 

.. cleaning of- dirt-on or.i.bcfore .lhe’da[ckfixc'd:rorhhc:Compleii6ir'pr^'^wo,rX.'i’al)'cT:k;-|Ss^:- 
. Engineer-in-Chaj gc may ad die expense of the coniracidr. jcmove suclCscaffpldingi-jS-'f^*^^^^^

• ^ ; huts, godpwns; shelters,-surplus inaicrials and imbbish’and.disp,o.sC;6f'.ihc 'sampas^^v;I;'-^k:f^^^^^
. • .^_hc thinks clean of sueh_;dir[jis‘aibrcs:iid,eind;iKcicpnirac[pr.:shal!:forthwi[lf;;’-''-'i?>i^|-iX-";

•pay the ariipunt of.all cxpcnseVsojncurrcd.Jand shaHdiaypbb'claiiiViin-'rcsp^^^^^^
;.any, such scaffoId!ng;-huis,:godo.v/ris.'-shehcrs,'-or-.'surp'lus-maicrialsl-as:'afoVesah'''''i2'-^«--Vi5'^l'?;,

■S': '•k-'^'“f^V^..NoWn’cnis:siu!rbcnudcfor:w«k&iim;iU!d:i^^
a» f.iivaiitci .irupccs onc.thousand, ulhaficr tiic.v/liolc of-[hc..sv6rks;-siiall-'havc’bccn-'b6nip!ciC(Ji?f'fp--:Vki|^l-M:

-::and :iccaincatc-orcon-!plcuon:given.,Bui:‘asiin:ahc;case-dr:work-csiiii?a[l^no:c<®^l^i^
.:morc than rupees o_nc:thpusand^'ihc^coniracipr;siiali;siibmitiinghlfc;bi:!iuhercrbr-bb'::'-^^^|®^
. cn[ulcd:ip^rcceive:a;:nibnihly^payrncntvprpppi:iipnatc|ib7[he.>phfadicr^^fV^tllbmi^^

^ .-approved and passed;byahc.Engineerdii-aiargekwhbsc'ccriincaic'of;sdc!inippro<;ai^^t^ '
, fJ '::^‘'icl.:passing:of^fesum::.sp|payablcJsHa)l.;bc:::nnalValid?Cml^^^^
- ■ y' ' ';t^ontracior.^guLr^l:.suehutilb^medi:ftc.:pavn-!ch[s--shpJI;bc>-rcaardcdikisTp:i-v:[nnnVVdv:>ViH-Sf'iv^:^^^^^^ .

• \: ;-Av:^ylpr^:3dya[ice-’agairixt:fihc^innai;Daynicn[::only^and-^iibt'.avskpayii-icnfs^^fd?;iw;/bW<li%ilMi 
[;^tualiy;done'und.coniplciCGvi:Tid-sha!lvnoi::preclude:.aic;requiring5pfibad7iiuiVsbimtl-M;|^#^

•• ^naknnpcrle.et‘->or..--rcr.crec[-^i:^r-r-bevcon.sidcrcd---asvim's:idnii>;>cintr:-;nkv[h;>vm,v;.‘^’iy^^M'’i'- I
pgrfonnance:of4hc-contrach:^r;^v.ban^ercorhn^anvTcspccQOMlie^acc?iiim;rolvMMlSjj 'i

.;.a£y-craim.mpr.:sMal]jj]^oncludc;--.ac{crniinc-br--alTcn:in'anyTv/ayahc^nowcrs-‘b:VdVe'w^^^ffi5i;S: ’ I
-1 ^n£ineer-iM-C!Tar^undcr:tiiese conditions-or any oh^cm ;

••i'' ■.■iih^d-adju^mcriLpnne;nccounts;or:o(hef^isc7^n--aiW^o[hcpiwa^^g?ik:f^h^ri-ulv‘l:i[^ft^^
- subnnl:cd:-bvkrhc;.coiur~acLQr.v>iihii[;'Qn'ehhhniivjni*;i;-frM^|-^^iv:g '
. J^f®^d:yco,.Rlc,i^njhcaVqrkJmhcn;iisiIhc^ - ;

"lo.u.y. ^ . .s\;:,;b>Pcrorc,-ih{^daii:;;nxcdjbyjhhe-:-Engjnecr>M)-Chargc'-(bika!!;.wbrks0eei  ̂ r
.,k,!..;i:vj;;prcyious.mpn[lmandnlib;Eneince^>!n:ClK[rger:shnli:uakclbrVahk^ i

^'''-iA'i'il.-^^^n-^s-iadmissibleyadjustcdivdrc^ppssible^be.forciitibibxpiryibfdc^^^^^ f.^j;,^^^2^.j^:;:,i>.p!;escmaMon:o,fithc:bi]lhirK):cpbniiac(prfdocs nob'submuahcsliill^S^^ i
' ^/:^'^^K^^^^^':^f9rc^^icPUiC:J£ngineerdn:ah^g^-maybcpdtc:a^subbrdin:[fe[^^  ̂

,//K;^^J-^.h'^^s^‘d;Avprk;in;-ih^prcsence:-pr'.[hc;;cbmrc[pr;nyl,oselc6untcr:ii^^

L.;iq||g5,':gpaitsis:s^ 3
,_i::»SpS.®5SS'|g£5$”S;SS^
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rKJ
BEFORE THE KHYBEI^ PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR .
SERVICE APPEAL IslO. 1367 OF 20i4

' 4;

AppellantMr. Shafaatullah
Ex-Sub Engineer C&W Division
Charsadda

Versus

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

1.

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 and belief and nothing has been concealed.

Depftneiit-'^
S^’efaryto

Govt of^tllyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Departmentf.' V

i»

r/

b V 'V
/■°I

0/

I
I
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3
&r
I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO, 1367 OF 2014
Mr. Shafaatullah
Ex-Sub Engineer C&W Division
Charsadda

Appellant

Versus

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Peshawar

2. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department, Peshawar

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

Respondents

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-l). 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/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

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” wds 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).
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

6.



»

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 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/prpcedure.

D. Incorrect, the appellant is involved in the irregularity as per instant inquiry and all 
the hiatters 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 recomrinendations of 
inquiry committee.

I. Incorrect, as per paras mentioned.above
J. Incprrecf, 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 cos

Chief Engine^XCentre) 
C&W Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 3)

SecretaryJo-6ovt of 
akhtunkhwa 

C&W Department 
(Respondents No. 1 & 2)

Khyi

Executi'
C&WDjvfe

er
pTCharsadda 
Ident No. 4)(I
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Chief Secretary, Khyber 
Shafaat Ullah, Sub Engineer 

C&W Division

Muhammad Stiahzad ArbabVVi^ereas, 
Pakhtunkhwa, as 

;; (BS-11} G&W 
Charsadda.

competent authority, charge you

Department, presently working as Sub Engineer

^Tha, you while poeted, as Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda 

omnnitted the follow,ng irregularities in the worR "Tor Dher Road Tehs.l Tang,, 

District Charsadda : ;
c

„„ „.d. .nI.

presumed to be a huge 
exchequer.

Surface 
quantities.

ili. You have not carried the 
of work

quality control tests during the execution

A
By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduot under 

Rule-0 of the Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Government Servants (Efficency

rendered yourself liable to all or any of the

2.

Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 and have' 

penalties specified in Rule-4 ibid.
written defence v/ilhin ten (10) 

sheet to the Inquiry Officer/Committee
You are, therefore, required to submit your 

days of the receipt of this charge 

case may be.

3. as the

I,V.
reach the Inquiry Officer/ Committee 

shall be presumed that you have no
Your written defence, if any, should 

v^vilhin specified period, failing which it 
defence to make and in that case exparte action shall be taken against you

4.

The Statement of Allegations .is enclosed.•5,

k r/I
SriajTMd-^‘‘i3ab) 

ChierS^retai^/ 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/01/2014

(Muham'

mm
.W.
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• ■ ni.qniPl INARY ACTION

ShahzacI Arbab, Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as 
Competent Authority, am of the opinion that Shafaat Ullah, Sub Engineer (BS-11) 
C&W Department, presently working as Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda 

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

Servants (efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules

I, Muhammad

has

2011:

■STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIO.r^

C&W Division Chasadda 

in the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi.
“That he while posted, as Sub Engineer 

committed the following irregularities 

h District Charsadda”;

i He made an advance paym^ints .amounting to
(which were recovered through TEC) .to the contractor without 
execution of road and structure works tor this act of omission it was 
presumed, to be a huge corruption and loss to the government

exchequer.

conducted joint sui^ey to ascertain the actual Natural
the earth work and otherHe has not 

Surface Level (NSL) for work out
quantities.

ot carried the quality control tests during the execution of
iii. He has n 

work

purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the above
is constituted

For the 
allegations, an

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

The Inquiry Officer/r^ulry Committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of

of hearing to the accused, record its

2.
inquiry officer/inquiry committee, consisting-of the following

3.
ibid rules provide reasonable opportunity 

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

punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

ttie

well conversant representative of the Department shall join 
the date, lime and place fixed by the Inquiry Officer/ Inquiry

The accused and a 
the proceedings on 
Committee.

4.

a

Chief Secretary 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/01/2014

. .v.: s. — tr.’ * L
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TNODTRY REPORT

THT^ nHF.T; RO An TKHSIL TANr.T mSTRICT CHARSAPDASubject;

authority

Vide Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtudchwa, C&AV Department 
NO. SOE/C&bD/8-27/20n dated rXcS D
Commissionei Icshawai) anc ipv V , ^

(H.e.e^; .d
Discipline) Rules 2011 against the following olficev/oi.iic.al ol cRW Dcpa.tm 
arounc! of mus-conducl (Annc.xurcrA) in the subject cited CR^e .

lo on

Itamullah SDO C&W.Sub Division Charsadda. 
Shafat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Cnarsauda.

i. Mr. 
li. Mr.

served upon them from the 

Each of the above officer/official was charged as
Sheet and statement of allegation (Anncxurc-B) were

Charge -
competent authority (Chief Secretary)

unden- /
SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda and Sub Engineei 

Charsadda respectively, committed the following irregulanues
“That you (both) while posted, as

C&W Division 
“Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda .

in the work

Rs. I0,002.017/-(which wereYou- made an advance payment amounting .to 
recovered through TEO) to the contractor without execution ol roa'J and siiuctuic

works, for this act of omission, it was presumed to be a huge corm.ption

I

and loss to

the government exchequer.

ai Naitira! Surface LevelYou have not conducted joint survey to ascenain the acti 
(NSL) for work out the earth work and other quantities.

li

of work.have not carried out the quality control tests (^'iring execution111. You

I>ROCDEl)INGS

Subsequent 10 the appointment as inquiry commiUee, the Cnicl Engineer (Cenwr)

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

I A«>
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l]:e ofijcinl cojicerned 'to pro\'ide all ihc relcvaiv. record required by the enquiry 

committee (Anncxurc-C),
di.cei

The accused officer/official were: directed to appear before the enquiry committee on 25th
of the commiltcc members at Bacha Klran Chowkof February 2014 at the office of one 

Peshawar along with written reply in light of charge sheet (Anncxurc-D). Ihe
the office of Additional Deputyofficer/officiul appeared before the inquiry committee m

for submission ofCommissioner on 25lh of February. They requested some time space
directed to submit their replies on or before 3rd ofthen- wntu-m reply, as such, they were

March 2014. In Ihcir defense, they .submiLLcd written replies on 
also contained copies of relevant page of contract agreement with the excerpt highlighted,

calculation sheet based on the

2ncl of March 2014 which

X-scctions at every 200 meter, a single page long section, a
single page Design Sheet and three pages showing test results for compaction

photographs and copy of
X-sections, a
of base course, sub-base course and subgrade along with some

TEO for recovery,of Rs. lOOOdOlSA. //
i-e ExecutiveThe following record was also provided by the olfice of the local person

C&W Division Charsadda (nominated as focal person by the Chief Engincei

Center C&W Department).
binginccr

“ Copy of TEO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/-

■ " Co
" Copy of Contraci-.Agveement

- Copy of Work Order 
» Copy of Comparative Statement 
" Copy of Revised Administrative Approval 

“ Copy ofNlT
■= Copy of Technical Sanction Estimate 
" Copies of C, 2'"', j 
■> Copies ofreievant pages ofMBs (Measurement Books)

:

4"', 5“' and o'‘' lunning bills.--111

of ,the ofhcer/official. and .record from (heAfter receipt of the replies/wriiten statement 
ofhcc of the focal person, a -number of meetings were held attended by the accused

offcer/official, together with site visit of the committee on 17/4/2014 in presence of Mi. 
ikramulhih SDO and Mr.Shafaat Uilah Sub Engineer. The visit however had to be brought

visited by the committee onto an end incomplete due to rainfall. Subsequently the site 
31/3/2014 for visual inspection of the road in subject. Photographs of the damaged portions

was
1

taken for perusal and recorcl (Annexuri;-E)were

^ t,— <**>>

r/iTkO'Mf-rbs sTr-b'i;
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COMMENTS ON THE REPEIES/RECORD

M3calculation sheet showing the quantity of 15967.5 
all the 29 X-sections show exactly the

The X-sections, long section and

10 be not based on actual survey, as
same area.

seem
Further, there is no copy of level-book attached

a't •

staff .of PKHA and- wait for several 
material standing.

S: on the laboratory sThe point that due to rush of work
Field-Density Tests (FDTs) and other sample testing hasE ■ no

1 weeks to get

FiNDlNGS:4-

therd provided to the Inquiry Committee
of the replies/wriiten statements and

fmdmgs-are as uiider:-

reco
In view

ClaU'iC-V of the contract agreement has not been appropriately applied. Aftci ^
■ measurement the quantum of eacess tvorh paid hul nol done, shot,Id have been comple ct 

as per technical sane,ion. In the ms,an. ease .hicknesses of base and sub-base h,ave no. 

provided according to the Technical SanchoiVdesign.

of stereo type, the long section is also not representative 
field book available in support, the

- All the 29 X-sections provided, are ol 
of ihe existing road profile, more over there is no 
authenticity of the X-sections and long section iS douutful

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

are

During visual inspeehoii, ciacks and minoi sm.lcmcnts qili" of
lire nSshed surface. The cracks / Ifum iiil^umper .rucks
TST vvcantm course and pooi (.o.apneiio.. ^ ^ nucks arc fiirthci a
were also seen to be plying on the road VXe oMhe o d constructed to a.poor
cause of rapid expans,on.of the .acks :^^^\:;;;L.er pe,re,rates down

w'hich may also cause expansion O'l. Due toquality and lesser thiclcnesses 
into the pavement making the pavement structure 
the cracks and failure thereof.

moist

CONCLUSION5-

mentionecl in the charge sheet, 

.covered through TEO, as such 

work has not been completed as per ^

irregularity but asAlthough such advance payments
advance payments amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/- were^ 

loss to .the government but the

is an

the

■ there remains no 
Technical sanctioii/dcsign.
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condiiclccl lo' ascertain the aciuai NSI.. lo work out ilic carilnvork andJoint survey was not
other quantities. However, in such like works, where consultants are not engaged, in view 
of limited equipment the quantities may be worked out,‘based on experience, preliminary 
surveys, typical -cross-sections and per m.eter cost of dr.^-lns, pipe culverts, retaining walls

A-' /

M

etc. The thicknesses can be obtained by making cores at specific intervals and measurementifft'
I*?'-'

tT
recorded.

carried out during construction which puts thelit ■ The required quality control tests, were not 
quality of work In doubt, as such,- beneficial use of public money has not been warranted.

If'
r ■ ■< ,
I-

In view of die above, the allegations framed are partly proved

6- RECOMMENDATION

committee in its wisdomBased on tlie above facts • and conclusions, the inquiry 
recommends the following actions;-

Since the charges 'provided in the charge sheet/statement of allegations aiu partly
year be imiiosed on both

i.

proved, a minor penalty of stopping of increment for
ofFicer/official for committing irregularity rmd not ensuring proper quality

iwo

the

control.
The cracked/distressed areas developed due to poor quality control be dismanded 
and the areas redone w:-th proper quality control and seal coats be provided m the 

where cracks have been initiated to control the ingress of water, so that 

beneficial use of public- money is realized.

n.

areas

r !J

yU'^] 'h^r-
Engr. Syeef Muliammdd Ilyas Shah 

Director Maintena'nce PKHA 
Peshawar

Aiimad j/n Afridi 
Additional Depfity Commissioner 

Peshawar

Ai.

!
p
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

V
!!

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

/;
■-

f-
i;t-

t- ■ /

■ TO
Mr. Shafaatullah
Sub Engineer
C&W Division Charsadda

1-^'r
•

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI. DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject;

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

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

“stoppage of annual increment for two years” alongwith inquiry report 

conducted by inquiry committee comprising'of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-18) 

Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ityas Shah
(BSG9) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar and to state that the 2"^^ copy of 

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 in your 

defence and ex-party action will follow.

2.

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

person or otherwise.

3,

!/
(ITSMAN 4AN) 

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
bndst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

'/

FICER (Estb)SECTION

;•

I - .
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^un\N CAUSE NOTICE

A Chief Secretary Khyber PaKhlunkhwa as Competent 
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Mr. Shafaatullah, Sub Engineer 
as Sub Engineer 0/0 XEN C&W

1, Amjad Ali Khan 
Authority, under the Khyber 
Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you 
(BSM1) C&W Department; presently working

/

i:-•W
£

Division Charsadda as follows.

the completion of inquiryTha, consequent uponi' by the inquiry
hearing vide dated '25.02.2014; and

through- the findings and ^ecomm,endations o. the
record and other connected papers

t .
li. . On going .

inoLiirv committee, the material
defence before the inquiry committee.

Wc. on

including your
, am satisfied that you while posted as Sub Engineer 0/0 XEN C&W 

■ Division Charsadda committed the following acls/omissions in the scheme 
' “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda", specified in Rule 3 ofr'!>.

I the said rules;

You made an advance payments amounting to Rs.10,002,017/-■ 
)Dhiorwere recovered through TEO) to the contractor withou

execution of road and structure works for this act °f ^Aff
pmsuLd to be a huge corruption, and loss to the government

exchequer, y
You have not conducted joint survey t°f^^"rtain thA actual Natural 
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earth work and othe

not carried the quality control tests during the execution

li

ii.

quantities.

You have 
of work ,

competent authority, have lentallvejyAs a result thereof, I, as ■ ,
you the penalty of ^—

" under Rule 4 of the

2.

decided to impose upon
A-X i w*tv

TJ
said rules.

, to v;hy the aforesaid 
and also -intimate whether you desire to

You are, thereof, required to show cause as 
penalty should not be imposed upon you 
be heard in person.

3.

If no reply to this notice is received within seven (07) days or not 
than fifteen (15) days of its delivery, It shalJ be presumed that you have no 

defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action s;iall be taken against you,

is enclosed.

4.

more

A copy of the findings of the inquiry committee5.

, (Amjad Ali Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

__ 5^/^2014

i
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.< . GOVERNMENT OF KNYBER I'/VKi-iTUNKl-lVVA 
COMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

:i}'
Dated Peshawar, tf^e September 02, 2014

0 R D E R:fo.:^K-
MO.SOE/C&WD//8-27/2013: WHEREAS, the following officer/official were proceeded against

under the Khybcr Pokhtunkhvv'a Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 for 
the alleged irregularities in the scheme "Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda":

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

li. Mr. Shafaal Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda.

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

T

AND WHEREAS2.

statement of allegations.

an inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jon Afridi (PCS EGAND WHEREAS
8S-18) Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad liyas Shah
3.

T-

(ES'19) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar was appointed, who submitted the inquiryI
repon.

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 powers under Rule-14(5)(ii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil.Servants 
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased to impose the major penalty of 
^'Dismissal from Service” upon the aforementioned officer/official.

;; 4.
i
f-
i

SECRETARY TO
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Communication & Works Dupaftmon?
PnrAt nf even number and date

Copy is foivjorded to line;-

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. All Administrative Secretaries Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
3. Secretary Admn, Infrastructure & Coord Deptt, FATA Secit Warsak Road, Peshawar
4. All Chief Engineers, CSW Peshawar
5. Chief Engineer EQAA Abbottabad 
6 Managing Director PKHA Peshawar

7. Superintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lower
8. Project Director PMU C&W Peshav^ar 
S. Executive Engineer C&W Division Cliarsadda/Chitral

10. PS to Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan
11. PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshav^ar 
12 District Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chjtral 
13.. Section Officer (PAG) C&W Department, Pesnawar
14. Managing Printing Press for publication

15. PS to Secretary, C&W Peshawar 
45. Oificer/Officiat concerned 
17. Office order File/Porsonal File

1.

5

(OSMAN TAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

J
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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

■/

i

:)^o
.:

Mr. Shafatullah
The then Sub Engineer'

■ C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

“Dismissal from Service” ordered bv Secretary CWAppeal aoainst —_______ __________________
Doparlment Khvber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of re_s_ponse to the orders and
directions of the Chief Secretary Khvber Pakhtunkhwa

Subject: -

I am directed to refer your appeal/representalion dated 16,09.2014 and the 

submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister)

same

Thewas examined and

Competent Authority has rejected.

You are hereby informed accordingly.2,

• (USMAN JAN) 
SECT.ON OFFICER (Estb)

Endst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

, , .. 'i,<p



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1367 OF 2014
AppellantMr. Shafaatullah

Ex-Sub Engineer C&W Division
Charsadda

Versus

Respondents1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Peshav^/ar

2. Secretary to Govt of'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
C&W Department, Peshawar

3. Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar

4. Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

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

■i
■;

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 instgnt 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-11), whereby the 
inquiry comrriittee 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/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

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 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

-j'

at
I

t
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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 Competent 
Authority (Chief Minister) for order, who rejected his departmental appeal and 
accordingly informed the appellant on 10.11-2014 (Annex-V).

'.V

Incorrect, as explained in para 2 & 6 above8.
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 

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

were
C. Incorrect, - - , •

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. -

The Competent Authority is not bound to the recommendations ofH; Incorrect.
inquiry committee.

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

I 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 cos^

s

3

i Chief EngineVr^enJfe). 
C&W Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 3)

^ of 
Khybe^akhtunkhwa 

C&W Department 
(Respondents No. 1 & 2)

i Secret;
4

1?

?■

■ft
!3

Execuiiv s^E^giaeer 
C&W Diyisl^nrCharsadda 

(B^r6rident No. 4)



r-MAR^F SHEET
Secretary. KhyberChief

, Shsfaat Ullah, Sub Engirieer 
Sub Engineer

1, Muhammad Shahzad Arbab 
competent authority, charge you 

Oeparlment, presently working as

'.(Vneieas, 
|r>;:;i<htunkhvv;:i,

SS.VV

Cnarsadda.

C&W Divisionas

Charsadda

Road Tehsil Tangi.

C&W DivisionSub Engineer 
in the work 'Tor Dher

while posted, as 
following irregularities in

"That you

Gommilied the

District Gharsadda":
j

, advance ^conUac^or without

were'recovered through of omission it was
and lo;s to the government

You made an 
'which 
e>:ecution 
presumed to be a 
exchequer.

I.

in the actual Natural 
work and otherconducled joint survey fYT 

work out the eartnYou have not 
Surface 
ciu'antities.

Level (NSL) for

quality control tests during the execution
have not carried theYou 

of w'ork
of misconduct under 

Servants (Efficiency & 
any of the

-U Oi the above, you appear to be guilty

o, the Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Government
rendered yourself liable to all or

By reason2.

Rule-3
Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 and have 
penalties specified in Rute-4 ibicl.

,,-ed to subnnt your written defence within ten (10) 

sheet'to the Inquiry Officer/CommiUee, as theYou arc, Iharoforo, rqqu 
of the receipt oMhis charge

3,

days 
case may be. iw Officer/ Committee 

have no
wr.tten defence, H any, should reach the Inquu^ -

shall be presumed that you

action shail be taken against you

Your
specified period, failing which it 

defence to make and in that case exparte

k.

within

is enclosed.The Statement of Allegations•5.

ChierSe^tary 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/01/20i4

I (Muhami-)I
4

j
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niQniPI INARY ACTION
Miihammad Shahzad Arbab. Chief Secretary, .Khyber PakhtunKhwa^ as , ^

Uliah. Sub Engir^eer (BS-11)of the opinion that ShafaatCompetent Authority am
Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda 

he committed the following
CS.W Departiment, presently working as

himself liable to be proceeded against, as
inn of rule.3 of the Khyber .Pakhtunkhwa Government

has rendered 
ocls/onVissions, vjilhin the meaning

2011:Servants (efficiency 2. Disciplinary) Rules

statement of A' i EGATIONS

CS.W Division Chasadda 

the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi.
while posted, as Sub Engineer 

committed the following irregularities in r.

District Charsadda;';

"That he

Me-made an advance paints '

(v.'hich were recovered of omission it was
execution of road and structure '■ government
presumed .to be a huge corruption end loss to g

exchequer.

i

„rs z' ;r s r :He has not 
Surface ' 
qgantities.

the execution ofpt carried the quality control tests, duringHe has n 
work

to the above 
islinc of the following, Is constituted

jsed with referenceof inquiry against the said 
fficer/inquiry commillee. consi

acc.
For the purpose 

allecjulions, on inquiry o
. under rule 10(1)(a) of the ibid ruISs;-

The .nnuTV Cummh.ae ehall. in accordance w,th

provide reasonable opporlunily of hearing to the accu ,
within thirty days-Qf receipt of this order, recommendations as to

2.

> . U '
/

n. •

3,
me ibid rules, 
(indings and make, 
punisiii’'’eni or Ollier

I
appropriate action against the accused

epresentatlve of the Department shall join 
fixed by the Inquiry Officer/ Inquiry

The accused and a well conversant r
the date, time and place

■\.

',he proceedings on 
Committee.

(MuhammadSl:^2;ad4'-.'^b^^^^^.’ . 
Chiefbecretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwas
/01/2014"/

i
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iNOljmV REPORT .

'rA\'r;i msrv.xcT charsadi:)arnn ni-iE^ poadtehstlSubjcci:

AUTIiOrUTV

Depcr'incnt Peshawar letter 
consisting of 'Vide Secret,y io Oove„j.™n T on inquuy enmnoianc

>.o,SOE'CtWD;S-27/20)ods.cdn 'f'es eg BS-IS Adcluionol Deputy
:hc ttndevs.encd, (Mr. Ahmud Hy.s Slrrrh BS-19, D.rcctor

Coinir.issLoncr Peshewar) ane competent authority (Chief Secretavy)
Maintenance PKHA p,uLtnkhtva Govi. Servants (Cff.ctcncy and

cnujno' «n e, oyn,er/olnc,a, of C.rNV Depuruuent
(AC«,..-e-A) rn the sudyeot cited co« :

on

Ikoanruiion SDO CtW Sub Division Charsudrla. ^ 
uilah Sub Enaincer CfcW D.v.s.on Glrarsauaah'h-.

■••'Ir Shafal

them from thewere served upon 
ofncer/oiucial was charged as

and statement nf allegation (Annexure-B) 
authority (Chief Secretary). Each of the above

Charire - Sheet 
competent 
undur:-

:t
/

Charsadda and Sub Engineer 
the work

SDO C&W Sub Division"Tliat vou (both) while posted, as
Charsadda respectively, committed the lollowir.g uTCgLiUti Utcs in

C&.\V Division 
-Tor Oher Road Tehsi! Tahgi, District CharsaddaR

amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/-(which

ion of roll'd and structure

were
You iuade an advance payment

!. ■

...covered through TEO) to the contractor ^vithoul cNucuuon .
prcsunied to be a huge corr.iption and loss to

^^•0! ks, for this act of omission, it was 
ilie eovernment exchequer.

ascerlairr rhe auuuri NGurui Surface Level
You have not conducted .joint survey to 
fiYS!-) for work out the earth work and other quantities

Ti.

(■ irine execution of work.You hao'c not carried out the quality control testst: Hi

I proceedings$
t
5? Chief ibirgineer (Center) 

n fur t!ic stibiecl enquiry and to

? , meSubsequent to the appointment as inquiry committee 
nominate a focal pevso;.

I

C'.V'W OuparimeiU was requested to

k .i=:T.vir.;T:uir:pT—4iri7vT'^i;rr;«Yt-

1
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;-ill ihc rclcvaiv. r-.-cord required by ibc etiquiry'lie C'i'Jicial concerned no provide 
comniiaci; (Annexure-C).

dirck:;

direcicd 10 appear before lire enquiry committee on 25lh
Bochn Klian Cliowk

’! lie accused oflicei'/Ojiicial 
ul'. I'cnruavy 20 Id at 
Peshav.-ar aiong

were
the oirice of one of ihe eommiltee nicmhers at

of charsc sheet (Annexurc-i:))- Thewill! written reply in litthd
committee in the office of Additional Deputy

for submission of
orficcr/orfcial appeared before the inquiry

25lh of February, They requested some time space
submit their replies on or before 3rcl of

Commissioner on
ihciv written reply, as such; they were directed to

In their defense, tiicy stibnritted wnUeiTreplies on, 2iul of March 2014 which 
with tlie excerpt highlighted, 

calculation sheet based on the

MaixT. 2014.
contained copies of relevant page of contract agreementalso

X-scc’.ions at every 200 meter, a single page long section, a
ngle page Design Sheet and three pages showing test results for compaction
, sub-base course and subgradc along with some photographs and copy of

X-seciions, a si 
of base course 
Ti'r.O for recovery.of Rs. 10002011!/q. //

i-e Executivewas also -provided by the ofnee of the focal person
focal person by the Cltief Engincci

■five I'ollo'vving record
CfeW Division Charsadda (nominated asifiigincer 

Cc)-;icv CeeV/ Department).

" Copy ol'TEO for recovery ofRs. 1000201S/-
• Copy of 7tli Running £i)l (minus bill for the abo-.'-e mentioned .amount)

. Copv of Contract-Agreement 
“ Copv of V/ork Order 
- Copy of Comparative Statement 
• Copy of Revised Admi nistrative Approval

A

i

= Copy ofNIT
• Copy of Tecluiical Sanction Estimate

, 3"' A''\ 3"’ and o“’ running bills\u\" Copies oi l", 2 
- Copies of relevant pages ofMBs (Measurement Books)

receipt of the repUes/wriuen slalemenl of the ofliccv/ofnetal, and record from the 
office of the focal pertton, a ntm.ber of ir.eelinss vrere held attended by tire accused

17/4/2014 in presence of Mr.

Il;r:,;,„,llal, SDO and Mr..Sliafaal Ullah Sub Engineer. The visit however had to be brought 

,0 an end inconapiete due to raiiifall. Subsequently the site was visited by the eomm.tlec on 
31/3,tI0id for visual inspection of lire road in subjeel. Photographs of the damaged pontons 

taken for perusal and record. (Annexun;-E)

offccr/official, together with site visit of the commiUee on
2

'i

>
were

'e
n

B
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COMMENTS ON THE REl-'LlES/RECORO

The X-sccuons, ion, scclion and ealoula.lon shcel showing the quantity of 15967.5 M3

all the 29 X-scciions show ocacily ihc same- aiea
be aol based on actual sin-vcy. as

opY of level hook attached
seem 10 
FuiiiiCi-, there IS no c

and' wail for several 
no material slancling-

ilie laboratory siaft ,ot PKHA 
Fiold Dons.ty Tests iTDTs) end other somple testing hits

that duo to rush of work onThe point 
weeks to got

'/
IMNUiNGSid-

orthe repi.es/wt.uen s,etc,nents e.,d .eeotd provided .0 the inquiry Conthuttee, the 

I'lndir-gs are as under:-
in view.

been epproprietely apphed. After detailed re- .
. should have boon completed •

thicknesses of base and sub-base

ClauvC-7 of the contract agreement has not 
measurement the quantum 

as per
provided according to

of excess work paid but not done
have not been

techmeal sanction. In the instant ease
the Technical Sanctioa'dcsign.

the long section is also not representative 
field book available in support, the

. All the 29 X-seetions provided, are.of stereo type, 
road profile, more over there is 

.Utlvanticity of the X-seetions and long section is douotful

no
of ti'.c existing

5
ived back-up data and calculation

The test results provided are not supported by. the reqm 
which makes its authcniiciry disbelieving. ^

During visual inspection, cracks ami minor of
urc finished surface. The " t.rs. Some dumper trucks
■psT '.vciiring course and pool cOi.ip.K u i ' ^ -phusc dumper trucks are luriher a

' p:::s ..... .u. .puhs.qh or
ihc cracks and failure thereof.

CONCLUSION>
>

quhough suoh Odvuncu pay,™„,0 .s on .vreguioniy but . n.oniio..ed in U,e chavgo sheoh

.he uclvuncc p..y.uen.p a.nouniu.g to Rs. 10,003,017,. wee pove.cq .h.ough lEO, . su..
work has not been completed as pei

if
3*
S

Ihcvc remains no loss to the oovernment but the

Tccimicai .sanction/dcsign.

•.r“«

‘ V :

B



r.,*

F • j

conduclccl 10 ascordiin llK actual NS I.. to work out lire carlirwork tmcl 
olkcr qrai.rulies. .However, iir racir like works, wlrere consuitaails ere not engaged, in view
.loinl lAU'v'cy v/as iioi

■:r

be worked preliminary
of drains, pipe culverts, rciaining walls

cine iniervals and measuremcm .

of liivmccl equipment the quantities may 
surveys, typical cross-sections and per meter cost 
etc. The thicknesses can be obtained by makins cores at spe

rccoidcd.
i

during construction v/hich puls theThe rcciuM-cd ciuaiiiy control tests, were not earned out
,,ui,l,ty of work in doubt, us such, bcncficiul use of public money hus not been warranlc

l„ view of tire above, the allegations framed arc paiily proved.

n - ■ r< i: c o INI iM is i^' d at i o in

commiucc in its wisdomabove facts and conclusions, the inquiryliiaricd nn iltc 
recommends the following actions;

the charge shccl/siatemcnt of allegations aic partly 
for i'.vo year be imposed on hnlli 

and not ensuring proper quality

Since the ch.avges provided in 
proved, a minor penalty of slopping of increment 

ofricer/oiTicial for committing ivregulanly

!

the
coi'.troh

oualitv control be dismantled ; yli Tire cracked/distvessed areas dcvelo'pcd due to poor t. .
rklons w:.ih proper qual.ly control end reel coots be provided in the

the ingress of water, so that
and the areas

where cracks have been initiated to 
bcncncia! use of public money is realizcd.

control
areas•)

Pas-
/■

' AA' ■
Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shalt 

Director Maintenance PKHA 
Peshawar

Aiimad .l/n Afridi 
Additional Depfliy Commissioner 

Pcshawtir

j
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IF'# o GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUSjKHWA 
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENTWf

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

1

TOf'
Mr. Shafaatullah 
Sub Engineer ’ '
C&W Division Charsadda

TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI. DISTRICT CHARSADDASubject;

1 am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose, herewith 

two copies of the show cause Notice containing tentative minor penally of 
“stoppage of annual increment for two years” alongwith inquiry report 

conducted by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG 88-18;
Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah

(BS~19) Dire.ctor (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar and to state that the 2 

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

as a token of receipt immediately.

1-10
■ o'copy

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 in your 

defence and ex-party action will follow.

2,

You are further directed to intimate whether you desire to "be heard in 

person or otherwise.

3.

I-

1/
(lU^AN 4AN) 

SECTION .OFFICER (Estb)
bndst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar.• /

E/A.
-officer’ (Estb)SECTION

V

g



IJ|SJ

•f" Tir^.^r - -’ "•

ir#
/*

• ■'=;Hnw CAUSE NOTICE

Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhiunkhwa as Competent1, Arnjad Ali Khan
Pakhtunkhv/a Governrr,ent Servants (Efficiency & 

Mr. Shafaalullah. Sub Engineer 
0/0 XEN C&W

Authorily, under the Khyber 
Discipline)-Rules, 2011, do hereby serve 
(BS-11) C£.W Department; presently working

you
as Sub Engineer

Division Charsadda as follows.I

That consequent upon the. completion of inquiry conducted 
L t^tnquiry committee, for which you were given opportunity of 
heoring vide dated 25.0-2,2014; and

including your defence before the inquirer commitlee, .

II,

Sub Engineer 0/0 XEN C&W

in the scheme
satisfied that you while posted asl aiTi 

Division

"Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi. District

Charsadda committed the follov/ing acts/omissions
Charsadda", specified in Rule 3 of

the said rules; .
amounting to Rs.10,002,017/-• 

the contractor withoutYou mad.e an advance payments 
/which were recovered through TEO) to 
execution of road and structure works for tlVis of omission it wa^ 
presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the government

exchequer. /
r, You have not conducted loint survey to ascertain .

Surface Level (NSL) -for work out the earth wprk and other

quantities. , ,

iii. You have not carried the 
of work

quality control tests during the execution

result thereof, I, as competent authorily, have tentatively

upon you the penalty of A

----------------

As a2.

. decided to impose
" under Rule 4 of the

d
said rules.

v/hy the aforesaidYou are; thereof, required to show cause as to
and also intimate whether you desire to3.

penalty should not be imposed upon you 
be lieard in person.

-?
reply to this notice is received wilhin seven (07) days or not

have no
If no

more than fifteen (15) days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you 
defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

4.

A copy of the findings of the inquiry' committee s enclosed.5,

(Amjad Ali Khan) 
Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

__ 5_/'^2014

A.A—.0.'—■

i
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GO\/ERNMENT OF KMYDGR PAKHTUNKI-iVVA 
CCMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

Daied Peshawar, the September 02, 201^;

0 R D E R:
SOL-/Cf,VVDT8-27/20l3: WHEREAS, the following olticer/official were proceeded against 

ufidcf ihe Kiiybcr Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 for, 
the alleged irregularities m the scheme "Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda":

i. Mr. IXfomullah the then SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda now posted as SDO 
CSW Sub Division Booni, Chilral

Mr. Sliafaal Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda- 

•AND WhiEREAS, (or the said act of misconduct thay were served charge sheet/ • 
slalemenl of allegations. ' .

AN(D W! iERC.AS, bn inquiry conunitlce comprising of Mr. Ahniod Jar. /-.fridi (PCS EG 
DS-lS) Additional Deputy Commissioner Pestiawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah 
iES-'O; Director (Maintenance) PKHA Pesliawar was appointed, wt'.o submitted tne inquiry

;

li.

'i

3.

NOW THEREFORE, the Competent Authority after having considered the charges, 
;v.:iit-;r:al OH record, inquiry report of the inquiry cornmittee, explanation of the otficer/official 
concerned, in exorcise of the powers under Rule-14(5)(ii) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants 
(Ei.'iciency S Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased to impose the major penalty of 
•'Dismissal from Service" upon the aforementioned officer/offtcial.

(•i

SECRETARY TO
• Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Communication iVifcr'its Dopartir.cnt

Endsi of cveri nunVeer .-nnd date 
Conyfui'-’-rordcJ to thc.-

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
. All Adi'.iinislrativc Secretaries Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

S, Secretary Aomn, Infrastructure & Coord Depll, FATA Secll Warsak Road, Peshawar 
•1. All Chief Engineers, CSW Peshawar 
S. Chief Engineer EQAA Abbottabad 
6 Mianaging Director PKHA Peshavvar
' Superintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshswar/Dir Lovrer 
ci Project Director PfvlU C&W Peshawar 
d Executive Engineer CSW Division Charsadda/Chitral 
10. PS io Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan 
1 I. f’S to Chiel Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
i2. District Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chitral
i 0. Section Officer (PAC) C&vy Department, Pesnawar 
Ml. Managing Printing Press for publication

' 'id. PS to Secretary, CSW Peshawar 
15. Officor/Ofliciat concerned 
'i7. Office order Fite/Pcrsonal File

(
SECTION OFFIC IR (Estb)

■ t ‘

.-S,
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
COMMUNICATIOr>l & WORKS DEPARTMENT

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

TO

Mr. Shafatullah 
The then Sub Engineer 
C&W Division Charsadda 
(Now dismissed from Service)

"Dismissal from Service" ordered hv Secretary C&WAppeal aoainst _ -______________________
Department Khvber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to the orders and 
directions of the Chief Secretary Khvber Pakhtunkhwa

Subject:

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

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

Competent Authority has rejected.

was

You are hereby informed accordingly.2.

(TtAA

(USMAN JAN) _ 
SECT.ON OFFICER (bstb)

Endst even No. & date
Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)


