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-08.04.2015 . : Appellant with counsel (Mr. ljaz Anwar, advocate) and Mr. *

Muhammad Jan, GP with Saleem Shah, Supdt. for the respondents
- present. Arguments h:eard.: Record’ pérused. Vide 'ouvrA'detailed
judgmént of to;day in connécted Service Appeal No..1366/2014,
titled “ Ikram Ullah Khan Versus Government of Khyber
-~ Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil S_g:ctt.' Peshawar etc.”,

this appeal is also.decided as per detailed judgrﬁent.‘ Pa_rﬁes are left

. 1o bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED .
08.04.2015 ~ /
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25.02.2015

10.03.2015

19.3.2015

25.3.2015

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah, fSupdt. for

“respondents alongwith Addl: A.G present. Written statements submitted.

The case is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing fo&505.2015.

Chgﬁan

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.

Cb&?nran

Ijai“ Afwar, -

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

Appellant with counsel (Mr.

Supdt for the respondents present. Argume?ts heard To
4/

come up for order on 25.3.2015.

A

MEMBER -

Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan,_’GP-WRh “,

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

work, case is adjourned to 8.4.2015 for order.

MEMBER MENBER
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 1367/2014
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings
1 2 3
1 28.11.2014 The appeal of Mr. Shafaat Ullah presented today by Mr.
ljaz Anwar Advocate may be entered in the Institution register
and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order.
19.1.2015 Appellant with counsel present. The learned

counsel for the appellant submitted that in violation,
derogation of the rules, recommendation of the enquiryw
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
p .

25.2.2015. —,
%NBER




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No{267 /2014

‘Shafaat ullah Ex Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda
U SRURRURRRU OO (Appellant)

- VERSUS

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

(Respondents)
INDEX
S. , P
No Description of Documents Annexure ;ie
1 |Memo of Appeal & Affidavit = | 1-6 |

2 | Copy of charge sheet and A&B 7-8
statement of allegations :

3 | Copies of the inquiry report C q -4
4 1C f sh se notic
opy of show cause notice and D 514
reply

T

5 | Copies of the dismissal order

17
' dated 2.9.2014
\ 6 | Copies of departmental appeal F&G I% - 2L
‘v 16.9.2014 and rejection order
\ dated 10.11.2014 R
' | 7 | Others documents related to the \ 27-4
\ proceedings. /

\\ 8 | Vakalatnama.

Through
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No \36 /2014

Shafaat wullah 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 Pakhtunkhwa Commumcatlon & 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, against which the Departmental
Appeal dated 16.9.2014 has been rejected vide order
dated 10.11. 2014

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of this appeal the order dated
©2.9.2014 ‘and the rejection order dated
10.11.2014 may please be ‘set-aside and the
appellant may please be re-instated in service
with tull back wages and benefits of service.

Rel Z ttully Submitted:

1. That the appellant was working as Sub Engineer in the respondent

department, and was ldstly posted as Sub Engineer C& W Division
- Charsadda.




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

1i.

iil.

LI

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. ‘

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).

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

allegations. The appellant clarified that final settlement of accounts
were made through the transfer entry order (TEQ) 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
carth 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.

. That in the meantime the inquiry committee conducted the i 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. qualzty
control”.

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

o e b e
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5. That without appreciating the facts of the case or the defense of the
appellant, vide letter dated 8.5.2014, the appellant was served with a
show cause notice proposing the penalties as follows:

“As a result thereof, I as competent authority, have tentatively
decided to impose upon the penalty of stoppage of annual increment
for two years under Rule 4 of the said rules”

(Copy'?:igjhéw ¢oieo s attached as annexure B).

53‘\

That the appellant submitted reply to the show cause notice refuting
the allegations so leveled, however, vide a surprised move, without
even adhering to the recommendations or the penalty proposed in
the show cause notice, the appellant was awarded the major penalty
of dismissal from service vide order dated 2.9.2014. (Copies of the
dismissal order dated 2.9. 2‘)14 is attached as annexure E).

7. Yhat the appe.l],an't, .1bm11t<,d hb departmenlal appeal dated
16.9.20i4 to the appeliate authority, hewever, the same was
regretted .vide letier dated 10.11.2014. (Copies of departmental
appeal 16.9.2014 and rejection -order dated 10.11.2014 are attached

as annexure Fs &G).

8. That appellant has never comxmﬂed any act or ormission which could
be termed as nisconduct, albeit been awarded the penalty of
Dzsmzssav irom Service. "

9. "‘i“h:;'z.t the appeilant is ‘o’bzc singe the {lfeo’u removal from service.

16. That Li'“ mp*lgw—d} ?""Otdc is illegal unt 'fnﬂ against law and

facts hence tiable to be set aside inter alia on the 'iollowmg grounds :

boen treated in sccordance with law
e and guaranteed wader the law are badly
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mentioned in the show cauée notice is false, baseless and
legally handicapped.

ii.  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.

iii.  The charge that the appellant has not carried out quality
control test is baseless as stated in the show cause notice.
The inquiry committee in their report gave contradictory
statements whether or not the appellant carried out quality
control tests. The following contradictions are
conspicuous:- '

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 on
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 hé has not been

served with any show cause notice, thus the whole proceedings
are defective in the eyes of law.’




D.

That the i inquiry comnittee has recommended only the penalty of
stbppag’e ‘of arinbal’ Tharefistt for two years‘ 31mllarly the same
has’ been con‘Veyed 1h thé ST)O’W Cause notlce "thie” 1mp081t10n of
penalty” beyond the one recommended or proposed in the show
cause notice was illegal, and amounts to ‘condemning the
a‘ppellant as unhéard. - | | |

That the competent authority was bound under the law- to
examine the record of i 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 falled 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 i inquiry.

. That the competent authority has passed the impugned order in

mechanical manner and the same is perfunctory as well as non-

H.

speaking and also against the basic Principle of administration of
justice. F herefore, the impugned order is not tenable under the
law. -

. 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.

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 enqulry, the enqmry officer gave his findings on surmises
and conj unctures. '

That appellant has never committed any act or omission which
could be termed as misconduct, albeit been awarded the penalty
of “Dismissal from Service.”
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K. That the appellant is jobless since the illegal dismissal from

L.

service.

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 Kre'ection order dated
d

10.11.2014 may, please be set-aside apd the appellant may
please be re-instated in service /Fith{Mull back wages and
benefits of service.

SA\'\ ant

Through //

[4
1JAZ AMR

Advocate Peshawar

&.
<~

SASID AMIN
Advocate, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shafaat ullah Ex Sub EBngineer C&W Division
Charsadda, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that
the contents of the above noted appeal are truefand\correct and
that nothing has been kept back or
Honourable Tribunal.
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- - AWEX - A
CHARGE SHEET ‘
Whereas, |, Muhammad Shahzad Arbab, Chief Secretary, Khyber
7. Pakhtunkhwa, as competent authority, charge you, Shafaat Ullah, Sub Engineer

. (BS-11) C&W Departrrient, presently working as Sub Engineer C&W Division
, Cha'rs\adda. ‘ '

“That you while posted, as Sub Ehginéer C&W Division Charsadda

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

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

presumed to be a huge corruption and loss to the government ;
exchequer.

ii. You have not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural

Surface Leve!l (NSL) for work out the earth work and other
quantities.

ii.  You have not carried the quality control tests during the execution

of work : Y

2. . By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under
Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &

Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the
penalties specified in Rule-4 ibid.

’

3. 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.

4. 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.

5. The Statement -of Allegations is enclosed.

ChiefSecretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

) ) _ 4 101/2014
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' DISCIPLINARY ACTION

_ 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
o acislomissions, within the'meaning of rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
F . Servants (efﬁciency& Discipiinary) Rules, 2011;

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

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

committed the following irregularities in the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi,
District Charsadda”.

i. He made an advance payments afﬁounting 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.

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

g

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

2. 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:-

; Wj‘aa W 74@6 M’*‘M
Less MM&WW Pin. [rh. .

3. The Inquiry Offlcerynquury 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.

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

\

(Muhammadr§_bg.bzad.é.zbab)/
. Chief Secretary -

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa .

/ S 7 /01/2014




INQUIRY REPORT A/V NEA

. Sl‘lbject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI DISTRICT CHARSADDA

AUTHORITY

Vide Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C&W Department Peshawar letter
No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 17" 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 Pakhtunkhwa Govt. Servants (Efficiency and

_ Discipline) Rules 2011 against the following officer/official of C&W Department on

L

ground of mis-conduct (Annexure-A) in the subject cited case :

1. 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 authorify (Chief Secretary). Each of the above officer/official was charged as
under:- ’

4
“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”.

1. You made an advance payment amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/-(which were
recovered through TEQ) 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.

1I.  You have not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actial Natural Surface Level

(NSL) for work out the earth work and other quantities.
1. You have not carsied out the quality contro! tests during execution of work.
PROCEEDINGS

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

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

ok
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dizect the official concerned to provide all the relevant record required by the enquiry

committee (Annexure-C).

The accused officer/official were directed to appear before the enquiry committee on 25th
of February 2014 at tﬁe office of one of the committee members at Bacha Khan Chowk
Peshawar along with written  reply in light of charge sheet (Annexure—D)A The
officer/official appeared before the inquiry committee in the office of Additional Defmty
Commissioner on 25th of February. They requested some time space ‘for submission of
their W1'itt€11 reply, as such, they were directed to submit their repiies 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 test results for compaction
of base course, sub-base course and subgrade along with some photographs.and copy of
TEO fot recovery of Rs. 10002018/-. - - y

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 Depaftmcnt). ,

*  Copy of TEO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/- !
"5 Copy of 7th Runring Bill (miﬁus bill for the above mentioned amount)
= Copyof ContraotAgreemeﬁt
= Copy of Work Order
» Copy of Comparaﬁve Statement.
* Copy of Revised Administrative Approval
. ‘Copy of NIT
* Copy c;f Technical Sanction Estimate
= Copies of 1%,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
olfﬁce of the focal person, a ﬁumber of meetings were held attended by the accused
officer/official, together with site visit of the committee on 17/4/2014 in presénce of Mr.
lksamutlah SDO and Mr.Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer. The visit however had to be brought
10 an en‘d 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 portions

were taken for peruseﬁ and record. (Annexure-E)




COMMENTS ON THE REPLIES/RECORD \

-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: 4

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

findings are as under:-

/ - v .
Clause-7 of the contract agreement has not been appropriately applied. After detailed re-
~ measurement the quanturn 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 prévided 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.

~

5-  CONCLUSION
Although such advance payments is an irregularity but as mentioned in the charge sheet,
the advance payments amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/- were }/'ccovered through TEO, as such

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

Technical sanction/design.

-




Joint survey was not conducted to ascertain the actual NSL to work out the earthwork and
other quantities. However, in such like works, wher; consultants are not engaged, in view
of limited equipment the quanﬁtics 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.

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.

RECOMMENDATION
Based on the above facts.and conclusions, the inquiry committee in its wisdom
recommends the following actions;

1. 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 irregularity and not ensurmg proper quality
“control. )

i 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.
h\ | . -
% Uhy /(\/ Y
Engr. Sye uhammad Ilyas Shah Ahmad JAn Afridi
Director Maintenance PKHA Additiéhal Deplity Commissioner
Peshawar Peshawar
-——
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1. The Additional Deputy Commissioner,
Peshawar.

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

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.-

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

on intermediate certificate to be regarded as advances which
states that “all such intermediate payments shall be
regarded as payments by way of advance against the final
payment only and not as payments for work actually done
and completed and shall not preclude the requiring of bad,
unsound and imperfect or re-erected or be considered as
an admission of the due performance c¢f 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 settiement and
adjustment of the accounts or otherwise or in any other
way very or affect the contractor.”
Therfore final settlement of Accounts was accordingly made
through the transfer entry order (T.E.O) after detailed re-
measurement of work and there remained no loss to the
Government exchequer.

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

P-1-2
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P-2-2

- 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 ‘compelied 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 are
annexed please)

. Looking to the ground reality and limited resources of survey

and laboratory equipments, | 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.

SWo L
(SHA'FéAAT ULL-AH)
Sub Engineer
C&W Sub Division
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 h_eréby serve you, Mr. Shafaatullah, Sub Engineer

’ (BS-11) C&W. Depanment;' presently working as Sub Engineer O/O 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 glven opportunity of |
hearing vide dated 25.02.2014; and

|

i ii. On going through the findings and recommendahons of the

| , inquiry committee, the material on record and other connected papers
including your defence before the inquiry committee;

i ] o | am satisfied that you while posted as Sub Engineer O/O XEN C&W
Division Charsadda committed the’ foliowing acts/omissions in the scheme
“Tor Dher Road Tehs;l Tangi, District Charsadda”, specified in Rule 3 of
the said rules:

i. You made an advance payments amonnting to Rs.10,002,0”'17/-
(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 corruptlon 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

guantities.
i. You have not carried the quality control tests during the execution
of work
2. » As a result thereof |, as competent authority, have tentatively
decided to impose upon you the penalty of * W(\’Q‘-XA 4 2nnual in eremmend
E',IL.V & Ué‘,wvs " under Rule 4 of the
said rules.
3. 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.

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

_ 5. A copy of the findings of the inquiry committee is enclosed.

. (Amjad Ali Khan)
- ' - Chief Secretary

_ /% . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
| 5 10412014




The Chief Secretary,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

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

Dear Sir,

| have been served with a show cause notice vide Section Officer (Estéblishment), 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 reéovered' 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 agreemént, 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 tﬁe 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 taw/rules enforce, hence no

financial irregularity is committed in this regard.

S

4. As confirmed from the inquiry report of the inquiry committee that during the visit/inspection of the project
they found heavy loaded traffic/vehicle, which were the main reason of minor cracks, for which the
contractor has also given in writing to the inquiry committee that even the road was completed three years

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

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, | may very kindly be exonerated from the charges
and the tentative minor penalty proposed may be withdrawn.

3. [ may also be heard in person.

Sub-Eng\i eer
C&W Division Charsadda.
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: i GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
f‘“ N . ’ COMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

&)

- ' o : 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
-thealleged irregularities in the scheme "Tor Dher Road Tehsit 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. Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda.

2. AND WHEREAS, for the said act of misconduct they were served charge sheet/
statement of allegations. '

3. AND'WHEREAS, an inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi {(PCS EG

BS-18) Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad llyas Shah

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

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

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. Al 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/Chitrat

10. PS.to Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan

1. PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

12. District Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chitral

13. Section Officer (PAC) C&W Department, Pesiiawar

14. Managing Printing Press for publication
15. PS to Secretary, C&W Peshawar

Y
D

. 16, Officer/Official concerned
. Office order File/Personal File

~-

(USMAN JAW/\

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)

4




Anwex f*

4 © APPEAL @ |

My Reference No..2.7 I ......

Dated: September (é Mo, 2014

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

Through:- Sceretary to Govt. of K.P. ‘
‘ Communication & Works deptt. Peshawar.

Sub Head: APPEAL AGAINST ‘DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE? ORI)]‘RN)

BY SECRETARY C&W-DEPTT. K.P. IN RESPONSE TO THIE

ORDERS & DIRECTIONS OF TIIE CHIETF SECRETARY K.p.

Reference: Scerctary to Govt.. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Communication &

Works department Order no. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013  dated
September 02,2004 (Annexure *A° )

Your Excellency, :
Most humbly & respectfully, I make the following 5ubmlsslons for
favour of your kind and just consideration, pleasc.
(1) T 'was working as Sub Ingineer in the Govt. of Khyber Pakhtuul\hw
C&W departiment and was posted as Sub 2 ngincer, C&W division, Charsadda..

(2)  lexceuted a scheme “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, district Chars‘addu”

i the capacity of Sub I3 :ngincer along with the $.0.0. and Executive I3 ngineer.

Subscquently, I was dismissed From service vide order under relerence on grounds
of few alleged irregularitics in the stated scheme. The order of ‘dismissal (rom
Scrvice’ is (,\tmm(,ly harsh, unwarranted and in contravention of the codal rules and
norms ol justice for the reasons bricNy explained below:-

I 1 was issued “‘SHOW CAUSE NOTICE” (Annexure ‘BB’) containing
tentative minor penalty of stoppage of annual increments for two years” along with
enquiry report conducted by Inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan
Alridi’ (PCS EG BS- 18) Additional Deputy Commissioner, Peshawar and E ngincer
Sycd Muhammad Ilyas Shah (3S-19) Dn(,clcn (Maintenance) PKIHA Peshawar.

1
v

a -
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”J Flowever, realizing that the two main ‘cl
& charge sheet stand quashed, the
‘Show Cause Notice’ by

1arges’ of the show cause notice
‘inquiry team’ tried 1o put a new “soul” in the
raising either extran;eous or contradictory issues viz.
(i) ,Non completion of work as per technical sanction / design.
(i) Quality control tests were not carried out which puts the quality of

work in doubt. a '
(iit) - Survey lor carthwork computation was not carricd ou,

The brief reply to the above issues are:-

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

1. | Non-completion of work as per

-1t s an extrancous issue neither
lechnical sanction / design,

raiscd in (he charee sheet nor show

cause notice. Ilence lcoally, it

should never be considered for any
penally’ on me in the Light of the
decision made by the ‘August
Civil Courts’ in §uch like scrviee —

cases (hereinafter described under
Para 1V).

The inquiry commitice badly
failed to fix responsibility  of
default on the right person which

has been given in clear words in
the “Technical Sanctlion 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 to
approved specifications and scope
of work as per administrative
. : - approval”.
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S.No Issues in the Inquiry Report Reply / Explanation,
mis-stalement, hence carries no
legal importance.

3. There were

Joint survey not carricd ou,

'y

no _consultants for

the project. Hence no joint

survey was possible. The fact has

been admitted in the inquiry

report _under caption
“CONCLUSION? in the
following words. '

“Joint survey was not conducted to
ascertain the actual NSL to work
out the carthworks and  other
quantities. However, in such like

works, where consultants are

not engased, in view of limited

cquipment, the quantities may

be  work  out. based on

experience, preliminary

SUrveys.......

Proper survey was carried oult.

The inquirv * committee were

given survey cross sections ete.

as admitted by them in the
inquiry_report under (‘hc-caption
‘PROCEEDINGS” in the
following words,

“They submitted X-scctions  at
every 200 meter, a single page
long scction, a calculation sheet
bascd on X-scctions”

- The inquiry committee did’nt
- practically check the submitted




nzats

B : - e

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

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

° “Subsequently, the site was visited
by the committee on 31.3.2014 for
the visual inspection of the road in
the subject (Please see the caption)’
"PROCLEEDINGS™

° “The X-sections, long  sections

and calculation shect showing the
quantity of 15967.5 M3 scem to be
not based on acfual survey”,

(Please sce these remarks in Para
3 olinquiry report). The use ol the
word ‘Scem’ manifests conjecture
/ speculation.

HI The “SHOW CAUSE NOTICE” shows that on the basis of three
alleged charges against me, the competent authority contemplaied imposition
of minor penalty (viz. stoppagé of annual increment for two years). But when
the inquiry team in the inqdiry report (Anncmnc ‘C?) turned down the main
two charges (out of the three) having no merit or truth as expiained under
aforesaid Para 1, it was expected that the competent authority in the ‘Order’
(deciding finally in the casc) on the basis of one ¢

harge (though not valid) should
have further, reduced (he

‘minor penalty’ of stoppage of (wo annual
increments’, But instead, the competent authority decided imposition of ‘Major
Penalty’ of my dismissal from service on the
which is biased, unlogical & unjust.

[V EXTRANEOUS FACTS — NOT SUSTAINABLE.

basis of one charge in the field

Court Rulings (in_other serviee cases) .




S o e v & et o

Quote:- “Enquiry and reliance 1o remain within four corners of contents of

Poepe )7

show cause notice. Reliance on extraneous maller lantamount {0 com‘/cn'uw'ng
without opportuniry of being heard”. (i Civil Service Laws by Mazhar llvas Nagi -
Volll — Pakistan Law House — Page 1316 Case “Mujahid A.Abbas Rizvi V.S P
Bhawalpur 1983 PLC (C.8) 1127 (.S 7). ]

Quote:- “Enquiry officer cannot embark upon maltters which are extraneous
lo charge and come (o light during enquiry. He is legally bound 1o deql only with
charge sheet upon civil servant.” b

ity two years” service law digest (1947-1998) - Page 619 case NLR 1982 11 2/ 91

Quote:- “Dismissal order passed on the basis of findings of inquiry officer .

arrived at in the light of material extraneous to charge sheet cannol be susiained
Tribunal accepting appeal and selling aside impugned dismissal order. "
{ifly bwo years” service law 8est 1947-1998 Page 696 - case NLR | 982 71279}

UNQUOTE:-

V  That1 have a long and clear service carcer 0f 23 vears in the C&W
department. The penalty of ‘Dismissal of Service’ shall be a big blow on my

‘inteerity and reputation besides involvine me in financial hardships.-

There are a number of judements of the august civil courts in such

like cases where the Government and the competent authority were direeted

to take very Ienient view on humanitarian orounds even in_proven cases of

corruption though my case contains totally bascless charges. Just few court
decisions are reproduced below:-
Quote:- “Inefficiency and lack of vigilance on part of civil servant who has
served department well for g long period of 19 years, should no be visited with
ultimate penalty of dismissal of service. In such case, stoppage of increment for two
years and censure of servant would be inefficient penalty.
[IFifty two years service law digest 1947-1998 Page 697 — case NLR 1985 17D 518}
Quote:- “Minor penallty. Imposition. Allegation against civil servant having

Jully been proved, he was rightly proceeded against and was right punished, but

keeping view large Jamily of civil servani of which he was lone bread vwinnes and his
long service of nineteen years, laking lenient view purely on humanitarian grounds,

his major penalty of removal from service was converted to that of minor penalty of
withholding of rwo increments with cumulative effect.”

{Iifly two years service law digest 1947-1998 Page 924 - case NLR 1996 PLC | 046}

/




Quote:- “Misconduct. Civil servant charged with misconduct. [vidence

exonerating him before enquiry officer ignored. Extraneous Jfactors taken into

consideration. Civil - servant  punished with censure and  stoppage of " three

increments. Order being conjectural and aoamsf Solzd evzdence set aside.”

PRAYER:-

i

§ o e e ke e

Duc to the aforesaid reasons and explanation, thL order no.
SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated Scpt(,mbcr 02

» 2014 issucd by the Scerctary
C&W deptt. Govt.

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Ann(,\mc ‘A’) in respect of my

dismissal from service may kindly be set aside being catlous and without

ustification and merits. [ may also klndl * be reinstated in ser VILL with afl b
]

ack
benefits to meet the ends of justice.

Thanking you in anticipation.
D.A.Annexures: A,B,C,D, L.

§/smedrely,

(SHAFA LLAILI)

Sub Engineer
_ S/ob
: Sahibzada Amanullah
. Ahmadabad College Road Tangi
Tehsil Tangi District Charsadda
Cell #343-0952254

Copy lorwarded for advance information to the Hon. Chld Mmlstu Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

taard
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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 S
| (Now dismissed from Service) |

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

| am directed to refer your appeal/representation dated 16.09.2014 and the same
was examined and submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister). The

Competent Authority has rejected.

2. You are hereby informed accordingly.

oW

(USMAN JAN)

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
Endst even No. & date

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

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

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

1) Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG BS-18)
Additional Deputy Commissioher
Peshawar o

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

Subject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI, DISTRICT CHARSADDA

Dear Sir,

| '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(officia! of C&W Department.

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

2. Copies of the> charge sheets and statement of allegations duly signed by the Competent
Authority (Chief Secretary) are enc!osed, with the request to serve these upon the above
mentioned accused officer/official and initiate proceedings agains‘t‘_'thAem, under the provision of
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 and
submit report withiﬁ 30 days positively.

Yours faithfully
Encl. As above | ‘ (USMAN JAN)

o SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
Endst even No-& gate ’

1. Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W F’_‘ésﬁéWar. He is r‘equested to depule an officer well
conversant with the case to assisl the inquiry committee and provide them all relevant
record required by the inquiry committee.

Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda

3. Copy alongwith copy of the charge sheet/statement of allegations is forwarded to the
following officer/official with the direction to appear before the inquiry committee on the
date, time and place fixed for the purpose of inguiry proceedings:

i Mr. lkramuflah SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda
/ii. Mr. Shafaat Ullah Sub Engineer C&W Divisicn Charsadda

N

e

s&'cm ER (ESTT)




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAii5nd oy

PAKHTUNKWA HIGHWAYb AUT HOME Y.
Tele: # 091-9210963-9210963, Fax # 091-9210434, E-mail: info@pkha.gov.pk

Attached Department Complex, Near Treasury Office, Khyber Road Peshawar

No. ﬂﬂ-ﬂg/yf;ﬂmn 357 PKHA - Date: 10" April, 2014

To,

-

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

Subject: - TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI, DISTRICT CHARSADDA

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 with the relevant documents (Annexure — A to

E) for further necessary action please.

DIREGTOR (MAINTENANCE

C.C:-

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

DIRECTOR (MAINTERNANCE)



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

Subject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANG!, DISTRICT CHARSADDA

| 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 P'eshawar'and Engr. Syed Muhammad liyas 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.

2. 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.

3. You are further directed to intimate whether you desire to be heard in
person or otherwise.

ek

(USMAN JAN)

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
Endst even No. & date .

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

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
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Name of work;~Restorati .
. . = tion of road Lor t4
{1c0d dated 2!/?/) ormation damaged .due t
i - 00 o heavy
\g CAEI;' _fits= Read from Dhak! i oA ordhot.‘,’w_‘ggé@/ﬁrg}omﬁ ?iﬂf’ﬁ’chf’r§abl}\a
i ! : i(5.50 ;L e
{ SECTION OFFICER S

JFual p..lymu.ls musts invariably be madg on fron: prinied in red ink wh:ch should nol

+

8y S/F abr-;q'\‘hon of miid steel |
———oinfor C{OWQTSL PR RE A TR n%

R . be used for interr - diale nayment. . .
oL RUNNING ACC )UN"' BILLA. . .
. - ‘ Cenlral PW.A Code. para, 3phs 212,215 and 117). e
i or Contracior:--- This form provide for (1)Ad...nce paymenis (2) secured Advances..and
(3) payments for ficasurod Works. N
’ CAVESION . oo e s ISP S SUD DIVISIOO ‘:
! C'tsh Book Voucher NO...’.(_.,I‘.(.'.-.'...\.. ................ Date...... ‘Q/W-? ) Bt
by g e @G P et :
I lame 0f COMIECIOn. oy, - J.“....}‘.,.F?Y..t..cont"ach’r LT
) l‘s abch ........... -. ........ et AR X .'.. N - N R .
NTRTC OF WOTKS ooy coeirop g omes, reensenansanens R
! PERRY gLy .
Serial No. Of this Bill.c.oievevoieieireieie oo s T CoL R
. No. And date of his previous bill for th, Works. s eeerengen e
Reference 1o Agreement No s Ol el sl
. e ; 127372013 S
Date of wrilten order 1o COMMENCE VOTK ...l T
ale of actual completion of work e LT T
: T 1) e e
1--—-Accounts of Work oxec,uted . SRR N
Advance payment for work not i P e o Remarks ' 1 .“
- . Item of viork e b 1t antity ayment on the basis of v Y v
o ,'c.mca,l:rcd (grzup‘;d\:ﬁ\rdcr _"’"“ ale 5:;;?:;3 actual m‘casurcmen'ts_'i‘ (‘;‘:rd'(f':;"‘?‘s IR
Total 25 | Since Total Sub-head and up-to-date’ Upto- - Since ¢ adjusting i
previous| srrevious ! Up-to Sub-vorks, of ‘as per . . date Provic %, | * payment :
. Balt date ~ estimales) Measurcment g " shown'in
.o ' Buoh ’ 1 LT o | Ceolumn
- ! _.,2 ] - 5 Gi' 1 8 g b, .m0 e
Rs. Rs. Rs. ’ Rs. | s. . Rs.| Psd Rs. IPsd : Coetd
SHil=1) Road work. ‘ ‘l ’ . Co '
1)} Far matipr of gmbanl\mont i ! \ N T . “
bdirow pxacaviion iw ! [ ' S PR R A L
cdwmon {noieridl as.spfds| PM3 e /6 1 16959.91 6854|517 /22, (- 7276‘*/78 -‘
2) PAL Sub| base of-Dit fun L I : S
. ravel| as sppeiliedo H lo,w/oz 2128.44 1359473452 (- 8h1033/87 :
L 3) 9/l Bash course of water | ! ' .
baund mpcadam|as ovpfd: 1 .9‘)5/7) 2h13,48 "03""2/?1 (-%141067/29
) p/L TST|to road surfacce nMe Q}O/ o2 19189.60r652100§/87 (- "8215/L3"‘
1
L | T 1712 243/32<-i;383081/07
SHsle?) Structure work. ‘ ! ’ 1 : ) Lo
1) ch*-;vau on a.s\in foundation 1| ’ N I R SR "='.¢
. n1 ordinaxy 5Qil as spfd; PM3 }1‘(;5/‘3.0 298,49 L1_361171/29‘_;(-)’38725/20""
i 2) p/LL PCCf134; 8{0.; spfds no 200730, 787.37 2275562409 (=) 73828/78 '
3) P/ . },1.3»»? concrete using R - ‘
50 boulders 50% pCC ‘ \
(1;3;6)15 spe ifieds " n2:1y- | 181%.60 (
i) 3 oct1‘« &% ramoving forn: i ] RN T S,
\»ol ke veyticol jas spfas | PM2 | 306759 4612.56 1414 b’i/??,.(,-‘:‘l_' t 94
5) S/% of *l(.C pipos as spfdl '1 . : r ST SN
(18" 5. 2 ™ 913/¢ £97.36 | 45L0D39/68 "(¢) 4"199/?5 '
i) 1 Tdqa v ? T 7h,20 ll3?,5F$/6|0: - ‘11508/4" . '
(l"“ P‘\"r‘ia noy 0w | 32,91 k5362768 - (£)30397/32° . 4
Condia. J noofreog- 55.93 25727/80 © (30 19011/80
6y r/L n..cu 33 v as specifiedoM3|’ -77/2% 9065.52 335?p1§ 79. (- 1053073/05/
?) n/ }‘(,C L.‘., as spfd: 4 ‘.‘*761!52!! 222,10 923‘&(3 39 (- 932002/37
p/TTS .41:/55 6.289 }_/LT_}/T)O J ) 7120/40
| .

viherever there is an entey in column @ un the actuat sneasurcient, the whole of the amoW&p j o
without detaded measurenient should b adusted by s &y in columns 2, equivalent to fnefamouny 5
in column 1 50 that there total up te daie in column 3 way - coie Nl

1 Vlen there are two o mere entrics in column 9 relat o cach sub-he.ad of estimate they sh
of work: the account. of vhich are hept by sub head Seto (allad ant total cecorded tn column ‘Q:Bﬁ-’o

%
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C‘xusadd . B




. e < . .
o . .
TSN .

) % )

Advance ..ayment for work
yei measured

ltcin of work Unit Rate
{grouped under : )

‘otatas| since l Toja!
pei  {F evigus | e
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estinates) .. | Hieasurement

G
£
97543

oI

1. 2 3

4o 5 6

11) Strutiure
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1) Ropd wvorlke.

2) Straviture worlk.
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Daduct-—-value of works shoves in provious bil
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1 Accsunt of "Secure” advances allowed on the Lo ity o iha secunty of materials brought to site. :
b . T
i . SRR S K . . ) -
<aivily ey 1‘ oul L] Fusws od [ oisenpin ¢ U7 i.c':u:c;: el up-to-uat | Rutetence to 4. Reason lut
.;.t.i:f..n.._: DNy D nssEs:,c!tzy cfpatena | atwnn famount of | Dwvisional=. non-clearance.
S ol T . .:.‘.'..Ej TR 1] | adwariam | novance  Picur's wottenj shen outsianging
bt Suita Lwntlonds ohoer . ‘ man ’ droer aulnonzing Mol s e
;"'"‘.'f:' :d S.“' LR IR e dovance © monihs L
ORI . . i ' o
. uhtﬁ ot
i M N LS
1. ! 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 19 " 10 ’
i‘. Ry. | Ps Rs. Il ps] Rs. (Mo ! Datef
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\ | ‘
' .
) N P
i l X B
I
t . { . ‘ C A
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8! v H . . Dol
: CaW S)lM)i syon NO 1o Coane
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Total ¢ nount outstanding as per this amount . : iy LT
Deduc!---amount 0tkstan.ing as per eatry 1Cy of previous Siil {€) Cos e
Netes ount since previcus Bill{in worus--Rupues ‘ L

Entriey 1elatng to each d.scnption of aiurials shoult « 2 pobicu hus i1 o1 winn 3, First enter the ditference between the
-, quants cs i cofuting 3 od 2 Thei show butow Uus cairy e uantiies, £ any hrought 10 site against which 3 turther

advan .« hio been cutheused, this entry Being preliied vy tire jos siga. Sinaily crine the total of the two enties vhich .
will r¢; resent the dotal Guantiiy vulstaiing. , : T k
Zalries 0 coiuinny § show the oty eatues of the total quantities sutstanding as per. column. . .
§---Ce ficute and Signature . Shafaatullah S/E * 7 ’
The 1 asu.ement vn which aie hased the antries in coltonns 4 1o 3 Ei sccounthweremadeby o T “on - ..
: : 22203 ¢! N © T2Centified -
and az  recorded at pagd D= of Measuremant Houlcle Certifie

That n addion 1o 2 qu.i2 Sdi.lzlnh-.\ quanbities of wats 1Aty el g ub shown 1n columes 7 of Account {someworkhas
actuat. s buen dune . connuclion \with sevaral items and the vawe @ such wolA jatler G2aucting thereliom the proportionate amount - LR
of seunred advances b any Limately recoverable onaccount 1ihe :;\;:nlii.cs of matarsais used thereinlis in case, less than the ool
advan ¢ paymeni as per colump 3 of Account lmade proposti. 10 be made forthe convc:}icncc of the conlraclpr."ig_anti;ipa\ion . ..
of and subject o the resuit of detailed measurements whic v b2 aiade a5 S00D 35 POSIIDIL, L R ’

N .
T Cerlif, +g (1) that the plus guaniiugs of mateaal shovin s 25 e ol ACOwnt Habove have actually been br0ug‘nlviy the. ° - R
contic stor Ly the siic of thy wiork and the santracter bas nitp ou o ecreioed any advance on their secuﬁb,';(Z),lha{thcs’c‘m’a‘@rinl .
are ol an ik pensbat. ¢ natere 3nd se att reguired by e * + .50 0f the work in conneciton wivh items o which rates for finished .
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Paray aph 2 (2} ol the Centeai r&'uc Viuris ALCuinty vt sl reeoined inthe D.v’!slanal Otlice. ’ o
‘ v

Dated Signat.: ¢ of Ofhcer
£ Prepaing bil

Dated aignature of e Dated Signature of Oificur
authosizing the payment
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§ This Signature i3 aecastary only wiren then officer who prepure the tallis nat (:e Officer who autherize the payment. -
n o, ol acase the v Lhnatures o easenizal .
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CONTRACTOR FOR WORES

GENERAL RULES AND DIRECTIONS FOR THE GLUIDANCE OF CONTRACTORS,

Al works proposcit fur caceation by contract it b notificd o formy of invitation 10 *

i pisted on a boeard hurg up in the olTice of and sipred by the Divisionad Officer. 1 i
v 3

1 This form will state that work 1o by carried e wgit s the date for subritting and - v

opeaing wenders, and e time altowed lor CHCCYIRE QUL LoC v ;

t be de
sucvesstul tenderer and the peecentage, 0 any (o
specifications, designs, wnd drawings mnd seheduled .
connestion with the work signed for the puspuse of i

alse be opencd oz inspecticn by the contractor al the ot fiee

finses,

:
2. I the event ol the tender being subunted by

matnber thercol, or, in the event of the abisence off any a3 aast e signed on his behalf by a

person holding a power ol auoeey aumorising him o,

RN Keeeipts for payment made oo avcoun of Wi

signed by the several parliters, except where the contrs
i which case the receipts must be signed mithe naine

otier person having authority to give cffectunt reccips’
]

. '

-+, Any peeson who submiss o tenrder, shall [l
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alowed-lor carrying out the work, oF which contiin an
@ rejection. No single teader shati include more than
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number ol the work 1o witich they teler, writlen autsics, He vavelope, R
L
) . BT .
S, Fhe Divisional Officer should himseil open the 1emlers as far as possibic. Tenders which:
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. : o0
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N Ca
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. P Yo 1
bt The memorandum of work teadered Tor and 18y Sicmaringdun of miaterialy to be supplicd
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withoul having been so ilked in ang cmnp’cml hie shadl
he conmpletes and detivers his ender.

9. No liability shall be incurred by the C&W D
ouzidered Ginding until the eader hag been sigoed by o

teinder by the officer competent o ecept the (eander,
i
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No bank deposit receipt odier thahn front the 5, .
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work hui contretors, who wish (o endér
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;’Enginccr—in-Ch:xrgc) of such compietion, but no such certificate shall be given nor
‘:shall the work bx: considercr; . be complete until the conmractor shall have removed
“from the premises on whi " the work shall be executed all scaffolding, huts,
© godowns, sheiters, surplus .. serinis and rubish, and cleancd off the dint frem ali

. Woad-work, deors, windov., - walls, 2o, or other pars of any building in, upon o
“or about which the work is .. pe excuted or of which he may have had possession -

for ihe purpose of the exceution 1hercol or unt) the work shall have been measured
by the Enginccr-in-Chargc G Uy & subordinate ar the instance of the Engincer-in: ™
Chaige whose casuremenis ; all e binding and conclusive against the contractor, L.
tIf the contractor shall fail 1o om 'y with the requirements of this clause 1§ (o
", remaoval of scaffolding, hutg, sodeas, Skeliers, surplus maicrial and rubbish, znd
“Cleaning of dirt on or befs ¢ ihe dite fixed Tor the completion of work, the .
Enginccr—in«(}hargc MAY ai Lz expense of the coniractor, remove such seaf Foiding.| oo~
 huts, gedowns, siciters, sy ..o o derials and rubbish ang dispose of the sume ag’
-he thinks fit and clean of sih dirt g 2foresaid, and the contractor shail forthwiii,
Pay the amouni of aly Cxpeiis 50 incurred, and shall have no ciaim in respeet of -
(Aany such scaffolding, huts, Sodavag, sheliers, or surplus maicrials as aforesaid
iexeept for any sum actually wilied Ly the sale thereof, - L o .

e L

B

Yaviient en nteemedizig Cleuse 7. Ng payme.ts sie'l oe made for works estimated (o cost Jess than
:‘"f,":“m‘ Le “sorded rupees one thousand, il after rie wihole of the works, shall have been complered
- -and 2 certificaic of completion giver. Bu; ax in the case of work esiimared o cosi,
more than rupees one thousand, the cuntracior shall submitting.the bill therefor be
entitled io receive a mon:. ¥ Payment proportionate to the part thereof -then- R

approved and passed by the fi.;y,inf:cr-iwChargc, whosc certificate of such approval” il
and passing of the sum e, fuvable shall be final and conclusive against the . - i

==contractor” But all such ing -Dedinte payments shadl be regarded as payvipents by %]
way of advance apainst i 1ot

y ‘il payment only and not ag payments for work -« - s
actsally donc and completed FT SN o precfude the requiring of bad, ensotml, T L
. A . X0,

e

*AR0 INMPCTICCt OF e eTectie oF ue considered s an adimisSion ol the due”.
:'ﬁl’fonnancc [5} (ne"Contract, arany part thereal in any respect, or the accruing: 0!”{'. .
any claim, 767 shall it conclude, deiznmine or affocrin any way the powers of the - '
ggry;mh?cﬁargc under thesd conditions or any of'them 3510 the final settemen: - :
»and adjustaicnt of the ACCOLT £ or vilicrwise, or in any other way very or aflectifie

.CONTactor. The final Bills 1 BE submitied by the COMractor within onc month o1
‘he datc Tied for completic - of i work, othenwise the certificate of-measuremeny |
sJaken or caused 1o be take. by the Bngi:zccr-in-Chztrgc and of the. total amounny - :

- . vpayable for the work accordi..uty shalt be finad and binding on all panies, .- & “oL .
B G be swbmitted Clzuse 8. A bill sheii be submitted by (he conlrncior"pach’xpo‘nlh onor -
1auriibly. .1 before the date fixed by th: i;'uginccr-iu—(_‘lmrgc for all works executed in ihe o

-.L.previous month and the Engi;uccr-in-Cluu'gc. shall 1ake or cause o' be ttken the .
| Iequisite measurement for the pupose of huving the sume verified and the cluim, oy’
“far as admissible, adjusted, ¥ possible before the cxpiry of ten duys from the'?
" presentation of the bUL If 2 contractor dees not submit the bill within the time
| fixed as aforesaid the Eagi: e or-in-Charge Ity depute a subordinaie 16 measure up o
1the said work in the prescr 2 of the conirctor, whose couniersignature to-the ' ..
" masurement list will be suf* uiwarrint and the Enginccr-in-Ch:xrgq’m_ay. prepare R

-...# bill from such list which sh: '] v¢ vinding on the contractor in all respects. » .~ s

Bt be"eaprinted I Clanye 2 The contructesr sizabl submit all bills o the prinicd forms.io be:had |
o application at thz Office of the I;‘ng;nccr-in-Chargc and the charges in'the bills.
 always be entered ar the rates sprcified in the wnder or in the case of any-exiry work

.. -ordered in pursuance of these conditions, as not mentioned or provided forimthe .,

3

. .
. tender at the ey hereinafic, crovided for such work, - PR BN SRS
Strcs  supplicd  by| | Clause 10.If the sp. . Geason or estimaic of the work provides for the use! :
Goverument, . #of any special deseription 0.7 nate-id 1o be sunnlied from the Enginccn—:’u-Ch:grgc's o
| istoses, or if it s required tha: (hy “ctor shati use certain stores 1o'be provided® .1
by the Engmccr—in-Chnrgc, ol aecia! ool and plant are supplicd on loun ;-

<ifrom the Enginccr-in-Charg SR L (such materials, stores and special tools and

. Plaat, and prices ang hire ciiarges o be charged therefor ag hercinafies mentioned,

.-.being 5o far as praciicable for i convenidnee of the conlrictor, but notiso as in any : ‘

way 10 coniro) ihe meaning or eftect of this, conract, specified in-any sehedules o LE

©Lmemorandum hercto 2anexcd) the contrucior shal! be supplicd with-such materialy, Lo _
" stores and speciaj tocls and n'.nt oy reqiired from tinmie 16 time for the purpase of IR

the conirac: ouly and the - sive of the fuli quantity. of materials and storcs, so- oy

- -supplied and the hire Charges ur' the special wcols and plants and the rates specified
“tinthe said sehedules or e, sndusy, may be set off or deduct frony any sums due :

“ror thereafter become due 10 L contrucior under the contract or otherwise or asainst ©

cor from e sccurily depos” or ths procseds of sale ihereof, if the same is held in

pe
-
1
.
a
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TR ~STORA"' ON OF FL. 00D DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI
N @ »
=[ Q ".r

R L . - . . i ST Chee e e .ot

SERDT - |LENGTH AREA AVRG: AREA S TQTY

T 0+000 0 2.805 . -
0+200 - 200 .. 2.805 | 2.805 ©.561M3
0+400 C.200 2.805 .-2.805 .561M3
0+600 S 200 2.805 2.805 561M3-
0+800 200 2.805 2.805 561M3 L
14000 200  2.805 2.805 561M3
14200 200 - 2.805 2.805 “561M3 = |
1+400 200 2,805 2.805 561M3
1+600 200 . 2.805 2.805 561M3
1+800 200 -~ 2.805 2.805 561M3
2+000 200 2.805 2.805 561M3 B W
2+200 . 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
2+400 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
2+600 200 2.805 2.805 561M3  =x
2+800 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
3+000 200 .. 2,805 2,805 . 561M3 . -
3+200 200 2.805 - 2.808 ~ 561M3 -
3+400 200 2.805" 2.805 561M3
3+600 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
3+800 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
4+000 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
4+200 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
4+400 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
4+600 200 2.805 2.805 - 561M3
4+800 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
5+000 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
5+200 200 2.805 2.805 561M3
5+400 200 2.805 2.805 561M3,
5+500 100 © 2.805 2.805 : 280.5M3

TOTAL = 15967.5M3

- Executive Engineey
C&W Division
Charsadda.
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L_jﬁ ' ‘ : w'{;
FESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD' FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI ’

!g 50KM) RD 0+000
' !' 788 '} -:5(C 3

A Y
vt

X ] ] T .
s 250 ) 15  FILLING AREA®1S0MZ  pcyy

. .....L—._ I

| EXISTING ROAD >

: . ’ 1

o ‘ B : .)‘l :
. : . I

I N
. AREA = 1.305 M2
.2 )

T

TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2

 X- SECTION OF ROAD

RD 04200

d o : ekl
: AREA = 1.305 M2
1 M }
. TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

RD__ 0+400. : o
i ; ————— M i .
| ' T : o
25CM - ) 15CM  FILLING AREA=150M2  ppepy .
A_Lf.—fj m‘w e
l w0 o = = T i . .
AREA=1.303M2 L
0 M- | —— .
e——— ° . TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2 - -
- \\-\—_
T X- SECT!QN OF ROAD
RD  0+600 . | .
7 : . . {1
l‘\,v}
ST . 3 ‘ .
, AREA = 1.305 M2 . o
t M- T - ' i
T TOTAL AREA = 2805 N2 "' b o et , 1’»\#
X-SECTIONOFROAD ~ | e o
- ' » . j N E‘:i‘":; v" . . .: . .::z
. RD__0+800 ] ’
;1 RS . ;:“;
.2s-|ou| ’
I R
13 Ta
¥
3
. ) TOTAL AREA = 2,805 M2
; X- SECTION OF ROAD :
4 S RD _ 1+000 .
- : i | ;
15(‘:&; I‘FUJJNG ' m'iﬁ(;m I: ,
mswm P
. r;i 5T | s
. mﬂ:ﬂsm
Laal 1
) . TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2 .
X- SECTION OF ROAD | | L
P s L. ,'&“ﬂn
pivisibfarfticer
’ ps E:«r vy Sub jvisional /’% T
. ; ."_%‘a;‘;',‘jad‘fja -—~———--_._. SE
Engines’ Executive Engmeer
%B . \C&V rlq '0n ': J
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‘7(5.50KM) © -~ RD__1+200 .

——
i

o ;".R'ESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TOTORD IHER MULYANf( kILLI

— M : I
. f . H
D T - T

: . 25CM 15CM  FILLING AREA=1.50M2  nace

P l
N 1 T EXISTING ROAD N}_?L_m; :
' . : ¢ 5

.

: .,
| ¢ T L 1[»Aa£A1aosm
‘H l

. TOTALAREA 2882

X—SECT#ON OFROAD o i

UEN é
RD  1+400 o

] i
AREA=1305M2 ¥

TOTAL AREA =2.805 M2
s

RD _ 1+600

. TOTAL AREA = 2605 M2
X- SECTION.OF ROAD
RD  1+800
25-CM
L
| ' S g Fusr
' R . m' TOTAL AREA =2.805 M2 o
. X- SECTION OF ROAD
RD 2+000
*—HﬁrﬁM f
- |
AREA 13)5“2
BM i

TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

‘L
| 1 - T
25cm 15CM FILUNG AREA=150M2  go0
- T EXISTING RORD
)
i

RD  2+200

T
o TOTAL AREA = 2,805 M2 1
X- SECTION OF ROAD

Sub Divisio cer
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,' <Y ESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO: TOR DH .!
¥ (5.50KM) RD__ 2+400 :
) i— —— M : 4‘ .
S _ .
Rt 2590»4 " © 1M FLUING AREA= 150M2 ZO([:M ;‘ .
- . Y
R EXISTING ROAD 3
T B w i Tom,male-zmsm k "
X- SECTION OF ROAD :
RD  2+600
— ——M —]
v b TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2 '
. X- SECTION OF ROAD
——— M —] -
A 1308 M2 \ r }
v o TOTAL AREA = { { ‘
AL AREA = 2805 M2 R \ r) ;
X- SECTION OF ROAD - 0
RD  3+000 .
B L P — .
’ !‘
‘ ) [ § R s )
. : ) ; AREA=1.305 M2 ‘ :
— —_— Py - d
. Tom‘;mans?@
: X- SECTION OF ROAD ‘ o
RD - 3+200 . . i -
Ir -—a———-—"‘VI 1-M B _j‘ . v - ‘«
A EXISTING ROAD . o . i
— - &M 1
TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2 ) . )
X- SECTION OF ROAD .
. RD__3+400 : o
r M o 1
ﬁ% ' T iseM FuNe miﬁ%;. .
\: - EXISTING ROAD 2 e .
. el
“ R AREA=1.305 M2, .
l_ au ——
. TOTAL AREA = 2808 M2 )
X- SECTION OF ROAD - o !
. ‘ I.|
( . ‘cef /%
Q\S\O‘{\a‘

sub DN\ &
o ‘mr?fﬁmdda * Executive Engmee:
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RESTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI :

' & ]550KM[

_ RD 3+soo

RIS

- N
M , |

.

AREA = 1.205 M2
aM !

' ]
“Sf“ FILLING AREA=150M2  poen A
EXISTING ROAD - o
. = = ' : " t

TOTAL AREA = 2,805 A2

X- SECTION OF ROAD

™ .

|

F“ - ST

. ] —
15CM FauNG AREA=150M2  pacm -
=
EXISTING ROAD
: P
s |

AREA = 1.305 M2 *

’
/
{

! &M . 1
' TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2
X- SECTION OF ROAD
RD__ 4+000 , En |
T — 7-M i .
S . ‘_ ] L
L}JC‘L_' 150M FUNG  AREA=130M2 za<I:M . "
T ) EXIETING ROAD - ;’ :|
l ' . AfEA S 130832 \ j
I ~; -..-... TOTAL AREA = 2805 M2 o ‘ B
_ ' X- SECTION OF ROAD
o RD _ 4+200 . o
! T ™ Iy &
I  15em Fn'.unc :'f: AREA= 150M2 20!:'1“ )
L EXISTING ROAD
i oAy
) o AREA = 1.305 M2
su i
. . . . TOTAL AREA = 2.800 M2
X- SECTION OF ROAD
' ;
RD  4+400 ' A

7- - -

r .

i 1
) AREA = 1.305 M2
=M

F ' g__- - 3

G Emamee v

H TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2 '
X- SECTION OF ROAD
RD _4+600
— 7-M |
|
15(I:M FILLING AREA = 1.50 M2 ZOICM
EXISTING ROAD 5 »
’ 0C :
]
: AREA = 1,205 M2 I
w 1
. ' TOTAL AREA = 2606 M2
X- SECTION OF ROAD

; Sub Division OPicE!
" Mighway Sub v isiona
Charsadda
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R‘JSTORATION OF FLOOD DAMAGED ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANO KILLI
(5 "QKM) .*'\"3_4@_@
— » |
. ’ ) 25,I,;M ' 15(1:11. FILLING AREA=150M2 20!;',4 E
T EXISTING ROAD I
| B Rrviimmall
i XY i
; ‘ TOTAL AREA =2.005 M2 '
X- SECTION OF ROAD
RD  5+000
— L
: - BSTING RGAD , px s o
. ' - RG] ’ ’
— . AREA=1.305 M2
! — = Lol 1
‘.\,_ TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2 .
X- SECTION OF ROAD -
R /|
L RD  5+200
I .
z:»lcu )
’ [
. X-SECTION OF. ROAD
3 RD  5+400
‘. |L i
zslcu 153:1_;1 FILLING
| .
X- SECTION OF ROAD |
' ! -'/l.
: . RD _ 5+500 ’
i) - ————— ]'
4 soon o  1soM Fume A=z ol
I - ESTRE oD :
R ]
i o \ K AREA = 1.305 M2 I )
| t 8. L
_; ) . TOTAL AREA = 2.805 M2 H
R Ny
. - Mah\m"j :L' ~>ua gost ive Engmeeh
| razdda - u
Qo Engine b EXeC%‘W Divis ion -
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NAME OF WORK: RESTORATION OF DA-MAGED ROADS, FORMATION
' DUE TO HEAVY FLOOD DATED 27/7/2010 TO 30/7/2010 IN _
DISTRICT CHADG e e . S

DISTRICT CHARSADDA fl
SUB HEAD:- ROAD FROM DHAKKI TO TOR DHER MULYANOQO KILLY ‘
- (5.50KM). | '
l. - Servisibility terminal Index: (PT) , 25
2. Design life _ o . S 10 years
(with regular periodic Maintenance) ‘ -
A_,_Z’g."\_ Initial ADT o : .~ 74 Nos
4, ,\ProjeéthDIiQr I : o o
10 year at 7% growth rate = M = 145 Nos f \' '
' - | g
5. Average ADT (Both Direction) - i ;145 = : 110 Nos -
6. Average ADT in one Direcfion . = % = O 35 Nos
7. CBR of sub Grade R | = i 8% (Soaked) -
8. ~Assuming Structural No o - = yahe 180
9. - Equivalent 18 Kips single axle load per day be FEER R - -
Multiplying with equivalent factor .= 55x 1.8 = e 100 o -
10.  Regional factor S 4= 2 ' o
Now weighted structural no.. Sn o= 2.00; |
SubBase .=  6"x0.01 - .= 0.66
Base Course = 6 x0.14 = P 084
| | S = 7150
’ Now Balance Sn=2.0-1.50 - = 0.50 "
Design L e : T
Base course = 6% 0.14 - = -0.84
TST = -0 = 0.0
Total Sn: . I1x1.50+0.84 S = - 234 -
DESIGN: . S o
Sub Basc = o = i5cm

Base Course o= 6 = 15em

s u
2

Sub Bivisia

S pets

« CEW Sub Phhslon Nozt

- Charsadda ‘ | |
| Executive Engineet;

C&W Divis ion -
. Charsadda




L
CT
: , PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
‘ CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY
(Material & Water Testing)

-

Lab No. L 8~7Z /720> /207 Date,_ 57 ‘//a’w,a

‘

Client _Seb Dirvssienal "7/’w~/ Hrch By Drsh ﬁ%w&qa/o,{?
RefNo. _ - Date. | '
Contractor Iases /4[ /‘t/lt Qu /é,’ Lxp /ot i
Project /nad ‘7(“{37?? _DCC p’(;é Y . FaxDlheve }"74«/‘?’4770 /(’/4’\5 «Of'n
Road Site _ .

RD____ 55 [ : . ~
Sleh) Base —

Test Required _ Depth:

FIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST

S Description .
No. ‘ Result ‘ _
‘ Density % Moisture % ..
o Contents Compacii'dn

%), 5o +/ED

2. 266

4.2

991 7.

bl nep 4 760

A b6/

q4-4

129 » |

: A ny + 4D 2248 5.1 G808 /.
| 4 Kdior #8678 | 2. A3 7.5 742 L
| Rl o3 #5562 | 22277 | 8o LA R
Tested by ' o ‘ : R 3 i
Lab Tech . Q P_/A ' :.' . ' g
lﬂmrc“ﬁ Officer .. . | |

PDA Laboratory
Ph-VI Hayatabad
Peshawar : '

Research Officer

PDA Laboratwory o

Ph-VI Hayatabad g S
Peshaway |




PESHAWAR DEVE&LOPMENT AUTHORITY

: N CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY L
i . (Material & Water Testing) o _;
! :
.i’ . -
P LubNo__[8~H/K 0 /Prs - Date._”$ /_‘zzo?ogz’
Client 8“0 0/ l//.5/67)0-/ C’;‘//’/c’,f S (4 % J/éﬁ’ (’dqy.s’c(dcéu
Ret No - " Date. |
ot
' Contractor //0»: I, ﬂ/ /v A e Kz'p/lf'av c : !
Project __£p e/ PG cﬂfw/?/?/ 70- //owDWﬂ »fa/wma K (A iy /«mJ
! _Roud Site ' 4
‘ R.D 55 N, o
; T°§L Required 5”?50 /f@qt’C 4 ‘Depth: b
FIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST
_ S Description
' No.~ . Result
Density % Moisture Yo -
Contents Compaci‘ion
K20 + 5 00 0? 34 / X8 94§
Kdi 03+ Koo A-B2f 3D 2797

Ad: p3+ 760 2195 A7 79.2 "
Kol 0 3 +80° 2326 3 G 99. .5

Tested bY
Lab Tech

Reé:.&rc‘h Officer
PDA Laboratory
Ph-VI Hayatabad
Peshawar

Research Officer
DA Laboraior
RV H, Tayatabad

awar




PESHAWAR DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
CENTRAL QUALITY CONTROL LABORATORY
(Matemal & Water Testing)

Lab No, /&6~ g'eo//.ﬁ/'?

* Date._/S7 240?0/2_,

Ref No. ‘Date.

/\/G‘C:?«/ ﬂlf b g K@/f?fg
Project bz d w/{\fm Dot f/"/'b/"‘/a\f—

Contractor

Roud Site

R.D 55 10 : .

Test Required 5’/’/"/6 ?ﬂ’%&/f Depth:
- FIELD DENSITY COMPACTION TEST
| S Description
No. ' Result o
‘ ' Density % Moisture %
' Contents ~ Compaction
K bn+A50 /87 ./ jé.0 -
A Sb + 450 X143 &-9 9.8 .
; LA o1+ Sev 4. /88 VARY ASTAR
2. ot + 900 2./92 ap) 97/
Rel: 02+ L5 . /49 9.5

7852

ch;ar%#i/ccr

PDA Laboratory
Ph-VI Hayatabad
Peshawar

Tested by

Lab Tech

Resca reh
PDA | ’}ff" icer,

dbing u:ory
Ph-vi fd).sui) ad

P sk Mawygpe

Client (94’” J/V/S/O”G/ O}////@w ﬁ/fﬂ way J/.S/‘( (‘946‘/‘6’40’0(

Lhew )‘/a///mmo //./4_(‘

&
i
?
P
i
!
i

{

J/(w/v |

x
:
I
t
:
i
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DIRECTOR GENERAL .
FLOOD DARAGES RESTORATION IIMRECTORATE
CCOMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMEHT

YO-A SHAMEROAD PESHAWAR CANT:

No. 7 5 /H4-CHD/Charsadda/FDRD
Dated Peshawar the 29 /712/201 |

The Execative Engineer, |
C&W Division Charsadda

Subject: TECHNICAL SANCTION,
Reference: Your letter No.253/4-M, dated 26.12.2011.

fn cxercise of the power conferred upon the Chiel Engincer, Communication & Works
Department under serial No. 21 appearing in page 104-103, the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Finance Deparument Delegation of Power under the Financial Rulcs and the power of Re-appropriation

Rules 2001, Technical Sanction is hereby accorded for. the work and amount noted below:-

Isu Name of worlk AA Cost T. S Amount
I. | Restoration of road formation due to heavy Rs.190.512 (M)

Nood dated 27.07.2010 10 30.07.2010 in - 30112010 -

District Charsadda Non-ADP (Flood (Compact)

Related)

}) SH: Road from Dhakki 1o Tor Dher Mulyano Rs. 36378 (M) Rs. 40.000 (M)
Killy (5-50-Kims) . (Rupees Forty Million only).

>

2) SH: Road from Munda to Malta via Saddar Rs.36.987 (M) Rs.40.685 (M)

Ghary (5.50-Kms) (Rupees Forty Million, Six
[tundred and Eighty-Five
Thousand only).

The expenditure involved is chargeable 1o the relevant budget head.

It may be ensured that the expenditure doses not exceed the amount over and above the
permissible timit of Administrative Approval. '

[t s further added that the Executive Engineer Incharge should be responsible for the
suitability of desiga, reasonability of rates and cxecution of work according to the approved
specification and scope of work as per Adinistrative Approval,

. One copy of each sanctioned estimato is returned herewith for further necessary action
and record. ) '

: [P SYRINIVR
(Engr: Hidayatullah Khan)-
DIRECTOR GENERAL

Enclosures: As above

Copy to the:-
L. The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. The Circle Head Drafltsman (local) alongwith a copy of cach T.S Estimate for office
record, . '

e

DIRECTOR GENERAL

TR ey e

Sl
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LY - BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |
: SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWA
_ERVICE APPEAL NO 1367 OF: 29_1_3 ST
Mr Shafaatullah  * - : e Appellant .
Ex-Sub Engineer C&W Division - = ' '
Charsadda o
' Versus
1. ‘Govt of Khyber' Pakhtunkﬁwa through’ L e 'Respond'ehts
- Chief Secretary, Peshawar . o e S
2. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
e C&w Department Peshawar ,
3. Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar
4. Executive Engineer C&W D|V|$|on Charsadda
 COUNTER AFFIDAVIT
We the respondent hereby affirin and declare that all the éohtehts*qf the rep'l'y
~ are correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been c\olﬁckealé.d;. '.
5  C&W Department
M
3 A
| oy 1
;r /- ‘
: v
3
32
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’BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
SERVICE APPEAL NO 1367 OF 2014

Mr. Shafaatullah o R Appe_llant S
Ex-Sub Engineer C&W DIVISIOI’I o o
o Charsadda L
' Versus '
1. Gowtof Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through *—  Respondents -

Chief Secretary, Peshawar

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

' 3 . Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar AU
'Executive Engineer C&W Division Charsadda ~ =

Joint Parawrse Comments on behalf of Respondents No.1t0 4 .
Respectfully Sheweth sl '
Preliminary Objections

1. - That the appeal is not marntalnable in its present form

o~

- That the appellant‘has not come to this Trlbunavl wlth clean hand's; ’
3. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi. '

4. That the appeal is liable to be re;ected on ‘ground of non-jomder and mrs-jornder of =
- hecessary parties :
5. Thatthe appellant is estoped by hrs own conduct to file the mstant appeal

"Facts’
1.- As per record -

2. Correct to the extent that on a complaint of NAB Authorrtles 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 i 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 agamst
him, however the inquiry committee did not agree with his stance and clearly
mentioned in the conclus:on/flndlngs of formal inquiry that charges are proved
against him.

| 4. As explalned in paras 2 & 3 above

5. Correct to the extent, that after approval of the competent authonty, show cause
notices contamlng 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 submst .
- theirreplies (Annex-Ill).

6. As per record, reply to the show cause of the appellant was properly examlned
~ 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 sanchon/desugn nor conducted
proper quality control test. Besides this; he was giveh ample chances to defend
-himself. Moreover, the appellant was also made request in his show cause reply
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_for personal hearrng 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 hearlng, the Competent Authority imposed
major penalty of “Dismissal from. Service” upon the-appellant and accordrngly the -

~ C&W Department. notified the order on 02.09.2014 (Annex-IV). -

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 explalned in para 2&6 above
9. No comments _ ‘ o
10. Incorrect the |mpugned order is in accordance with Iaw
-' Grounds
A. Incorrect, that the impugned order is in accordance with Iaw and rules ,. _
B. Incorrect, the charges leveled against the appellant were properly mqurred 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 hearrng was
. given to the applicant as per rules/procedure _ »
D. Incorrect, the appellant:is involved in the |rregulanty as per. mstant mqurry and all
the matters were carried out in accordance with relevant rules and law, and with
the approval of the Competent Authority.
- E. lncorrect as explained in paras. mentroned above , S . .
F. lncorrect all relevant rules have been followed and actron taken rs wrthrn the-
préscribed law as explained in paras mentioned above. ' '
G. Incorrect, as explalned in Para-F of the grounds. :
H. Incorrect. The Competent Authonty is not bound to the recommendatrons of
- |nqu|ry commlttee _
L Incorrect as per paras mentloned above .
J. Incorrect as per paras mentloned above
K. 'Incorrect _ . _
L. The Respondents would like to seek permission of this Hon able Tnbunal to

produce more grounds dunng the time of arguments..

“In view of the above itis humbly prayed that the rnstant appeal may krndly be

Chief Engineet
: . - C&W Peshawar

C&W Department ) \ (Respondent No. 3)
- (Respondents No. 1 &2) .

harsadda
dent No. 4)
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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-M) C&W Department, presently working as Sub Engineer C&W Division
Charsadda. ' ’ :

) “That you whilé posted, as Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda
committed the following irregularities in the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi,
District Charsadda” o :

i You made an advance payments amounting to Rs.10,002,017/-
{which were recovered through TEQ) 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 survéy- to ascertain the actual Natural
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earth ‘work and other
quantities,

"ji.  You have not carried the quality control tests during the execution
of work y

2. By reasoﬁ 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 ibic.

3. You are, thereforé, required to submit your written defence within ten (10)
days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the inguiry Officer/Committee, as the

case may be.

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

-

‘5. The Statement of Allegations is enclosed.

, ok
(Muharmh éfw/ag.@q,grbab)/

Chiet Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

/01/2014
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 DISCIPLINARY ACTION .
|, Muhammad Shahiad Arbab, Chief Sscretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as
Competent Authority, am of the opinion that Shafaat Ullah, Sub Engineer (88-11)

CSW Department, presently working as Sub Engineer C8&W Division Charsadda

has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following

‘acls/omlssmns within the meaning of rule-3 of the Khyber, Pakhtunkhwa Government

Servants (efficiency & Dtsc1pitnary) Rules, 2011:

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

“That he while posted, as Sub Engineer C&W Division Chasadda
committed the following irregulérities in the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi,

District Charsadda™

i He made an advance payments . ar{\ounting to Rs.10,002,017/-
(which were reccvered through TEC) 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. He has not conducted joint survey to ascertain the actual Natural
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the -earth work and other

guantities.

iil. He has not carried the quality contrel tests during the execution of
work
2. For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the above
allegations, an inquiry officer/inguiry committee, consisting of the following, is constituted
under rule 10(1 y(a) of the ibid rul2s:-

Wosd T ki I A, fukamar

3. The laquiry Ofiicer/Inquiry Committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of
the ibid rules, provide reasonable opportumly of heanng to the accused, record its
findings and make, within thirty days of receipt of this order, recommendations as to

punishment or other appropriate action agalnsl the accused.

4. The accused and a well conversant representative of the Department shall join
the proceedings on ihe date, lime and place fixed by the Inguiry Officer/ Inquiry

Committee.

M / /Iu\/’

Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
I

4 /01/2014

/&JV/ Mﬁ’fxﬂWMA)u ' fwé/ﬁwf“ \ZLW fM%

(Muha mmad(&ﬁah.zad-_A:bab)/
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INQUIRY REPORT

l

Subject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI DISTRICT CHARSADDA
I AUTHORITY

Vide Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C&W Department Peshawar letter
No. SOE/C&WD/8-27/2013 dated 17" 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 Mubammac flyas Shah BS-19, Dircctor
Maintenance PXHA Peshawar) was appointed by the compsetent authority (Chief Secretary)
1o conduet Tormal enguiry under Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Gavl. Servamis (Efficicney and
Discipline) Rules 2011 against the following officer/ofticial of C&W Department on
cround of mis-conduct (Annexure-4) in the subject cited case

.

iy lramullah SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda.
5. 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 Secratary). Each of the above officer/official was charged as
under:-
4
" “That you (both) while posted, as SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda and Sub Engineet
C&W Division Charsadda respectively, commitied the following Lireguiarities in the work

“Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda™.

I, You made an advance payment amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/-(which were
recovered through TEQ) to the contractor without exceution of rowl and structure
works, for this act of omission, 1t was presumed te be < huge corrupiion and loss to

the government exchequer.

li,  You have not conducted joint survey 10 asceriain the astual Natural Surface Level

(NSL) for work out the earth work and other quantities.
I, You have not carried out the quality control tests ¢iring execution of work.
2. PROCEEDINGS !

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

C&W Department was requested 10 nominate 4 focal person for the subject cnquiry and 1o




di.eci the official concerned o provide all the relevant record required by the enquiry

committee {(Annexure-C).

The accused ofﬁcu/oincml were directed to appear before the enquiry committec on 25th
ol 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 (Anncxure-1)). The
olficer/official appeared before the inguiry commilice in the office of Additional Deputy
Com’mssxoncl on 25th of February. They requbsted some time space for submission of
their written reply, as such; they were directed to submit their 1cplu,s on or before 3rd of
March 2014, In their defense, tlmy subm;tu,d wrilten seplics on 2nd of March 2014 which
also contained copies of relevant page of contract agreement with the excerpt highlighted,
Y-sections at every 200 meter, a single page leng section, a calculation sheet based on the
-sections, a single page Design Sheet and three pages showing test results for compaction
of base course, sub-base course and subgrade along with some photographs and copy of

TEO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/-. . 1

The following record was also provided by the office of the focal person i-¢ Exccutive

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

Center C&W .Depaﬁment)_

s Copy of TEO for recovery of Rs. 10002018/- !
"= Copy of ?ih Running Eill (miﬁus bill for the above mentiohed amount)
~  Copy of Contract-Agreement
= Copy of Work Order ) +
= Copyof Comparative Statement ‘
a  Copy of Revised Adminisirative Approval
= Copy of NIT '
= Copy §f Technical Sar.ction Estimate

\l qml -»nl 4“\ =h

= Copicsof I and 6" 1unning bills

s Copies of xulu\ ant p RREN ot MBs (Measurement Books)

Alter 1ccupt of the replies/writien statement of the officer/of ﬁcml and .record from the
office of tie focal person, a number of mectings were held “attended by the accused
officer/official, together with site visit of the committec on 17/4/2014 in presence of 1 \/h
Hoanuliah SDO and Mr.Shafaat Ullah Sub Enginecr. The visit however had to be bxought

{o an cnd incomplete due to rainfall. Subsequently the site was visited by the committee on

31/3/2014 for visual 1nspccuon of the road in subject. Photographs of the damag,«.d portions.

were taken Tor perusal and record. (Annexur(:-h)

-
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COMMENTS ON THE REPLI ES_/RECORD'

" The X-sections, long section and calculation sheet showing the quantity of 15967.5 M3~

scem 1o 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 1o 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.
FINDINGS: ’ . 74

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

findings-are as urider:-

! ’ - 3 .
Clausc-7 of the contract agreement has not been appropriately applied. After detailed re-
measurement the quantum of excess work paid but not dong, should have been completed
as per technical sanction. In the instant case thicknesses of basc and sub-base have not been

provided according 10 the Technica! 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

suthenticity 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 sctilements were witiessed in various arcas of
{he fnished surface. The cracks / distresses developed are may be due 1o poor quality of
TST wearing course and pooy campaction of ihe underlying lavers. Some dumper trucks
were also seen to be plying on the road during the visit. These dumper trucks arc further a
cause of rapid expansion.of the cracks and eartier failure of the road constructed 10 a poor
quality and lesser hicknesses. Due 1o the cracked surface the rain water penctrates down
into the pavement making the pavement suruciure moist which may also cause expansion of
{he cracks and failure thereof.

CONCLUSION

Although such advance payments is an irregularity but 23 mentioned in the charge sheet,
the advance payments amounting 1o Rs. 10,002,017/- were § covered through TEQ, as such

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

Technical sanction/design.

T ——
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Joint survey was not conducted (o ascertain the actual NSL 1o work out the carthwork and
other quantities. However, in such like works, where consultants are not engaged, in view
of limited cqmpmcm the qumutms may be worked out,' based on experience, preliminary
surveys, typical cross-sections and par meter cost of drgins, pipe culverts, retaining walls
ete. The thicknesses can be obtained by making cores at specific intervals and measurement

recorded.

The requncd quality control lests, were not carried out clunnr' construction which puts the

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

! In view of the abé\'e, 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 chaxges plov:dcd in the cherge sheet/statement of allegations arc partly
proved, a minor penalty of .stoppu)g ol increment for two year be imposed on both
the officer/official for committing irregularity and not ensuring proper quality
control. ' C

i The cracked/distressed areas developed due to poor quality conwol be dismantled
and the areas redone w:th profner quality control and seal coats be provided in the
“areas where cracks have been initiated 1o control the ingress of water, sO that

# ' beneficial use of public-money is realized.

() ¢ -
\A U, wy A’ _ A //Z)
Enar. Syed Muhammad Ilyas Shah Ahmad Jan Afridi
Director Maintenance PKHA Additighal Depdty Commissioner
Peshawar ' Peshawar
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AnwEx-22L. |
' GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA )
COMMUNiCATlON & WORKS DEPARTMENT

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

4
TO
Mr. Shafaatullah
Sub Engineer -
C&W Division Charsadda
Subject: TOR DHER ROAD TEHSlL TANGI, DISTRICT CHARSADDA

| am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith
- two copies of the show cause Notice contai-ni'ng tentative minor penalty of
“stoppage of annual increment for two years” alongwith inquiry report
conducied by inquiry co:ﬁmittee comprising 'of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG B&-18)
Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad llyas Shah
(B.S~‘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.

2. 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

defen-ce and ex-party action will follow.

3. You are further dir.eot.ed to intimate whether you desire to be heard in
person or otherwise.

';{;:fég/”v\
(USTMAN JAN)

‘ , - SECTION OFFICER (Esth)
Endst even No, & date :

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar
7

.....

e
SECTION-CFFICER (Estb)
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I, Amjad Ali Khan Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as Competent
Authority, under the Khyper Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &
Discipline) -Rules, 2011, do hereby serve you, Mr. Shafaatullah, Sub Engineer
(BS-11) caw Deparment; presently working as Sub Engineer O/O XEN C&W

Division Charéadda 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;

| am satisfied that you while posted as Sub Engincer O/0O XEN C&W

Division Charsadda committed the foliowing acts/omissions in the scheme

“Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda”, specified in Ruie 3 of

_the sald rules:

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

exchegquer. ,

i You have not conducted }oint survey to ascertain the actual Natural
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earth work and other

quantities.
ii.  You have not carried the quality control tésts during the execution
of work |
2. ~ As a result thereof, |, as compet’ent authority, have tentatively
decided 1o impose upon you the penalty of * //’D@@d»pg & gl ineren
,lﬁav fw %W& " ynder Rule 4 of the
said rules.
3. ~ You are, thereof, required to show cause as {o why the aforesaid

‘penalty should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to

be heard in person.

4, If no reply to this notice 1s received within seven (07) days or not
more than fiftée_n (15) days of its delivery, it shall be nresumed that you have no
defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action £hall be taken against you.

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

!

(Amjad Ali Khan)
Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

__5 /0472014




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER # AT UNKIHWA
CCMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the September 02, 2014
ORDER:

_No.SOE/CAWD//8-27/2013: WHEREAS, the following officer/official were proceeded against

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Gavernment Servant (Efficiency & Dlsmplme) Rules, 2011 for

the alleged irregularities in the scheme "Tor Cher 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 ’

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

2. AND WHEREAS, for the said act of misconduct they were served charge sheet/

statement of allegations.

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

85-18) Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad llyas Shah
(ES-13) Director (Maintenance) PKHA Peshawar was appointed, who submitted the inquiry

repoit.

4, NOW THEREFORE, the Competent Authority aﬂér naving considered the charges,
material on record, inquiry report of the inquiry commitiee, 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 io impose the major penalty of
“Dismissal from Service” upon the aforementioned officer/official.
SECRETARY TO
Government of Khyber Pa‘r\htunkhwn

Comriunication & Werks Tepartmant
Cndst of even number and date ‘ .

Copy is lorwarded o the:-

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

All Administrative Secretaries Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Secretary Admn, Infrastructure & Coord Deptt, FATA Secit Warsak Road, Peshawar
All Chief Engineers, C&W Peshawar

Chiet Engineer EQAA Abbottabad

Managing Oirector PKHA Peshawar

Superintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lover

Project Director PMU C&W Peshawar

Executive Engineer C&AW Division Charsad.da/Chitral

. PS to Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan

S to Chief Secrctary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

District Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chitral

13. Section Officer (PAC) C&W Department, Pesnawar
14. Managing Printing Press for publication

5. PS to Secretary, C&W Peshawar

18, Officer/Officia! concerned

17. Office order File/Personal File L /
SMAN l *3\

SEuTIONOFFl z Estb)

I RN R R RN
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PANNEX =Y

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
COMMUNICATION & "/JORKS DEPARTMENT .

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

0
Mr. Shafatullah _
The then Sub Engineer
" C&W Division Charsadda
(Now dismissed. from Service}
Subject: - Appeal against “Dismissal_from S'ervice” ordered by Seéretary C&w

Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to_the orders and
directions of the Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

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

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

Competent Authority has rejected.

2. You are hereby informed accordingly.

-
SECT.ON OFFICER (Estb}

‘ Endst even No. & date

Qopy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshéwa.‘

-

e

SECTON QOFFICER (Estb)

- sumnaima

e w??-?\f-'ﬂq:"e.ﬂ =%
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1367 OF 2014 .

Mr. Shafaatullah . - Appellant -
Ex-Sub Engineer C&W Division : S
Charsadda '

- Versus -
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through — Respondents

Chief Secretary, Peshawar

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

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

Jomt Parawnse Comments on hehalf of Respondents No.1to 4

Respectfully Sheweth
Prellmmarv Objections

1.

5.
‘Facts
1.
2.

That the appeal is not malntamab1e in its present form.

2. That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal W|th clean hands. - -
3.
4. That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non-Jomder and mns-;omder of

That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

necessary parties
That the appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal

As per record . .

Correct to the extent that on a complalnt of NAB Authontles a formal mqwry

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 penaity of “stoppage of increment for
two years” may be imposed on both the officer/official for committing irregularity.

Correct to the extent, that the appllcant denied from the charges leveled against

him, however the inquiry committee did not agree with his stance and clearly
mentioned in the conclusmn/fmdmgs of formal inquiry that charges are proved
against hlm

. As explained in paras 2 & 3 above

Correct to the extent, that after approval of the competent éufhority, show cause
notices contalnmg tentative minor penaity 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-lll).

As per record, reply to the show cause of the appeilant was properly - examlned o

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




r X &

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-1V). ’

" As per record his departmental appeal processed a'nd sybmitted 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 para2 & 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 éppellant'were properly inquired and
were proved against him as per inquiry report of the inquiry committee.

C. Incorrect, both accused’ officer/official including the . appeliant were called for
personal hearing on 20.08.2014, opportunity of detailed personal hearing was
given to the applicant as per rules/procedure. o

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. ‘

Incorrect, as explained in paras mentioned above. '

F. Incorrect, all relevant rules have been followed -and action taken is within the

prescribed jaw as explained in paras mentioned above. ]
" G. Incorrect, as explained in Para-F .of the grounds. S .

H. Incorrect. The Competerit Authority is not bound to the recommendations of
inquiry committee. - : - ‘
Incorrect, as per paras mentioned.above:

Incorrect, as per paras mentioned above
. Incorrect.

The Reépondents would like to seek permission of this Hon'able Tribunal to
produce more grounds during the time of arguments.. S '

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

dismissed with cos

, | e
Chief Enginegf eM
s C&W Peshawar

C&W Department . ‘ : (Respondent No. 3)

(Respondents No. 1 & 2) ‘




CHARGE SHEET
Muhammad -Shahzad Arbab, Chief Secretary. Khyber
Uliah, Sub Engineer

er C&W Division

Whereas, )

competent authority, charge you. Shafaat

akhtonidnva, 25
y working as Sub Engine

BE-11) C AW Department, present]
Charsadda. ’
vision Charsadda

osted, as Sub Engineer caw D
4 Tehsil Tangi,

“That you while P
commitied the following irregularities in-the work “Tor Dher Roa
District Charsadda™ :

' 1
e payments amounting to Rs.10,002,017/-
TEO) to the contracior without
5 act of omission it was

io the government

i, You made an advanc

{(which were recovered through

~ execulion of road and structure warks for thi

presumed to be a.huge corruption, and loss
exchequer. - ‘ , -

scertain the actual Natural

i You have not conducted joint survey to a
e earth work and other

surdface Level (NSL) for work out th
qu'aniig}es, -

vYou have not carried the qualit
of work .

iii. y control tests during the execution

u appear o be guilty of misconduct under

(Efficiency & .-
of the

2 By reason of the above, YO
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

l‘\?\ule—ﬁ of the Khyber
dered yourself tiable to all or any

inary) Rules, 2011 and have ren

specified in Rule-4 ibid.

Discip
penallies

o submit your wrilten defence within ten (10)

3. You are, thereforé. requived't
days of the receipt of-this charqge sheet to the inquiry Officer/Commitiee, as the

case may be.
any, should reach the Inquiry Officer/ Committee

1, vour wrilten defence, if
ed that you have no

within specified period, failing which it shall be presum

defence to make and in thal case exparne action shall be taken against you.
0. The Statement of Allegations is enclesed.
f
. } ! .
(Muhamig SKahyad.Atbab)—"" """

Chief Secretary
Khyber pakhtunkhwa

/0172014 -
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" DISCIPLINARY ACTION

b Muhammad Shahznd Arbab Chief Secretary, .Khyber Pakhluﬁkhwa as .
n that Shafaat Uliah, Sub Engineer (BS+ A1) ‘

as Sub Engineer C&W Division Charsadda
ed against, as he committed the following

uompelcnt Authority, am of the opmlo

C&W Department, ples&,ntly working

has rendered ramself liable to te proceed

acls/ornissions, within the meaning of rule-3 of the Khyberfakhiunkhwa Government

elficiency & Disciplinary) Rules, 2011 '
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

caw Division Chasadda

Servants (

“That he while posted, as Sub Engineer

committed the following 1rregu1arat:es in the work “Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi,

District Charsadda™

i He made an advance payments athotinting to Rs.10, 002 017/-
(‘"hlch were reccvered through TEQ) to the contractor without

execution of road and structure works a7 this act of omission it was
presumed o be a huge corruption end loss to the government .

oxchequer
rvey to ascenain the actual Natural

i. He has not conc,Ucted ]omt Su
Surface Level (NSL) for work out the earlh work and other
quantities.
iil. He has not carried the quality contrcl tests during the exécuti‘or‘\ of
waork ’
2. For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the above

allegations, an inquiry officerfingiry committee, consisling of the following, is constituled

- under rule 10(1)(2) of the ibid rulzs:-

)M»«wg Jon dxi,t.dyt 74% MWA
i /(fun/ Mot anmi »éim/ﬂ‘}" Div. 7

ce with the provtsuons of

uiry O{flcerllnquuy Committee shall, in accordan

3 The Ing
g to the accused, record its

nable opportunn\y of hearm

id rules, provide reasol
days “of receipt of this order, recomsm.ndanon.> as o

ihe
findings and make, within thirty
punishment or other appropriatc action against the accused.

representanve of the Department shall jom

The accused and a well conversant
! lnquary -

4.
time and place iixed by the Inquiry Officer

the proceedings on the da‘.t.

Cornmiltee.

= 0‘\’24/'\/\/}
(Muhammad zadqé\:bab)./
Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

e /01/2014

W@memaw 4




INQUIRY REPORY A/V NEX ﬂ-'

.

ROAD TEHSTL TANGI DISTRICT CHARSADDA

Subject:

TOR DHER

AUTHORITY

hyber Pakhtankhwa, C&W Department Peshawar letter

Mo, SOE/C&WD/IS-27/2013 dated 17" February, 2014, an {nquiry commitiee consistng of ' o :
e, the undersigned, (Mr! Ahmad Jan Afridi ‘PCS EG BS-18 Additional Deputy Co
Commissioner Poshawar) and (Engr Syed Muhammad Nyas Shub BS-19, Director
Maintsnance PRHEA Prshawar) was appointed by the compstent authority (Chief Sccretary)
to conduct formal crgquiry under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govil, Scrvants (Efficiency and
Discntine) Rules 2011 against the following officer/oinicial of C&W Department on

vranud of ps-conduct (AnnexuresA) in the subject cited case:

Vide Seeretary o Govermment of Ki

M, Ikramutian SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda.
wiy Shafat Ullah Suo Engincer C&W Division Charsadda.

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

Chiarpe — Sheet

«  competent authority (Chiel Secretary). Each of the above officer/official was charged 2s
i .

under- . :
4

, as SDO C&W Sub Division Charsadda and Sub Engineet

“That you (both) while posicd
olowing irrcgularities in the work

C&W Divizion Charsadda respcclivcl'y, commitied the §
“Tar Diver Poad Tehsil Tangl, District Charsadda”.
1g to Rs. 10,002,017/-(which wee’

“ou made zn advance payment amountis

—r

recovered through TEO) to the contractor withoul exceution of road and structure .

warks, for this act of omission, it was pic sumed te be @ buge corraption and loss 1o

ihe goverament exchequer.

&4
11, You have not conducted joint survey 10 ascertair the actuad Nawral Surface Level - ,
FNSL) Tor work out the earth work and other quantities.
lii.  You have not carricd out the quality control tests ¢ iring execution of work. .
: o
4 2 PROCEEDINGS C . )
i
:;: -
: Subscyuent to the appoinunent as inquiry comraitlec, e Chiel Engineer (Cemer)
COW Departiment was requesicd o nominate a focal person fur the subject enquiry and 1o
:
® |
\

m.:"-‘ yor . y " SR .
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B~




oecs the oificial Concerned (o provide all the relevant record required by the cnquii‘y

committer (Annexure-C).
The sceused oftficer/sificial were directed to appear before the enquiry com mittee on 25th
of Feiruary 2014t the office of once of the cammittee members at Bacha Khan Chowk
Peshawar along  wilh written Arcpky in light of charge sheet (Annexure-D). The.
luc-..ofl ciul apucmcd before he inguiry committee in the office of additional Deputy
Com nus.,\onu on 25th of February, They requcstcd some time space for submission of
thewr \‘«mh.z reply, as such; they were dirceted to submit heir replies on or before 3rd of
selareh 2014 i their defense, ti\cy subm:lh.d writlen replics on 2nd of March 2014 wh\cb
slso conlained copies of relevant page of contract agreement with the excerpt lnghhghted
-Su.‘th.\ at every 200 meter, a single page lcno scctnon a calculation shect based on the
c_sections, a single page Design Shect and three pages showing test resulis for compaction
of Lase course, sub-base course and subgrade along with some photographs and copy of

'!'i':'.O for x'eco_vcry,of Rs. 10002018/-, Lo . 9,

The follewing record was also ‘provided by the o[h(:u of the focal person i- ¢ Execcutive

Eagineer CEW Division Ch arsadda (nominated as focal person by the Chief Engincer

Certer CW Depariment).

;
5

e

’

\,o')) of TEC for recovery ofRs 10002018/-

»  Capy of'lth Running Bill (mmus bill for the abowve mentiohed. amount)

P
°

< Mopy of Contract-Agreement

« Copy of Work Order

~  Copy of Comparative Statement

»  Copy of Revised Adm nistrative Approval
o Copy of NIT

» Copyof Technical Sarction Estimate

st —md «ul_lm =th

= Copiss of 1* 3™ and 6™ nuniag bills

o Copics of relov ‘nt pages of MBs (Measurement Books)

Afier receipt of the replies/writien staiement of the ofbcm/ofﬁcml and record from the )

officc of the focal person, a number of mectings were held attended by the accuscd

oficer/official, together with site visit of the committes on 17/3/2014 in presence of Mr.

Heremuliah SDO and Mr.Shafaat Ullah Sub Enginect. The visit however had 10 be brought

(0 2 end incomplete due to vainfall. Subsequently the site was visited by the committee on’

17372014 for visual inspoction ol the road in subject. Photographs of the chmagu.d poriions

were taken lor perusal and recovd. (Annexure-I)

A

EXMAC S
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COMMENTS ON THE REPLIES/RECORD

“The *-sections, jong, scction and calculation sheet showing the quantity of 15967.5 M3

scem 10 be not based on actual survey, as all the 29 ¥-scctions show exactly the same area.

Furtlier, theye is no copy of level book attached.

The point that due 10 rush of work on the laboratory staff of PKHA and wait for several

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

4. [GNDINGS: Y ' '

in vicw.of the replies/writien statements and record providad to the Inquiry Commititee, the

findings are as under:-

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

measureient the quantum of excess worlk paid but not done, should have been completed -
as per techmeal sanction. In the instant case thicknesses of base and sub-base have not been ™

provided according to the Technicat Sanc\ic'.ifdcsign.

of stereo type, the long scction is also not tepresentative RN

Al the 29 K-sections provided, are.
¢ book available in support, the "~ !

isiing road profile, more over there is no. fiel

of e ©

suthenticity of the X-scctions 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 inspetion, eracks and minor seilements weve witiiessed in various areas of
the Gnished surfuce. The cracks 7 distresses ceveloped are may be due 1o poor quality of
TST wenrimy course and poot caipaction al the underiving layers. Some dumper teucks
were also secn  be plying ob e road during the visit These duimgper wucks are lurther a
cause of rapid expansion of the cracks and earlier failure of the road constructed 10 a poor
quality and lesser thicknesses. Due 0 the cracked surface the rain water pencirates down
into the pavement making the pavement structure maist wlhich may also cause expansion of

the cracks and failure thercof.

5. CONCLUSION . : . ; . A P
Although such advance payments is an wregularity but 2s mentioned in the charge sheet,
the cdvance payments amounting to Rs. 10,002,017/- were /y:covercd through TEQ, &5 such”

there remains no loss to the government but the worlk has noi becn completed as per

Techmical sanction/design.

A




EA

weertain the actual NSIL o warlk out the carthwork and’

Joial survey was not conducted Lo ¢
other guantiiies. However, in such like woiks, where consuliants are not engaged, in view’

of limited cquipment the quantitics may be worked out,' based on experience, preliminary
surveys, typical cross-sections and per meter cost of drz)'r'n:s, pipe culverts, retaining walls
ific intervals and measurement

cie. The thicknesses can be obtained by making cores at spec

recotded,

The required quaiity control tusts, were not carried out during construction which puts the
quahity of work in doubt, as such, beneficial use of public money has not been warranted.

ed.

in view of the abuve, the allegations framed arc partly prov

RECONNENDATION

the ‘nquiry commitiec in iis wisdom

- Gased on the above facts and conclusions,

recommends the following actions;

1 Sinee the charges provided in the charge sheet/staiement of allegations arc partly

' A pro\?a:d, a4 minor penalty of stopping ol increment for two year be imposued on both
(e officerfoificial for committing irx‘egularirly and nol ensuring proper quality
control, . B

dismantled -

ie cracked/distyessed areas developed due to poor guality control be

1. he
2ad the areas redone w:ih proper quality control and seal coats be provided in the
“aveas where cracks have been initiated to controi the ingress of water, s0 that

beneficial use of public money is-realized.

O, -
) I '.1/\/\ lv\.,‘{l"/ o . //’)

4 l\/".i‘*;
- BTN ) .
fFngr. Syed Muhammad liyas Shah Anmad Jan Afridi
Director Maintenance PKHA Additighal Depé(y Comnuissioner
Peshawar Peshawvar L . .
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTURKHWA
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

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

4

4

TO :
Mr. Shafaatullah
Sub Engineer
C&W Division Charsadda
Subject: ~ TOR DHER ROAD TEHSIL TANGI, DISTRICT CHARSADDA

| 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 ihquiry report
conducied by inquiry committee comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jan Afridi (PCS EG T‘Q 18,
Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad ‘lyaa qhah
(BS-19) Director (Mamtenance) PKHA Peshawar and to state that the 2" copy ot
the show cause Notice may-be returned to this Department after havmg signed

as a token of receipt !mmedlately.

2. 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 nothin'g-to'put in ;,-o'u;-

defence and ex-party action will follow.

e

2. You are further directed to intimate whether you desire to be heard in
person or otherwise.

g/\\
UMAN)

SECTION OFFICER (Estb)
Endst even No. & date

"Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Pe§bawar

-\(v\;

o

G
SECTION-CFFICER (c=stb)

i e

i‘\m

n)
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

1, smjad Al Khan C_hief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as Competent

_ Authorily, under ihe Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Goverament Servanls (Efficiency &

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

(B5-11) C&W Department; presently working as Sub Engineer 0/0 XEN C&W
Division Charsadda as 1oildws.

i, That consequent upon thejcompletion of inguiry conducted against you

by the inquiry committee. for which you were given opponunity of
hearing vide dated 25.02.2014; and

i, On going ti{rough~ the findings and recommendations of the

“inquiry committee, the material on record and other connected papers
including your defence before the inquiry committee;

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

Division Charsadda commitled the following actsfomissions in the scheme

“Tor Dher Road Tehsil Tangi, District Charsadda”, specified in Rule 3 of

the said rules: .

i, You made an advance payments amounting 10 Rs.10,002,017/-.

(which were recovered through TEQ) to the contractor without
execution of road and structure works for this act of ornission 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 -

guantities. | |

i, You have nol carried the quality control tests during the execution
' of work -

2. " As a result thereof, |, as compelent authority, have tentatively

. . : ’ \ i
decided to impose upon you the penalty of " &’t‘v(g(\"&g& ﬁ/,fr anigd_ Tn U*"’"‘“f"

Lo Hwn boae
[ J

said ruies.

» under Rule 4 of the

3. You are; thereof, required to show cause as 10 why the aforesaid
penalty should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to
pe heard in person. ‘ o o L

i

. . 4 1f no reply to this notice is received wilhin seven (07) days or not

more than fii'teen (15) days of its delivery, it shall be vresumed that you have no
dafence to put in and in that case an ex-parie action shall be taken against you. '

G

A copy of the findings of the inqguiry comitlee ‘s eaclosed. o .

e

(Amjad Ali Khan)
Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

__5 10472014
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER Fakk T URKIWA
CCMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the September 02, 2014

ORDER:

Wo.SOF/CEWDI8-27/2013, WHEREAS, the following officer/official were'proceeded against

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servanl (Efficiency & Dislcipline) Rules, 2011 for,

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

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

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

2 AND WHEREAS, for lhe said act of misconduct thay were served charge sheet/ -

statement of allegations. '

A, AND WHEREAS, an inquiry commitice comprising of Mr. Ahmad Jar Alndi (PGS EG
55-18) Additional Deputy Commissioner Peshawar and Engr. Syed Muhammad llyas Shah

(38.19) Dircctar (Mainicnance) PKHA Peshawar was appcinted, who submiited the inquiry

‘ n NOW THEREFORE, the Competent Authority after having considered the charges,

swensl on record, inguiry report of the inquiry committee, expianalion of the officerfafficial

concarned, in exercise of the powers under Rule-14(5){ii) of Khyber Pakhtunknwa Civil Servants

-~ (Eihgiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased io impose (he major penalty of

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

- Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Communication & Worus Sopariment

51 0f even number and date

Copy s forwarded Lo the.-

Ch Accountant General, Knyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pes’nawar
2. Al Adiinisirative Secretaries Govt of Khybar Pakhlunkhwa Peshawar

3. Secretary Aomn, Infrastructure & Coord Depll, FATA Secit Warsak Road, Peshawar
Alt Chief Engineers, C&W Peshawar

Chiet Engincer EQAA Abboltabad

Managing Director PKHA Peshawar

Superintending Engineer C&W Circle, Peshawar/Dir Lower

Project Director PMU C&W Peshawar

5 Esccutive Engincer CAW Division Charsadda/Chitral

10. S o Chief Secretary Punjab, Sindh and Baluchistan

11, PS 1o Chiel Socretary Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar

12, Dislrict Accounts Officer Charsadda/Chitral

15, Seclion Officer (FAC) C&W Deparment, Pesnawar

T4, Managing Printing Press for publication

. PSto Secreiary, C&W Peshawar

. Officer/Ofliciat concerned

17, Office orcer File/Personal File
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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 Serwce ordered by, Secretary C&W

Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in respect of response to the orders and
directions of the Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

| am directed to refer your appeal/representation dated 1b 09 2014 and the same
was _éxamined and submitted to the Competent Authority (Chief Minister). " The

Competent Authority has rejected.

2. You are hereby informed accordingly.
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) - (USMAN JAN)
’ SECT.ON OFFICER (Estb)
Fndst even No. & date

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary CuW Department Peshawar
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