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1 ¥ BEroRE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUN]TQHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

|
“ Service Appeél No_ ;902 /2022

Tariq, Mehmood son of Mian Muhammad, (A531stant Treasury Officer,

. Account Office Swabi), resident of CB- 19/33, Kakul Road Behmd F.G Gitls
. College, Abbottabad. '

....APPELLANT -

"VERSUS .

1. Government of . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa fhrough "Chiief Secretary
Peshawar, ' ’

|
2. Finance Secretary, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawal
3. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

RESPONDENTS
|
.
|

o - APPEAL UNDER ARTICLE 212 OF CONlSTITU"[ TON
B ~ OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN;1973 READ?‘
WITH SECTION 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA:
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE
IMPUGNED REINSTATEMENT ORDER DATED
: 02/11/2021 'PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 2
WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS REINSTATED IN

SERVICE W.EF 18/01/2017 BUT REFUSED BACK

R 7 2



. —

. - - . i |
PR ' S v . . 3
' . .

'FINANCIAL BENEFITS/ BACK BENEFITS AND

) .
SENIQRITY ACCORDING TO SQNIORITY LIST.

2014- 15 AND SIMILARLY PROMOTION TO NEXT .

‘SCALE | BPS 18, "WHICH - ARE ILLEGAL

UNLAWFUL WITHOUT LAWFUL AUTHORITY

: PERVERSE ARBITRARY MISUSE OF POWER,

HENCE NO LEGAL EFFECT UPON THE RIGI—ITS OF

THE APPELLANT - :

PRAYIER, ~ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT

SERVICE APPEAL, IMPUGNED REINSTATEME\IT -
ORDER  DATED 02/11/2021 * PASSED - EY

RESPONDENT. NO. 2 To THE EXTENT .OF, NON- :

ISSUANCE OF BACK BENEFIT 'SENIORITY AS:

'WELL AS PROMOTION MAY GRACIOUSLY BE -
- SET-ASIDE AS BEING ILLEGAL UNLAWFUL AB-'

INITIO, VOID AND ALL KIND OF BACK

BENEFITS INCLUDING FINANCIAL SENIORITY ,

AND PROMOTION BE GIVEN TO TI—IE APPELLANT

WEF 18,01 2017. ANY ‘OTHER RELIEF WHICH’

THIS HONOURABLE COURT DEEMS FIT AND L

PROPER IN THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE CASE

-MAY ALSO BE GRANTED TO THE APPELLANT




-Respectftilly Sheweth;-

‘Appella:nt beg,to solicit throogh instant 'tg;ewic'e. appeal on

“the following legal and fa_ctual grounds;- !

That the appellant was appomted ISub_~Ac’oountant

| BPSllon230511990 SRS R T

' devotmn and 11ab1l1ty till ll 01. 20‘ 7.

That thereafter . the appellant‘,' oontinuously‘

performed hlS dut1es and 1esponstb1ht1es wﬂ.h full

That aecmdmg to Rules and Poltcy the appellant .

was promoted time by t1me and 1n the year 2006

J

_ and was promoted to Assistant ITreasury Officer

“l

BPS-17.

b
!
S
|
]

That in-the year 2016 department 1mt1ated so-' |

called 1nqu11'y agamst the appellant on the basxs of

"so-called application filed by unkinown person.

That thereafter on 11.01.2017 competent authority

jgssued so-called  dismissal l order: - without

justification. Copy of dismissal order is annexed as

Annexure “A”.



10.

' the respondent No 1.

474/2017 Is annexed as Annexme “B” i

-annexed as Annexure “C”.

as Annexure “D”

“appellant was reinstated in  service w.e.f

L?“ .‘ .
t
1

b
b

- That the appellant ﬁled departmental appeal before

"That the1eafter appellant ﬁled Selvwe Appeal

- 474/2017 befo1e this Honourable Tubunal agamst_

the 1mpugned order dated 18. 01 2017 passed by

‘respondent No. 2. Copy of Se1v1ce Appeal No '

That on 13.01.2021 aﬁer' hearing tih'e ’arguments, .

this ;E-Iononrable Tribunal accepted:."' _tha._ sewiée '
Appeal and set-aside- the impugned order dated

18.01.2017. Copy of judgment dated 13.01.202Q is

s
i 3

That thereafte1 appellant ﬁled execunon petmon ‘
S

» No. 71/2021 befme th1s I—Ionoutable Trlbunal fo1 .'

l
1mplementat1on o" Juagment dated '13.01.2‘021.

t '
[
1

_Copy of executmn pet1t10n No. 71/202] is annexed

.

That in the rneanwhile, ‘during pendency of

execution. petition, respondent No. 2 issued

réinstatement order on 26.10.2021 and whereby

18.01.2017, but refused other. benefits including -




11.

12.”

13.

annexed as Annexure “F”.

|
|
|
l
| ,
|
!

“financial,. emouty and plOll‘lOthl‘l Copy of order.

dated 26‘.10.20/;1 is annexed as Annexm'exf‘;ﬁ '-ﬁti
. i '

_-Tnat on 03 08.2022, e‘xecution_-{ petition was

d1sposed off Wlth observat1on ment1oned in Para -

i :
No. 3 “be that as it may since, the Icomphance of

]udgment of the Tribunal has been comphed |

- with, therefore,' this petitipn _‘is filed. The

' petitionerf is at liberty to take other legal step if -

. ‘ . I
at all in his view, his grievances are not

redressed”. Copy of order dated 03.08.2022 is

That on 22 08.2022, appellant filed depa1tmenta1

\
appea1 agamst the 1mpugned1 orde1 dated

02 11 2021 passed by 1espondent No 2 before the

, 1e3pondent No i, but till date 1espondents not'

given any response to the appellan|t ~and simﬂa‘rly‘
. ! !‘ Vo . )

"ot pas’s‘ed'any 'express order in thi’s l'regard.f,Copy

| . .
of departmental appeal of the petmonel 1s armexed

as Annexure “G”. : o f =|
oy . . |

Voae e, Yia

o

That feehng aggneved from 1lthe afme sa1d :

s1tuat10n appellant seeks 1ndu1gence of this

Honourable Tribunal, on the following grounds,- .
‘ ‘ |

|
|
.
.
!
|



o

GROUNDS;-

|
<
. |
a. That the 11npugned order/ act of 1esponden‘t<

is 1llegal L.nlawful w1thout Iawful authouty,
: » : i
a1b1tlaly, perverse, agamst the principle of.

natural ]us.xee hence 1neffeet1ve upon the

rights of the appellant and thusi hable to be

set-a31de

g !r
|
b. That all proceedingsA were conducted agai'nst '_
- : ;| B
,va well Icnown pr1n01p1e of natural Jus’nce and

' i
guaranteed fundamental rlghts of appellant

Ly
[

vand therefore as-the appellant has ;bé_en
_ condemned " unheard, therefore,  the
i S

impugned order/ act is liable to 'he set-aside
and appellant all kind of back beneﬁts be

granted to the appellant.

l

c. That the 1mpugned act of respondents isa
shee1 example of .hlghha_ndecilnessl and
. | | | | L
political motivation. Hence, 1«131;1% to:be set-
aside."‘l iy BRI )

d. That the impugned act of respendents isia’
' T

worst examplé of discrimination“and misuse

of pewer/ autherity. |

il .



N -

* That since fe-in_statement' order Secretary

L

That. department/s Secretary Finance KPK

issued 15¢-instatément ‘order on QZ/ 112021
and appellant was Ifeinétated in ,s'e:rvice; w.e.f

18/01/2017, but refused benefits ‘of the said
N | | S
: . v i:

: x = 1 -
1 . « " ‘.
. . s -

RN 3 TOE PO S T

“That similarly department Secretary Finance

} \

- reinstated another employee naf}r;eiy Ayaz

and released his all back ben.eff'it's without
any delay but benefits of applicant still not
released by the Department. Co'py of source

. &

and reinstatement order is annexed “a%

|
Annexure “H”. B R

3

Finance not include the name of Retitioner in<
. l . et

" seniority list for the purpose of promotion,

but till.date not issued promotidn order of

thé“'%ppéllént and Asimilarly not zpla‘ced the
namde of the ’appell'a-nt at p;'o'peiFr place in
seniority list. "
Th:a)t S ecretary Finan{ce ir‘mludedi tbe names

of junior officer namely 'ishfaqw ur Rehman
T . ) . . Lt |' PR 4 o
Serfal No. 36 and Muhammad Naeem at

Serial No. 37 actording to seniofity list.in




k.

: ept1tle; for promotlon inall respec:t.

'
4
?

the yea1 2014 while apphcant was at senal ,
No 34 accordmg to semonty hat 1ssued by )

the Secretaly Fmance Departmen‘g. :

S S
That ,on 21.04.2022. Provinciat Seléctidn K

ABoald promoted both the above nalme )

Assmtant Treasury Officer but * not'i.

con31de1ed the name of apphcant for |

| promotlon agamst the post [of BPS 18.  :

L while ap 1cantlssemore11 ean '
(DAO) hile appli ‘lgbl nd

i- : "‘
I
That : learned Secretary Finance did not

*mclude the name of pet1t1one1 f01 plomotlon

L L‘v\
LR Ve

.and sumlarly not: forwa1ded wonkmg paper
: | . -

! .
of. the petltloner and 1ssued the_promotlonj

order of the above'named junior officers
’ o

without lawful justification, rules and policy

That .on 18.05.2022 Worth% Secretary
Establishment again called working paper -
for promotion‘ for the post ti of District

|
Account Ofﬁcer (BPS 18) befoze 1% June

2022 but t111 date learned Secretary Fmance

- not include the name of appli_cant and not




‘unpald salary smce 18/01/201.7

8.

‘1nvolved and all act of the ﬁnance

f01wald<,d w01kmg pape1 for promot10n and '

. . . e
S b ...;1.",'.-,-‘,4‘ ‘, o ls— i ),:._

refised the same W1thout any response.

g \

That since 02/11/2021 department miserably -

L . ‘ . uii

failed to granted back beneﬁfs‘ including

o . .
Semorlty

.and promotlon to next higher sc*:ale (BPS-

- {
| .

- That the act of department against the

Article- 4 & 25 of the Constitution of

Islamic Republic of Pakistan-alts well as

L ) . N . . B l' ; ) )
natural justice and intentionally till date not
released back benefits.

That 'Act of the reSponelents also against

‘well known Pr1nc1ples and FLLndan{ental

Rules 54, _ B ‘
That valuable Trights of the apphcant a1e

El 1‘{"§|

ol

department against the law, rules, %pohcy ‘ar}'d. :

i |
natural justice.. ~ - SRR A
| : ‘

That the other grounds shall be argued at the’
,. | g

time of arguments with the kind permission

of this Honourable Tribunal.




Itis humbly 1‘equestecl that on acceptance‘ of-‘instant
. L e
service appeal 1mpugned 1e1nstatement 01de1 dated '

02/1 1/2021 passed by respondent No. 2 o the extent of |

. | . .
]
non—1ssuance 01‘ back beneﬁt s‘emonty as well as.

plomotlonlmay grae1ously be .set~aS1de as bemé 1llegal
unlawful, ab- 1n1t1o Vo1d and all back kind of back
‘ beneﬁts 1nclud1ng ﬁnanc1al semonty and promotlon be -
given to the appellant W, e. f 18 01 2017 Any othe1 relief :
which this Honourable Court deems fit and lpr;oper_ln thel! "
circuaistancels of the case majf ‘also _be grarlte'd to tll'e - 'l

appellant.

B : , : Through
Dated:__[:tu,: /2022 i

’ : _ : == o E

. (HAMAYUN KHAN) - !

. ) & . '

ﬁ?f/l SinE
(FAZLU LAH KHAN) A

Advocates High Court, Abbottabad

. EC PR [ T
F;, - '. ':..[.." AR !l

V‘ERI_FICATION/ AFFIDAV‘I‘T;- S

Vertf ed on oath that the contents of forgomg appeal are true and correct N

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothmg has bew
therein from thzs Honourable Court o X /

" DEPONENT
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| No.SO(ESHYFD/5-14/8. Graml.

~ officer Mr.Tarig Mehmood Assistant I;easury Officer- (BS-

, GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKH./\;A
- FINANCE DEPARTMENT :

Dated Peshawar, the 18-01-2017 i

Officer (B'S-17); office of the District Accounts Officer, Battagram was proceeded;against
the charges mentioned in the Charge. Sheet and Statement of allegations dated 116-06-

2016,  under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govemrnent Servants (Efﬁolency & stt:tphne)
Rules, 20‘11

AND WHEREAo. the said ofncer was served with the uharga
SheetStatement of.: allegations: under the. saig Rules and given an oppO'tumty of
personal heanng vxdc, No. SO(Estt)FDlS 14/2016/Battagram dated 16- 06-2018

‘ AND _WHEREAu. the lnqutfy offtcer Mr. Muhammad Asirn Khattak,

Addmonal Finance Secretary, Governmen; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Fmanﬁe Deoaftmem
subrhitted the: flndmgglmqu:ry report. :

AND WHEREAS a show caUSe notlce mdtcatmg ?he lmpOStuol of major
penalty of * ‘dismissalifrom service” was served: upon the above named accusktt officer

and giving him the. 'bpportumty of personal heanng wde No. SO(Estt)FD/B 1472751 iG//-\\MZ
dated 06- 10-2016 i

NOow THEREFORE the undersagned after going through the record and

“reply of the accused officer, being competent authority in this case and in x.xercne of the

powers conferred - ‘Upon me undef sub-rule 5 (i) of the- Section-i4 &7

KHYL‘(.:I'
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efﬁclency[& DlSClphne) Rules, 2011, conitmiad the .
major penalty of "dismissal from service” +, recovew of Rs.2, 676,871/~ {Rs.Tua anty Six

hundred seventy six thousand. eight hundred and seventy one

17) of Provincial 1T .,wor 25
Service. i .

‘CHIEF. MINISTEF‘

B o Kl—.YBER PAKHTL«NK[ ‘WA
Endst: No: »& Date even

‘ Copy forwarded for mformatlon and nece:.sary action to:- -

The Accountant General Khyber Pakirtunkhwa. - ) S
The Director, Treasuries and Accounts, Khybier Pakhtunkhwa S
_The District Accounts Officer, Battagram. : S
PSO to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. - o - Y
PS to Secretary Finance. o
- Mr. Taraq Mehmood, AssmtantTreasury Offscer o/o District An::countc Off cer
~ Baftagram =
. Office order file.

N

© 3.
4,
5.

", 6.

WHEREAS Mr Tartq Mehmood A351stant Treasury'

OFFIC;EORDER L = R f : ) ANN@WWZ@ A

!

ohly)” upen the docused -

2

1t

CO———
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA a |
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR xctybes ar

hitulchwa - .
\JLE“!C‘. I‘K bd.’ 3! i

"Ry MNo. 5‘0\_5 o .
. . . < Darua—l’ﬁi_é _ —.20/?. it
bervme Appeal No. (;( l lj (?017 R

7

[‘anq Mehmoocl son of \'Iran Muhammad resident . of (,B ”9/33, :Kélgyﬂ :
- Road, Behind F.G Girls College Abbottabad . | TR

o | S e -...APPELLANT?.
VERSUS

f
t

. . : -

.ot o ke "ﬁ"‘*‘"_

3 Cad

. -

Govt of Khyben Pakhtunkhwa, through Chlef Swwtary, Peshawm
- Q Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar> , i
C Finance becretary to the Govt , Khyber Pdkhtunkhm Peshawaz

Accountdnt Genexal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pcshawar

v .RESPON EN l"S

Fﬁ%@eﬁ-’ #enmell ay

|
Reg .a; :ﬁiraa’&{b -

4 SFRVICF APPEAL UNDI‘R ARIICLE 212 OT - .
lé’[ sy,

___ﬁ__'___'_.'_ - ——

THE CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC REPUBLIC |
 OF PAKISTAN 1973 READ wxm SEC’IION 4.
OF KPK SbRVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1.9_74,,.

| AGAINST  THE IVLPUGNED ORDER,

No. SO(}:,STT)/FD/S 14/B, .GRAM - DATED

SeerceTnbunal ' _ : ailsfoe : Co
- Peshawar - o - St



- THROUGH: ~ “sECTION

.APPELLA\I’l SRR o

18/01/2017 PASSED BY RFSPONDE’\Ti NOZ

.. OFFI‘CER:‘ =

'fESTABLISHME\IT TREASURIES, WHEREBY,‘; Y

&

IMPOSI\IG MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMI SAL.];,"
FROM SERVICF AND RFCOVERY 01:” g
RS.2,67, 68 871/~- IS TMPOSED, - WHICH Isj *

" ILLEGAL T.JNLAWFUL WITHOUT IAWFUL"’ |

AU']HORITY PERVERSE ARBITRARY A\ID .

MISUSb OF POWERS HENC}: OF NO’ LEGAL'»: - '

'BFFECTS UPON THE. RIGHTS OF TlIE"-_":

i

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF | THE e
NSTANT APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED ORDER"': -
DATED 18/01/2017 PASSED BY RESPONDFNTX;'. o
NO.2 MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AS: o
 BEING lLLEGAL UNLAWFUL, AB-INITIO;E ',
VOID AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY,:‘. '~ -
BE R_ELNSTATED IN THE SERVICE WITH -

| ALL BACK BENEFITS. ANY OTHER RELIFF |

WI—IICH THIS HONOURABLE TRxBUNALY}

i

DE]:MS rrr AND PROPER IN mE'

CIRCU\ASTA’\ICES OF THP CASh




ey

Respectfully Sheweth;-

Brief facts of the instant appeal are arrayed as - ' .

.
under;- : P i

That, appellant. was appointed as! -Sub- ~ el

- That on anonymous application, respondent ;

- No.4 initiated one sided inquiry |besides. ' %

1 7.
| .l
“ o
¥ .
i A
i
- | .
R EPCTI——
|
oo 3
. I . &
H . ‘,“»"
I 1 RS
i L.
{
i
. 4 i :
“ ]-

N

! \
’ - .
| : !
; .
1

b .
'

Aggoupfgnt:(BPS«ll.) in’ the year 1990- ini -

i

Finance Department, KPK.

Ty T L PR I

i

I

!

t

| oL - Y
N
! . : R

That on the basis of good' performance ,@d- B o

length of service, -appell‘an;t was pyomoted-'eis':‘ '

' .
.

‘Assistant Treasury ‘Ov,'fﬁcier (ATO) BPS-17 .

]
{ '

|

i

other who were directly named in|the.so- - - -

called application also against the| present

' o
! . H -
|

appellant who was not even named in ﬂfé so- L

~ called application. Copy of ‘app%icf;.ati.én s

attached as Annexure “A”.

1
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!

A :

S IVLCf: Tribundu

: N "t’j
4 R

o el
4 L !

e - - ————

That thereaﬁer respondent No 4 conductedf

conciuswn could not’ prove any kmd of ".
allegatlon agamst the- present appellant in -

respect of - corruption and 'embez;zlenie'rit.

: ) ‘! . ~
Copy O‘finquiry attached as Anne?iu|re R

'I.;hat?‘:;t‘hereaﬁer within a span of two days‘ on

S 4 . . . . . . 1. ' 'A
.the same application in \’Vhlchi present:

appellant was not even named: another =«

L
inquiry: was conducted by respondent. No.3
: ' |

on: 'th'e same allegations -‘hnd"ﬁ-=-'ch’ér~ge§ o
mentloned 1N so- called complamt*]and a.itt:r K

mquue into the matter by the respondem'

g i e
| mquzry bemdes other also against appellant-'s

-- 'from 18/0412016 1o 2010412016 and aﬁer

W:HNO3 the mqmry officer appemted byi‘- o

respondent No3 gave h1s ﬁrldlllgg to thei.'.l :

said “effect and at the same time' failed;‘

‘miserably'to prove any charges of comiption? s

.‘or otherw1se agamst the present appellant
. 1 e
L Copy of 1nqu1ry report is af:tache& as .

Annexure“C” o N

TESTED

?&nawar

; .




N ‘ {,}
: attached as Annexure “D” & “E”.

That thereaﬁer on 06/: 10/2016 Inqun'y

"-/é&i

That as behmd the complamt therc .were

soni-e elements'wuhm the ofﬁce ’a-'s_'*Well as’

-ouléide who aggrieved of the 'upright and’

e
N

| honest approach ‘and behaviour 'of " the

pra{sent appellént "aﬂerv coming of - the
kn6Wledge df the exoneration of the p’res‘ént

appellant from charges leveled acamst hlm

th,ereaﬁer‘ malafidely -again approached

‘respondent N.o.?. and pressurizedj him mtO'

re-inquiry ‘against present appellant ‘on’

which respondent No.1 took the cognizance
of the allégations level against the appellant

and issued directions to the respohdcnf No.4

for ‘conducting, a.nother‘ inquery' into- the”

matter and on the direction: of respondent-

No.1 ’,Adcl'itiorlali Seéretai‘y Finance KPK

again conducted inquiry agairist‘ the

appellant and on 16/06/2016 servcd charoc

I' ]-

sheet to the appellant and aﬁer recewmg

charge sheet appellant subrmtted reply to thei

‘same. Copleﬁ of charge sheet andlreply are

' Ofﬁcer (Add1t;onal Secretary l"mance)

|

. |
Ty

]
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¢

. o Lo . o
i'ssué‘d: show ‘cause notlce alongW1th

questionnalre to 1he appcl}ant Coptes of

show cause and quest1om1a1re are; attached

. a§ Annexure B & G,

8 That on_ 17fuw2016 appellant subnuﬂed

detalled reply to the show . cause nouce and .

described all actual'facts and at thé szime -

lime denied all the alIe-ga’tions leve'led'

)

agamst hlm Copy of reply is auached as

Annexure “H” ‘

9 That  in the meanwhlle

T
l )

apphcatlon ﬁled by person unknown the

Natxoneu Accountabzhty Bureau' thhout

v |

on the same

N N '

6. . ’ (‘l.!. ’

_ : - .
i 1

o

going 1nto:deepcr appreciation of c:lvidcnce )

o
3

and without .followihg the rules regulation

€ .

and  without proper investigation .and .

A

reference - straight .away - arre,st?d‘ the . . ...

"a'ppel'larit vide .warrant. of «varrési 'd%fiea
11/01/2017 Copy of warrant of arrest dated

11/01/”017 is - attached herew1th-

AITE TED

Annexure “.

FE-TY

xxxx

f. @
o




10. 'Ih’at‘after the arrest of the appellant the- L
-appellant thereafter filed .constxtutxort ‘ - : |

'. petmen before the Honourable Pesha\afar‘ o
"‘V'I-Itgh Court Peshawar for 1e1ease on |ba11 s .

- SRR l . B
I1. . That after hearmg the axg,uments and gomg | |
through the record the Honouraéle ngh - i

Court seemg that there was - r:lo <;11rect“." | 1

evidence agamst the a_ppellant, -rel‘eased t-hel
appellant on bail vide order - dated’ .+
08/03/2017.

|
l
|

12. That durtng the penod when the prcsent.
. ' . \l

appellant was .in custody of NAB the5 . {-

. lrespondents malaﬁdeiy and in. order to"

.‘ \ '| -
humlhate the present appellant vxde order'.lt- .

‘E |
A.dated 18/01/2017 dtsmlssed the appenam‘j. o .

' frqm service alongwnh‘ imposing' . b'f',-‘

recev'ery of Rs. 2.6 million; Copy of
2 nnpugned order is attached as Annexure “J”

- .

PN
PR : 1
‘ M .

13. That, on 06/02/2017 appenm‘ ﬁled

departmental appeal before respondent No 2 |

SR




14,

; thf_’dug—h’

~ annexed as Annexure “K”.

| ——

b v,

, Sliperiﬁter_ldent

‘Peshawar. Copy of departmental.?appé:al.is

P
-
e .7

I
.-
i
|

That on the dcpaﬂmental appcal ﬂf the

present appellant reSpondents department~

did r;ot;pass any order till date and 31m11arly .

Therefore, feeling aggﬂevéd of the samc, the

present appellant files this appeal, 'int"er.-g_lié.,.‘ '

on the" following amongst 'nlani? .o_tﬁel's,-',

grounds;-

GROUNDS;- -

a. That the 1mpugned order/ | act of

) 'respondents 'is" illegal,

: w1thout iawfal authorlty, : a}rbltrary, |

' p.erverse, agamst the prmmple of

~ natural justice, henc;e, vmle,ff.ectlve

P .
PR E B

| .

[N

upon the rights of the petitioner, and !

. thus liable to be set-aside.

R FE .
Central " - Jail

~have not given any response to the appellant. "

. o
- H

'!a."‘ ‘t-',

|

- u.nlawful ,

P

RS BTN AN FAEL AN L R 3



i
1
P
. . < f v
. o A e e " ] £ , -
. . .
N
. . 3 S
. . 1 1
. . P v . o

. . . e . o mcp— . ¥ st

. ) . S . ) - fon, gt

B - : T . . v . .

¢

S o f, S
~b. t.'~That,'- “the so-called : lrlxqulry {
. . | 3
|

proceedmgs arg illegal, arbitrar f'énd f

grossly _offenswe agalnst the! ruleg

governing the subject matter, thencé . |

- . . !.'.-
not tenable, ' P o

4

|

i ‘

| . . .
. ol

| ) BRI

i

c¢. - That during the course of self st)'dcd": '
~ inquiry, no evidence was recorded in

the presence of -appellant and" -;1_6 o

. opportunity of cross examination .
through counsel or oth‘erwilse.- was’

allowed to the appellant nor any copy o

' I - of ihe same were provxded to the e

* appellant therefore, the saidi inquiry.

- was ohe sxded haphazard d.lld

 cosmetic styled mquny Wthh

[

E ;aklowed thll be a‘amocker){ -IQ ,ths: ,.: N

: jusﬁcie 'systern of the CO'ﬁir;{ry"aﬁd g

therefore should be: set aside’ and

i\:{\

: appell'etnt rciristat_ed mtq serywe thh .

MW . "_allbackbeneﬁts._ '

2 | d.  That there is no evidence whatsoéver. | =

against the appellaﬁt ~of his «any v

.x.h" Pt _ - ,

S g - : ' S - L
‘-l'vlcc mbmm;i% : : . ‘ : L




- involverment within the |

L
so‘—cgl-lgd

emﬁezzlement regarding thé" ghqét'

teacher salaries.

o

" That. even otherwise a§cordi@g!. to-the

: job 'de:scripti"on of the appeliant, his: -

job description is regards issuance of

i

stamp papers and ‘supervisioni of i .

treasury - establishment, as regards

ifeléése"of salary:et'c the same d'oeé ~'r'16t .
fall Witl'nn the amblt of the- appellant |
Thexefore on this score also the sald e

m.qulry is based on malahde and has

been made in order to please'the local -

political figure and in order to settle .’

scores with the appellant, therefore; as
".the whole 'inquity is based on wrong

. facts, malafide, therefore, the

impugned order is liable to be set-

aside on this score also.

-~

That the 'appcllant ha.s‘nothipg tp.' do.- |

b

'.\y_ith “the - federal or ‘provincial

A
o | h

. R ’ b .
establishment empltoyees‘_ salanies .nor




y

o ' N

L Coy ) Tt * ) f',\t .
he is involved in any way in release of

S

‘their pays nor ‘it was  his -!jdb o : Lk

' .

description therefore the appeliant b

- wrongly Been_ ‘dismils;'s.ed from smf'vi@:e;
on gccqurit of a one éidgd, mai%aﬁdé-'_ .
inq\;iry, whereas, . no involveln.él;nt j§f - |
the present appeli’gnt hasi.ube.e'nAplifd\):ed““:. |

. -by the first two inqui’riés.and as %ar as .
thé third inquiry is cohcgfneé 'ﬂ_i'e".u TR

same was  one sided, without @ |- :.. .-

|

affording the appellant the righft ,_t:o' : '.“:f f

Cross examin_ation. or to .E b_,ri'ng-j‘ — o 3
evidence in his favour, therefore, on - - §:

~account of natural justice and on .. -

| acqo\unt of audi-altrum-paltrum - the - .-
‘ R 3 R

~ same is liable to be set aside.

' .“"?':L"E":‘.‘;‘i'. Lo & a‘r B
_ , : :
- . . : ' [
1
- 3
g. - That all proceedings were conducted
- - 3 | Ty

against-'a_well kiown principle of- .

. natural justice and  guaranteed
~'__fun-dame.ntaihrights of éppcll‘:ant'lgr.;d B
therefore as ‘the app-el.lant g’és .Eg’ex:m K
~ condemned unheard, 'the;'éfcére;' ‘the i A

* impugned inquiry. is liable to.be set. .
L ) | o -




2 al 2_’2

- That respondents issued 1mpugned ;

service with all back benefits.

' i .
. i
I} L B
o § .
s R
] V) . .'(‘ ‘.
3

1

f

aside and appellant be reinstated into -

T

- 1)
[
L

order agamst the appellant durmg

Pe“‘)d Whe“ appellam was in Judmal

1ockup and 1mpugned order has. not

i

provxded w1thm time.

That the xmpugned act of respondents ‘
is-a sheer example of hxghhandedness_ o

and polmcal motwatxon Hence hable‘ '

tobe.set~aS1de: o 1
-
|
|

. That the 1mpugned act of respondents

s a worst example of dlsc‘-ilflmnatlon R

!

. and misuse of powers/‘ authority. " *

.o

" fhat msuie the Account Ofﬁce there‘

" are so many sccnons fo_r so many

different activities and résponsibil-ity b
' makmg under dlffercnt .mcharges

L Amongst them Dls‘tnct Account

i
3

C W




Sen'“" lr

.Ofﬁcer, Ofﬁce Supermtcndcnt and
3 Audlt Ofﬁcer play the key roll and

|
appezllant is none of them.

1
1
I
'
I
l .
'
t,

| fhat even othermse thc d1str1butxon

of salanes and other ﬁnanmalxbenc;ﬁtsj- :

‘I )
falls wﬂhm the ambit of " Sémor

v

Audi’tor, Assistant Account Ofﬁcer |

and District  Account Officer -'and "

whéreas ‘the present appellant f wasf

workmg as Assistant Treasury Ofﬁcer

|
wnhm the hxerarchy of the department

and -had no direct rc";le -toi play o

‘regarding the same.

|
o

|
|
L

m. That twice, the NAB-authori’ici;e‘s have

made a thorough probe in the matter,

‘but without any success.

. time of arguments.

|
!
)
{

MM&

Pasha Maap : L Sra

i

' %{, [0 n. . That other points shalebe_urgeld a.tthe

.'u.'

[l 0.

v -
2

NP R



| _ | ' 4.. : ) Zw.g. '- i' '

lt is, therefore humbly prayed that on - A

~acceptance of the mstant appeal the xmpugned

or der dated 18/01/2017 passed by respondent No 2‘- :

: may gxac USly be set a31de as bemg 1113ga1

‘‘‘‘‘

unlawful aqutzo vo1d and thb appelhm may-'

kindly be remstated in the service mth all back T

L 'l""2

beneﬁts Any other rehef which this Honourable .._ e

mbunal deems ﬁt and proper in the 01rcum§tances co

of the case. o IR B e

...APPELLANT . .-

_ : ‘ Through‘ - S | L o :
Dated: A2~ § /2017 o g‘ Koo T
e (FAWAD SALEH) o -

!

Senior Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan; . ' i
| Abbofcabad S SR

|

. (HAMAYUNKHAN) |
Advocate High Court, Abbottabad =

VERIFICATION;.-

Venﬁed on oath that 1he contents of foxegomg appeal are true and correct to

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothmg has becn concealed ﬁom
this Honourable Tribunal

' ﬂﬁ?c of !’xc»wtmwn el Agplic: mon r)/(/} /O//

r C b - ...APPELLANT
roe ¥ of Words L o _ . I _
.' .( e /,r\ / . . . s . J S ) C,

) ;i:;‘? S/;KY/___,,_ . s _—_.”-;h; C@fﬁﬁ to be mrecowl | B | T e
...;-‘:.....:.:.;:;;:;rc:».;; 'Dl /03/7')4 : '
: ﬂ%u:\ﬂ' edvery oi’Cup-y . 1:7 (()F\/{I[_:)/I




- BEFORE THE KHYBER pAkHTﬁN’KH‘WA 'ééavicié TRIBUNAL PESH

~ Tarig Mehmaod son of Mian Muhammad, R/o CB-29/33, Kakul Road, bohind ¢
College, Abbotabad A ~ o -

. Al e A A LAemel - . :
ot - LR Soa AL
. . e
0 . . N ’

te et A o5 K

AWAW
SGNfCL Anpeai No 474/2017 RSNV Vg
. Date of Institution: .~ - 15,05,201.7 3
L - Date'of Decision: . . 13.'01.2'021

- (Appellant)
VERSUS '

*_ Government of Khyber P‘akhtunkhwa;{ through Chief Secretary and three others |

(Resbdadents)\ o
| I
' ¥ .
Mr. Hamayun Khan o ‘ : o S I
Advocate ST R o e o ‘if
M. Abdul Hameed R
Advocate ' ‘ _ ‘ » -
| M Masood Khan, - . A
Advocate S L For Appellants | - 5
- Mr. Ridgz Ahmed Paindakhel, o , . !
Assistant Advocate General L. For Respondents
“Nir. MUHAMMAD JAMAL - . MEMBER ()
Mr. ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR e ' MEMBER (E) o
Mr. MIAN MUHAMMAD® . = © MEMBER ()

--—n-w------u-—-’--a-..«--‘----an--—---

JUDGEMENT: -

G Girls -

 Mr ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR Th:s }udgement shall dispose of the snstant service -

: ‘Serwce Appea! No 473/2017 tttled Muhammad Ayaz as sumslar qucsuon ofslawfa 1d

appeal as well as connected Serwce Appeai No 673/2017 titled Ham:d Younas and
,. ]! 'VA' ’

i*‘\.

facts are mvo!ved therein,

2. ‘I‘he rnstant <erwce appeal was heard by a Dw.»;on Bench of t"]rs T’ibUPal on 21-

r

02: 2019 and judgment was pronounced The two learned Members hOWEVEI’, d;ffered

: .m their respectrve opm:ons essentially, on the pomt_'as to whether the appe_llants werg

ATTESTED

M= b a&btuﬂ\hwe
%’L S Klgervxce Tribunal

Yo Peshawar

o




Office Batagram. Durmg the tenure '”hey were proceeded agamst on the Chdrgl_s of
. i: J. EE T

fraudulent drawf of; money fronnlgovernment exchequer To this eﬁ‘ect Finance

- inquiries each, based on whij ch 3 rorma! rnqurry was conducted and as per

'ecommendatrons of the mqurry ofﬁcer aH the three accused were proceeded agamst

e B

- \ al!owances to-the ghost employees/fake appomtees in Drstnct Educatnon Ofﬁce
./J m\\“ﬁatagram wef May 2013 to February 2015 and also transfer of ;éy of ghos*'
: emp!oyees to" District Accounts Ofﬁce Mansehra The appeliants re ponded to th(_:
‘charge sheet/staternent of aflegatrons, but the inqurry ofﬁcer recommendcd that the
amount of Rs 80, ,30 614/ fraudulentiy drawn by the appeﬂants may ve recovered fromJ.

them equa[ly as well as recommended major penaity as deﬁned in l\hyber Pakhtunkhvva

Government Servants (Eff iciency & Drscrphnary) Ru!es, 2011 and as a consequence
appeilants were dismissed from service and recovery of Rs 76 76 871/ was also
ordered to be made from each appellant vude impugned order dated 18-01- 2017 The
appe!lants filed departmenta! appeals but of no avail, Rence: the: snstant serv;ce appeal

wrth prayers that. rmpugned orders dated 18-01- 2017 may be set aside and the'

appellants may be re-instated into Trerv:ce wrth all back benefits.

.. We have heard learned cog nsel for the appellant as well as !earned Deputy: .

-Distr'ct Attorney on beharf of respondents and have thoroughfy gone- through the

available record with their assrstance . - o ATTESTED

/

Ssce Tnbuﬂai’ r
&eshawaf




. whlch clearly vrolates Ru!e 10(1)(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants :

: charges leveled agamst the appellant were vague evasrve and )

. ) f
. . L . E— . . . ) !
T ' o Tt o ; g

'L .

5. Learned counsel for the appehant (Mr Muhammad Ayaz) contended that the

:\4\1’

wrthout Indtcatmg detaris of the cases, breakup and apportlonrrent of responsrblhtres

r (Eft‘ iciency & Dlscrpllne) Ru!es, 201{ He furlher added that durrng the course of i anUtry

‘_proceedrngs, nerther any departme tal representatrve was appomted as required- under

Ruie 10 (1) (c) of Khyber Pakhtun hwa Government Servants (Efﬂcaency & D:sc:pirne)

- Rules, 2011 nor the departmentaE representatlve performed his duties as. quch as

envrsaged in Rule 13 of the rules ibid. Srmllariy, no copy of mqurry report along with

3

' enciosures was provided with show cause notice 3s was requ:red under 14(4) of

rule |brd Simrlarly, no depastmental representatu\/e appeared along with reievant record

n general terms '

on the date of hearing as was required under Rule- 14 (4) (d) of the rule lbrd te -

substantiate aliegatrons without which all the proceedlngs is nu!trty in the eyes of law.

Relrance was piaced -0n 2018 PLC (CS) 997 and 2019 SCMR 640. The iearned counse

\ /Jf

urther argued that the mqwry conducted by Fanance Department was a fact fmdlng ‘

inquiry, which speaks only of ten ghost employees wrth no mentron of amount and the

penaitles were rmposed on the bas:s of the stated fact ﬂndrng lnqmry, whrch is unlawfu1

and the honorable court in cage 2012 CLR 464 has tumed down such practrce The
learned counsel further added that there were no- evrdences examrnatron of
prosecuhon watnesses or opportunrty of cross-examination, whlch was - illegal and
unlawful and. such practlce has already ‘been disapproved by the apex court contamed
in its Judgments PLD 1989 SC 335 1996 SCMR 802, 2018 PLC (CS§997 and 2019‘SCMR
640, That both the competent and appeilate authontres have awarded - the penalty, on

the recomrnendatrons of mqwry of’r' icer, whrch practrce is quite .incorrect. and turned

B down. by the apex court in a Iatest Judgment contalned in 2020 PLC (CS) 1291 The

‘- TTF Tt‘eD

N .
}’bCT QW/-QIDI\;]W&

>emce Tribunal,
“eshawar

learned counsel contended that the lmpugned order is not a speakrng order lacking
necessary rngredients and rssued in violation of Section-24-A of thc General C!auses Act.
Reliance was placed on 2015 PLC (CS) 1125- D and 2015 KLR He further added that the

respondents vrolated Artrde 10- A and"4 of the- conshtutron due to non provision of

1

Qo

/




v, rather it was

restrrcted to: selected quest:ons of hls choice through questlonnalre Such process of '

[4

Souy 3 isl .
quest:onnalre has been deprecated by the apex court in its judgment 1903 SCMR 1440 ‘

He further added that prelzmmary rnqu:res conducted by Flnance Department (FD) and ’
Accountant Generat (AG) Office are contradlctory to the effect that Fmance Department? '
suggested 10 cases of alleged ghost employees while Accountant General Office Ilsted

- itas 18. Bessdes employee Rahlm Dad |s shown as appomted on March 2011 by Frnance‘
Department, whereas in Accountant Generat list, the same is shown as apoornted on
August 2014 Srmllarly, another emptoyee namely Fazal Wahab in the Fmance-

_ Department tist is shown as appomted on July 2008, whrie in Accoontant General list on
May 2013 It-was added that botlJ\ Flnance Department and Accountant General |I’§t$

~ contained eight appointments prlor} to the date of posting of appellant i.e. 31-12‘-201_1.

Such‘tontradictions,in the inquiry reports negate its credibility:L He added that neither

e

f

/ N
statement of,fprosecutnon witnesses nor other off cials, including the aileged ghost

\ . e

i
1 '\q e

b gl

c/‘/ i employees have been recorded m support of allegat:ons/charges nor was the |

© opportunity of Cross- exammatlon afforded to the appeilants The charges agamst the
appeliant were ﬁrrned upyon the basrs of susorcron and surmises;, therefore not . '
- sustainable in the eyes of law The learned counsel further added that an alleged ghost
employee at Sr. No 16 namely Khals Gul has been allowed pensron from 2016 Another |
alleged ghost emp!oyee nameiy Fazal Wahab has already been re- lnstated m servrce by
- this Trrbunal vide Judgement dated 30 0.7 2018 m Ser\nce Appeal No 1070/2017 Sta!
another aIIeged ghost employee nameiy Mr Mal:k Hayat stands re- instated ih service by»
thIS Tnbunat vide Judgement dated 12- D4~2018 in service appeal No 577/2017 who
| | actualty was recrmted back in 1¥9(9l6 The stance of appellant to this effect is further' .
substantsated with |ssuance of a cert:f‘ cate by’ DlStl’lCt Accounts O(ﬂcer Batagram that
ezght alleged ghost employees were appomted pnor fo postmg penod of the aooei’ant

The learned counsel further added that the. appellants have been dsscnmlnated to the

effect that recovery is to be made from only three accused ofﬂfrals wuthout takmg into -

:'
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- who Were'also hel'cl r‘espdnsible b'y.' the‘ inqun'y ol’t‘ icer in the same case, but no action

whatsoever was taken. agamst them msplte of clear recommendatnons of the inquiry’
_ oft‘ icer to this eﬁ’ect That lespons:blllty of the appellant is- restrlcted to 2% random

: checking of bl|ES as. is evndent frorn ﬁndlnga of the rnqunry report but the penalty SO

t i

:mposed does not commensurate Wlth the offence - : :' -

6. Counsel for appellant (Mr Tanq Mehmood) maunly relled on the arguments put

~ forth by his fellow counsel for the appe!lant Mr., Muhammad Ayaz wath an addmon that
job descnptnon of the appellant Was" lssuance of stamp paper ‘from treasury and to -

| mamtaln lts record havrng no connectlons wrth fake apponntments and drawl ol’ :llegal
‘'money from government exchequer That there is. no mentlon of the appellant in the |

preliminary lnqumes conducted by Flnance Department and Accountant General Office,

but still theappeliant was held respon5|ble for an act not commltted by hum

e

Learned counsel for the appellant (Ham:d Younas) also relied on lthe arguments
Vof his fellow counsels W|th an addition that Rule 10(3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Government Servants (Eﬁ’ iciency & Discipline) Rules 2011 have been vuolated by not
' ;affordmg opportuml:y o,f personal hearing’ to the appellant. He further argued that no
'opportunlty of crdss exammatron was afforded to the. appeliant whrch lS unlawful and

not sustamable in the eyes of law; Reliance was placed on 1998 PLC (CS) 1338 E, 2008

SCMR 1406, 2016 SCMR 108, 1997’, SCMR 1073 and Serv;ce .AppeaI_No. 613/2017.

8. Leamed Assistant Advocate General on behalf of respondents opposed the
' contentlon of the appellants and stated that the appellants were properly proceeded
agalnst as per rule and law Proper charge sheet/statement of aliegatlons were served
upon them, to which they responded accordlngly He further contended that proper
opportumty of defense w;s afrorded to the appellants He further added that on the
o basis of l‘act finding inquiry, ‘it was.l'establ;shed:that the ~appel|ants xvere;lnvolyed in
frauélulent draw! of Rs. 85),30,614/ and the_charges leveled against them proved dun'ng
* the coursé of inquiry, hence after fulf llrng the requzred formahtles rna]or penalty was

awarded to the appellants




.':s. el

9. We have heard fearnad ¢ _our sel fol Lle part.es and. Dc.f'L'StCt rerord Ir was found

~ that Dstn ict Accounts Ofﬁce Batagram and District Enucarton Ofr.re Batagram both -

were lnvolved in the sw:ndle, w*ucn wa*‘ pornted out by an anonymous complaman

Staff posted m DAO Office Batagram compnsed of Federal - Employees of Accounta:~
Genera! Oﬂ“ ce as well as Provmcral employees of Flnance Depar*ment (Treasury), 50,

preummary mqumes were’ conductecl s:multaneously by Accountant (aeneral Offlce as

. 1
- s~~’\

well as Fmance Department Both the prelummary mqu:res recomnwended nnl;,/ Mer

Hamld Younas Sub AC(.OUﬂtoﬂt for d:soplmary p'oceedmg>, as hl‘« user, accounr as

"been used in the feedmgs of pay and allowances of gmst emoloyees "'he 'nost

1mportant recor‘nmendatton made in both the anUIres' wnlch was dltogether gnored

was regardmg detailed probe to be undertaken by EdULanon Department agannst

District Educetion Ofﬂce Batagram for fraudulent drawlfgnost employees who had

The preltmrnary inquiry conducted by Flnance Department however r(.con"mc'\dco

General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa a@d Dlrector General Audlt whsch however was .-
' conducted by 2 smgle_lnqum/ officer from rlnance Department and that too only rJCjolﬂbf

employees of Finance Departrnent whereas employees of: Accountant Genera'. Ofﬂce

and District’ Educatlon Ofﬂce Batagram’ and. the ghost. r'n'lplo"ce-, were aEtOﬂPt"l'-*r
ignored. The inquiry was conducted in a sllp_,hocl rnanner ony to pumsh its own

employees and no effort wQs made to broaden the scope ol J e mowy to reach the

L.

real culprtts sxttlng in. the ofﬁce of’ D:str ct Educatlon Ofnce Bataqram as well as

t

Accountant General Office, which was an act of dlscrl.nmuon on. pdt’t C'l th

respondentr Moreover, Mr Aurangvral, sen.'w acdltor of the office nf f‘AO Ratdq am
'ano an employee of the office of Accounfant( enercl was slso invotzad in the scam, he’

however is still in service, wh:cn ciearly mamfestb that the appellant: were treated m a .

dlscrlmanatory manner and in V|olat|on of Actlcle 25 of the ccnsutut.on be.,lde:» one
: e - 'l-'_; T ;. >

Pazal Wahab wnose name was mcluded in Lht’" .lst nr ghOS[ er.sployo:: was re- H‘IS!d[Cd

by thl€ Tr:bunal vrde Judgeme'lt dated 12 04- D18 rendezied it Se_.rwce Angeal No. -

N
(Y
5

«-

H
i

-.emuamg forma( inguiry through la commlttee of Frnmce r)e,)a"trnent Accountdnf

e
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I

/2017 Though appeai was dec:ded on. techmcal groundf but gave credence to rh@

\ .'F",<., sl,_

fact that actuon agamst the appellants was. agazhet the norms of }usttce/faar play "

iw
iO.‘ The formal ;nqulry -..Ot’ldu(,[:r*cj is replete w{m drscrepancres shortcommqs
Iacunae and tl!egahttes The anoun'y ofﬂcer was requmred to Jift chaff frorr the qram
whrch c0uld be done by f ollowmg Rule 17 of Khyber Pa\htunkhwa (:overnme'w ,ea-/ar,ta- |
(Eff c1ency & D;saplme, RuEes 2011 he however showed complacency and’ presented a
cct and paqte report by mo;t!y relymg on earher fact ﬁndmg mquu.ee 'rne mqum

uff icer ‘a;led to estabhsh as 1o hevv in the absenre of any !nf“"lr"ilﬂa('l'1C[ evidence
fharges can be establlshed against the a.ccused His fmdmgc. were .)aseq ow.l

assumption/suppositions. We could not .ﬁhd basis of. apportionment of émbezzied

amount to be recovered from the appe!lants -as.no criteria, ratuonale and yar‘dqtlck was

g - .

e f“‘ apphed by the mqu:w offncer in reachmg tne figure of Rs. 2.6 million to be recove.ed

from each accused The mquury |was also deficient to the effect that |t was only'

conducted against employees of limance Department Had it been conductec* ]o'ntlv'

against staff of Educatlon Deparé}men Accounfant G eneral Orﬁce staff as well as h

'agdlnst the ghost empioyees, it .vouid have deF nitely heiped in rcachmg the bodorr of

the fraud, but the mduwy officer, wh:ie ignOflng the other co- accused comr\ed the

- inquiry Onl\/ to its .own staff and by domq 50, appomoned the whole rt"SpunSIblltt!Co

pertam'ng to Education andjﬁccnuntant Generai Ofﬁce cmpzoyees upon the onoel ants.

11.  We are consmous of the fac“ that mam beneﬁdary in the fraud were employees

of Education department whether fake or genume and action agamst them w0uld have

deﬁnttely heiped in reachmg to the bottom of the fraud co'nmttted by Lhe concemed

F‘auoulent drawl of such ] huge amount ns not possmle w;thout conmvance of - me

District Educattor' Ofﬁce Batagfam but record reveals that no BC"IOﬂ whatscever was

o \“

taken aganst either Emp!oyees of Accountant Generai Of" ce or Q‘ﬁre Os Educatron in.

£

'. Dlstnct Batagram inspite of the fact thar 'ﬁquary off‘ icer recommended that Educaton.

. Deoartment and AC('OU"]taPt benera: Oﬁ‘“ ice may ‘I'ﬂUdtc action agdm;t thesr empioyee;

ATTES?@}% in the scam. ft was no*ed cnaz‘ most of tht vtuv ties ‘egardmg appomt'nent of
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staff-and other all‘ied-issues with régerd tp drawt of their pay

and diiowances nave been

initiated by educatlon department and eypendxture incurred was al 0 recorclled andk
: accepted by the department wthout any complamt AII this was, done by the educatlon

department in conmvance with staff of Accounts Off;ce

2.  The pe‘nalt.?es imposed upon aopeilants does not commensurate with the offense

e

e ———

_ cornrmtted as the Drstnct Accounts Orﬁcer Mr. Muhammad Ayaz was charged for 18

ghost employees, who_ however was . not responStble for alt of them as record reveals
.;-_:.-.-—"'-‘M ’

* that e:ght of the employees entered the system before his postmg penod as DAO :

Batagram whrch shows that wrong doer was atready present befdre his arrtval to this :
‘. post. Furthermore, yardstrck for due v191|ance is that the audrtor concerned would checx
.100% calculatsons as: a test check whereas the Ass:stant Accounts would check about
‘10% calculatson as a test check an srmrEariy the Account Officer iS to check abour 2%
calculatlon as a test check and hls responsrblhty to this effect was neg[ug:bie Slmliarly,'t;
Mr. Muhammad Tarig Ass:stant T asury Officer . ‘was also responsrble for 10% check
PSR

ble. Moreover as. h:s des:gnatton tndlcateq thdt he was basucaily A
o, -i

3

(; \ which’ also is. negli
reasury eff icer; having. no apparenf role in actlvatton of salar;es and allowanccc
'Moreover ‘name of M; Muhammad Tar:q was not mentloned in the preummaly

_mqumes but his name ap%eared m the formal- mquary on the basrs of douot Thcy

ho_wever, cannot totally be absolved of thelr responsrbnlstres as.they rdaled to properly o

supervise the activities as were reduired.'Therole of Mr. Hamid Younas‘Sub Accountan

is of prtme importanfe to the effect that he was 100% 'esponsm‘e for (hor‘kmr aswetl |
as he was dealmg hand responsnb!e for activation of pay and al: owances. rie was '
categorically held responsible by all che three mq’urres conducted to this effect. Reco:d
also shows that all such frauduiehf acti\)ities were'initiated_ from his user account

including activation of pay and its transfer to other cost centers.

13. In view of the situation, the impugned order is set asi?esm-méf@&uﬂit the

appellant:Mr. Muhammad. Ayaz and appellant Mr.'Tariq Mehm‘ood are re—instated into

p———

&ngeerv Cb by convertlnq major penalty of d:smlssal and recover y o’ mingr penai\y of

-\ Khsybé,,akh o= wa - o %
. efvice Tr[h . i : [ ) A
b Deshaw»:-mai S o T

N



apneﬂant Mr Ham!d Yoaras is 'na.ntamed to the extbng of dis rnisqal Re*;p‘ondents

r—-\,__.._.__.—. Jy

'however are dlrected to condurt anuzry agamst Dbtnrr Educat.o* Of c.n Bat:glam as

well as the ghost employees wnthm three montbs for recoeew of the einbezzled

' amount No order as to costs. File be consrgneo o the record rosm.

| E T
ANf\OUNCED o S | .
13.01.2030 C e | !
L ‘-.ﬁ;\ A %&&RR HMAR w»;q;;) |
c . ] = . SH {
T MEMBER () |-
(MUHAMMADMLHMN?"‘““ A
MEMBER () | G

AR | (MIAN 1~1UHAM‘«‘AD)W
-~ ST MBLFfC)

. ) B . N | .
P@S@W&M - Bate of T‘resehtatmn ol App]u ation Q’g"b/f‘ 220
: L Numbea of Words __< > ~O0 : o
Co Too 3%, & : T
PYing Fee. M —— = W' : .

!Urgcaazm__‘ ! ..
Total. Bg o0 W-M -

'“'———*-_.________ . - . . ' .
M
Name of Copyner.w/,‘é;:,’ﬁ?

i L
Date of Complection of Com QZ AN ‘)"‘5 m’r '

Bate of deer.y ftfﬁm,y Q/_,-.. - f>—- — 3’&:')...—/

,f‘3£f

. stoppage of two increments‘fos‘ two years each. Majo' penalty mposed upon thp_-

A



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PAI\HTUNKHWA’ PESHAWAR

E.P No. Z/ /2021 |

e AppealNo474/2017 .

Tarlq Mehmood son of Mian Muhammad re31dent of CB- 29/33 Kalcul

Road Behmd F.G Girls College Abbottabad

.

PFTITIONER

Khvl,cr P"uhhmkhwn
S vlct. T lbunnl

Diury ]\",

vemsUs w@m

Govt. of Khyber Pakh't'unkhwﬁ thfough Chief Sepretai'y, P.e’shavs}ar. o

*2. Finance Secretary’ Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawalr

3. Countex General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

| sanvt k- day

M——ew-

CPa\n \%»1 -
Qi—-ﬂ\ﬂ"\ v .

Respectfully Sheweth:-

RESPONDENTS

1

APPLICATION' FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF

JUDGMENT. DATED 13/01/’5021; ?ASSED BY THIS

AHONOURABLE TRiBUNAL IN APPEAL NO

474/2017 TITLED “TARIQ MEHMOOD V/S GOVT

"OFKPK&OTHERS S R
o ;.}‘j‘;;r:li 1 ‘

1. That petitioner filed above mentioned' service ':

_appeal ,agaiﬁst "ixhpugned order dated 18/01/20,}‘7‘ ;

|

T:”FSTEB"

NII‘J! ” s -
K ‘ el “ (shwgr‘ X
: SL?’\I t v “'d

A’rzsh-s“‘“" -




" tribunal. -

_ Tubunal

-

passed by respondent No. 2 in mam ser\nce appeal

Copy of appeal is attached as Annexure “A”

I

G
(3

Iy

| . ;
T

ir“

That on 13/01/2021 after hearing of argumens this -

7

-
[

That thereafter on 20/01/2021 petmoner appeared '

)

Judgment dated 13/01/2022 and .

application.’

. Ce

That after laps of more than 01 month respondents‘ .4

not 1mp1emented Judgment of thlS Honourable.

. - |
A . '

:A'That respondents instead of;'feomelyin'g”With the -

“direction © of ‘this ' Honourable Trlbuna}

stralghtaway refused to comply with the dxrectlon '

of thls Honourable Tribunal.

|
That other pomt would be ralsed at. the'tlme of

'arguments kmd perrmssxon of thlS Honourable Ea

. Honourable tribunal accepted appeal of the

petltloner and set. aSIde unpugned order. Copy of

a Judgmem 1,s attached as annexure “B”, - ‘

"before, respondent No 2 for 1mplementat10n of o




.

1

4comply WJth the dxrecﬂons of this Honourabie Trlbunal

: contamed in Judgment dated 13/01/2021 xn it true letter and

spmt

g - o " Through
Dated: 2/ /3212021 ~‘

; (I-IAMAYUN
' Advocate ngh Court, Abbottabad
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: Y Prmpngr Srporimeerd Lt Sesrttar Priihmewns :@v ﬁ'r‘...;::.:."mmr.&.nnvu.;nc‘;n. . g} Pu'zm RS, gﬂﬁ.

"omce ORDER

_-'compe:ent auihonty has been {31’:35‘:‘@ o conw

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
S FINANCE DEPARTMENT . mg
APER VA E

W mmiter com, LR AED

—~i Rl IS
Baw Pestr the 25.¢

No SO(EstH}FBH-&fZGZ?. | in p—u;s.uaneea Koy her Pakh:u"z S -Seaﬁ.-f%f:e
Tnbunai Judgme";t dated 13.01 zGZd in Service Appeat No 474/2017. \ne

;2rt the major penalls <

2

Mr Taﬁq Mehmgod Assistant Treasury Officer ‘BS"*-?} Treasunies &
"f,. Accoums EstabifSa, ment, - Khyber. - Pakhtunkhwa  vide order No -
e SO(Esﬁ)FDiS 14fB Gram dated 18/01/2017. intc minsr penaity of “Stoppage

of *two mcrements for AWO years" SR : - ‘ ]

f

AN

:‘ ‘A:-““Dzsmzssal from service + recovery of Rs. 2::76 871/-" imposed Jpon

"2'.'. Conseczueﬂt upon the ebove, the officer 15 re-instatad in sed'tce ‘
§ wemem 2017. | |

3 The aba\re cowe;sron af ma,or penaﬁy in to mmor Qenat\y ang

re-mstatement in semce are suh;ec o final decxsrcm of bupre*\e Co o

Pak;etan in CPLA Nn 165!8!2021 agams the Khyoer Pakmenﬂhwa Smmce‘
- Tribunal }udcment memfoncd above
g ‘. SECRETARY FlNANu!:
_g_ndsft: N‘o;-s'd?f'ést{-tf'?’af1 52021, " Dated 02. 11 7071,

o Copy forwarded for mformation to

1. Regtstrar Servace Tribunal, Khyber PakhLUﬂﬁh‘Va
2 Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

. " The Director, Treasuries & Accounts, Khyber Pa khtunkhwca

W PSto Secretary Finance Department R . o
5 PSto Special Secretary, Finance Department. - . g
6. PA to Additional Secretary (Admn), Finance Department. |

7 PA'to: Ptovincial Coordinator (PIAC). Frnance Department
8. DAO Baﬁagram

| ,_/9/ Officer concerned. . ‘ (\ir
S 10 OffCe Orderﬂe N 44%_7@
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Im e \p-u.‘!u nis m esent, y :
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: (Y ul tbuital 9 Fitss ju Igmcnlulalud F3.07 . ’(WI The :
nrclt;umstm\vu lh.l[«'ll‘\.w ~ud"mgm, ni the” iubm"' ‘h'r’< 'hci-;n )
' ‘ Ilﬂpl\.ali\.ri.ul it lumnuf counsel For he |k1:i'uni‘= unuml it
the u»-|m..mmr namely Avaz was Qi anted somie more henelile -
which WO not - granted (o lm. petitioner o \‘a-'l'n-.:!‘. the
,nuc-*a.m\;c ol the respondents submitied thai his cise wis
urder provess and he wouid "be treated alopar with 'the sand
}'}L".ilinlii'i’: , :
- ¢ . - 1' .
3. vhat as it may. since the wmpl! anee n{ the judement o

of the Teibunal has lkul cmnp[md with. Elcrdu.\.. Hus petition

l
v diled. The petitioner 1 at l;hu by lotake other fegal 5 L]"‘\ 0 ar
.y " ! Ly Iry 1 Cooe g
S L Iu‘ Viewohis wrievanees are ot redresse L.e_m.\tg,n.
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Subjéct; o

- Réspected'Sir, S

JTO THE NEXT SCALE BPS-18.

5. That thereafter on 11.01.

e A AT e 5 et oo |
}

. o |

- The Worthy Chief Seci‘g:tary - . ‘ o i o

- - Khyber Pakhtunkiiva - S
Peshawar. !

APPEAL/ REPRESENTATION AGAINST _IMPUGNED

- BEINSTATEMENT ORDER Da1ED 02/11/2021 PASSED .
+BY SECRETARY FINANCE WHEREBY APPELLANT V.45
- REINSTATED IN SERVICE w.p F 18/01/2 ,
DATE SECRETARY FINANCE NOT RELEASED BACK
BENEFITS. SENIORITY ACCORDING
LIST YEAR 2014-15 AND ST

017 BUT TILL

TO SENIORITY
IMILARLY NOT PROMOTED

Ea

1
‘

. . ' el
. - L . s 3 FLA
R T N PR B O i

. That thereafter the applicant 'continuouisly perfor
. ' 4 ‘ '
duties and responsibilities w
11012017, .,

. I
) ‘s"’.

R
e TS

promoted time by time and in the year 20

06 and waisl
promoted to Assistant Treasury.Ofﬁéér BPS-17 »

-

.- That in the ygs_ér 2016 department initiated inquily
~ the applicant on the basis, of so

~called application ﬁlé'd by_
Iinknown persbn. : o

2017 qoinpetent authority issued so-
called dismissal order without Justification. !

i

1. That the a'pplicant was appointed Sub—Accoﬁntein"c BPS—II -
on 23.05.11990. e R : i ,1 LNy

ned his
‘ ith full devotion and liability ti]] *

. That adcéxjdiﬁg to Rules and .Pbl'icy the“applicailt x_ifas,é

against (



0. That™ the applicant ﬁled service appeal

* reinstatement order is annexed.

]2.‘l‘hat on 21.04.2022 Pxovmcm] Selection I

!."
B T

Wy

B
L " Fein

I
B [

befme the
Honourable Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Servmc Tr 1bunai agam

the i Jmpugned dlsmxssal oxdel dated 11.01. 017 '

st-

L
That on 13, 01 2()‘71 aftel hearmg the alguments Ieamed

Tubunal accepted the aex vice appeal and declaled unpugmu
~order dated 11.0] 2017 void agamst the law '

That thereafter dcpanment/ Secretary Finance KPK issucd

«mstatement o:del on 02/11/2021 and appel]ant was

u,mstated n sewn,e w.e.f 18/01/2017

'
[

Thalt1 sum]axly depamnent Sec1eta1y Fmanoe Iemstatcd

-anothel employee namely Ayaz and released his all back

benefits without any delay but benefits of applicant stil] nol

released by the Department. - Copy of  source ;-uld

+

10 That smce 1c mstatemcnt 01dcr Secnet'uy I‘mance nol

include the name of thlllOIlel in’ semouty lmt f01 ‘the

purpose of promotion, ' S ‘ '

17.That Secretaiy }'mance mcluded the names of j _]un101 officer

namely Ithaq ur Rehman Ser 1al "No. 36 and - Muhamm

Naeem at Seri

al No. 37 awmdmg to seniority llst in the ycm

2014 while applicant was at serial No. 34 acco1dm" o .

- seniority hst 1ssued by thc Secxetaly Fmance Dﬁ.partment

»o'ud pxomotuci
both the above name Assistant Treasury thcu but not

consxdex ed the naxm of applicant for p1omot10n

ad .

agamst the

!



Ps

V |
post of BPS- 18 (DAO) whxle apphcant 1S SBH]OI eh glble and! '

entltle 101 promotlon in al] 135pect . . l L

.‘:.' » " .
PRI R ' .
A .

13.That léﬁmed 'Secrétaly Finance did not include the |1'1ame of '

' petitioner for* pr omotion and sumlaxly not fo1walded

working papex ‘of tho petltlonm and issued the plOll‘lOthﬂ :

order of the abovc named junior oiﬁcerq wﬁhout lawful
JUSUﬁC&tIOﬂ rules and pohcy

14.That on 18 05 2072 Wmthy Secxetary Estabhshmcnt again

calied wo1l<1ng paper f01 promotlon for the post of District

" Account Ofﬁ(,m (BPQ 18) before 1% June 2022, but till datc

learned Secretary Finance not include the name ol apphcanl

and not f01wa1 ded wmkmg paper f01 pr omotion and 1efused

-+ the same wuhout any 1espome

gmntcd back benefits including unpaid alaxy blllCC

118/01/2017 senlouty and promotion to next huz,hen sc'xle“

(BPSIS) Cay

e

Constitution of Islamic Repubhc of Pakistan as well as

15 That since 02/11/2021 depaument mlsembly tmlud to’

. 16 That the act of depa1 tmcnt against thc Atticle- 4 & 25 01 the .

‘natural Justlce and 1ntent10nally il date not 1elcqs:,d back -

benef ts. : , S K

- O
Voo s
. L

~17 That Act of the 1espondents also agamst weH ]\nown

»
B

Punmples and Fundamental Rules 54 @g& . ; o

18:That valuablerights of the applicant are involv ed‘ond all act
~ of the finance dep'v'lment agaxnst the. law xulcs Ipohcy and

natural justice.




 Dated; 208 /2022

Tariq Mehmoocl

Assnstant Treasury Officer (BPS 17
D;stl‘lct Account Office Swabi
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Jm . 3 L.
— mwrwwuéfadp |

al No. 4
o conv |
676,871 imposet.

18) vide 0rde’
pena‘w of

pakhtmkhwa Servtca 'Inhunal in Sevice AP ert the Maio"

A 13.01.2021 the competent authoﬂty has been plﬁased t
Penally of “Dlamissal from sawicn + racovery of Rs- 4
~upon M. Muhammad Ayaz, District Accounts Officer (BS-
- No. SO(Est)FD/5-14/B.Gram  dated - 18/01/2017. into Minor
: '*Sfﬂppage of twefthcrements for twa yeam” o , , .
2. Consequent upon the above, the officer is ra-mstatec! in service .
w.ef 18.09 2017 and shall stand’ retired from Government Service
w.e.f 13,12.2018 (A, M} on aﬁaming the age of superannuatlon as his date of
birth s 14.12.1958, : ' : :
3 The aboue canvers;on of major penal’cy in to mmor penalty and
retirement are subject to final decision of Supreme Court of Pakistan in

CPLA Na. 156}'832021 agams‘t the Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Semce Tr bunal

decision. . e TN o
e SEGRETAR‘! FINANCE

by

N "
\ =
: -;as»
3 gl T

: - _ et
Endst: No, & Dafe even.” %
- Copy forwarded for infcrmamn o~
1 Reglstrar Service ’fnbuna‘! Khybar F’akhtunkhwa
~ 2. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. =
3. The Director, Treasuries&ﬁxccounts Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
. 4. PS8 to Secretary, Finance Department . |
- 8. PS to Special Secretary, Finance Departiment.
6. PA to Additional Secretary (Admn), Finance Depariment.
7. PA to Provincial Gmordmator {PIAC), Fmance Departmen’t

‘8. DAQ Battagram.
9. Officer concerned. -« 7%
10.0ffice Order file. ﬁ”-M»
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THE ..
|
3

N NUMBER AND, DATE.

FENANCE QEPARTMENT

FRingno t-&!;m et &amu[r.gnm R"mmmm %” !‘nqm‘- uiu o @ RAGAC ok pgast ﬁ ﬂnun-ﬁasgﬁﬂ.e‘. )

QFHEEQRDER - - T Bated Fegh-tha:zs-“m-zam

- No.SO(Estt-NFD/4-32//1PR/202] - In pursuancc of sub- -
 section (2} of 5‘3@"3“ 13{*‘1}' E?f the Kwi}ar Pakhtunkwha civil servants Act, .
(1973 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act MNoXVIIT of 1973) read with sub-section (3} ‘-
theragf, Mr. Muhamrrad Ayaz, Ex- District Accounts Officer, Battagram stands
retired fram Governmerit service wef, 13.12.2018 A.M on attainmg the age

of Supa‘"rmmsalmn lLe mbtm 50‘“] years as h Is date of I:ur"h is iﬂ 12,1958,

2. S ndmn is also hereby accorded to thn grant of Jeawe encashment .
- af 385 days in lieu of leave preparatory to Retirement (LPR), Inrespect of the
. ’*“‘rﬂsasd retiring cfficer, in pursuance of Finance Department's ﬂﬁhﬁx.a”f}ﬂ- |
‘rm u’f-RJFﬂf.{: gﬁfzmﬁﬂmr»w :ias.,er;% 31-12-2012. |

SEC RE‘MW FINANCE
Endst: No: & Bate even N \/_;; o
| ' | R SRS

- Copy fDJ’&‘é&aEﬂEﬁg to-

1. The Director, “:aeasunes & Accﬁums I'-.hyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesbmmr
with reference to his letter No. IHEZJET&AMJ}BH dated 10.11.2021.
2. The District Accounts Officer, Baltagram. :
3. The Budget Officer-X1, Fmance Depariment, .
4. MriMuhammad Avaz, Ex- District Accounts Officer, Baa,tagram.
ES PS to Special Secretary [R&ﬁ] Fmance Department. L
,f" &, Qffice ﬁrder file. ,

T
- : e = |
. | o égmmi%ft ; |



- ‘“'.,pgg dlfl_

2 =t | :  i UNKHWA
eIy FKHYBER PAK.HT. .
- RNMENT O BER PA
| %—’f\g WE © FINANCE DEPARTMENT
Uhoar } ,.,;.,,m'.,.m
Qfﬁﬁ am: - rswm:hmr_“i-‘r ap Sy Loane (42 2 ﬁ"""’"““mr s ¥

" NOBO-XFD/1-35/2021-22/05D Dﬂi‘-"d Peshawar ihe 06.01.202

© ‘:{ﬁe ﬂimc%‘ar“ﬁedsuries&Accaun_fs,
Khyber Pokhtunkbwa,
- Peshawar, |
Subject- CREATION OF SUPERNUMERARY POST_FOR - THE_PERIOD
| CWEF. 01.09.2017 1O __ 13122008 N R/O
: MR:.M’@HAMM&D AYAL, ,.._E-Xa‘D-AO IBPS-}BL
Ciear S'u‘,

I am rdrr;.c:tecf ta refer o the Seci:sn Orncer (EsH-I} F mm:el
Depmrtm m lefler No.SOJESTT- IIJFD[]?QS/AG”USNE dated 18.11.2021 on |
the subject noted cbove and to'state thal in light of Service Tribunal KPK
decision and subsequent opproval of the Compeiert Authaorily, Fnanu» ,
Depariment ugnees o the creation of one supemumerory post of DAO
{BPS-18) w.e.f 18.01.2017 fo 13.12,2018 under DRO/Cost Centre EM4003 -
District Acc:wms Office, Battogram, for the purpose of drawl of pay
and uimwanz:cs in respect of Muhcxmmud Ayaz (Ex-DAQY), hc:ticr;ra"n

subject fo ohservance cf’ ali codal fcrmoh’nes before incurrénce of
expendiure,

2 - The expendilure. mvolwed is dﬂbx mble Lmdar Grani. 3
NC21003 {003) Funclion Classificalion. 01-General Pubilic Serwc:c- a11-

Exccutive & Legislative Organs, Financial, 0112-F nangial cnd Fiscal -
Ailcies, 011204-Accounting - Services, EM4003~Tremuory Esmbhs'zmem '

Hﬂ’l’mgrrzm. and wit be mel oul within 1 he sonchoned budget during
rurrc:nt E:run-:acﬂ year 2021~2° / ‘V}

\} .
| //9 : %*%“'“Tb R {ingAL NAWAZ KHAR)
™ up _
st of even o, Date. s,\r’ GET OFFICER-XI
- Copy lorwarded fothe:- T |

A Accountant General, Khyher Fokhiunkhwg P .

esha
2. Distiet Accounts Qlficer, Baltagram. wer
3. Mc:xslr:t Fia,

o | | BUDGET OFFICER-XS

S22 151 305
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- &%ﬂmﬂ@@dﬂh DETAIL IN Eo 2%1 T MUHAMMAD - w§m LX- DAQ a-é ﬁ
oL R o . TO 13,12 20218 ) | .
“TSOL700 | ug.00.20217 | BAY Q_mmn CXEET : o
: o o
2017 1 sp310018 3

PARTICULAR _ » To  lyo30.06.2021
i : 31012087 | .
1 -|Basicay o 77690l 3287 | 363450 57140 1,481,380
Qualification pay ) . 1200 m.ﬁw.iﬁ cgoop | V4200 B 20,400
ovse Rent Alfawsnce . 3,873 1749 10365 | 3873 65,841
| 5 Ma dical Allowance - o . 4,165 - 3881 20835 4165 T 70805
t & [ahoc mm.ihazﬁnm 201050% |- 10475 | 4730 - 52375 T2 ) .
e Reliat Allgwnge 2013 15% | 2125 | 960 | 10e2s “aizs | 3%an .‘
" [agnoc Roiief Allowaice 2015 10% T 1429 | 645 7145 0 | w28 | Saz83 ] 599 slentete
adhoc detief Altownce 1016 Ton - 7269 | 3283 T aeaas | T8 ) .m__..w"_mi mmmm! ) ..._._.w_mm,*w,% »
8714 [ weBe 30 520&
E e | 57,981,808

Adhac Reiter Alownce 2017 10% ‘
E@. Fif %ﬁr&..%:%ﬂ% o
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334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 4100 -{Basic _.um% :

334288} AYAZ MUHAMMAD - 4104 Qualification ..

- 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 4108 .[Medical Allowd.[

334288 AYAZ MUHAMMAD. 4112 - 1House Rent All..

334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 4150 |Audit & Accoun.. .
* 334288 . - . o
LX 2




. . __\ ) : . R . L ee—mD— =g v ST ' . Fa -
FTEEHSTHEY | iR B R H R T T AR BT m wm&%wx|
, S = : £ BRI | - _
-t 334288 {AYAZ MUHAMMAD . |Basic Pay 12.01.2022 - 72,370,628.00 hvmww
o TR e e 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD .. X |Qualification ..}12.01.2022 . 27,444.00 | P : -
334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD S - 1Medical Allowa..|12.01.2022 95,258.00 - - Sl
. 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD House Rent All..|12.01.2022 88,579.00 ’ N T
L O P '12.01.2022 2,581,909.00
.. . .334288|AYAZ MUHAMMAD 4150. . {Audit. & Accoun..|25.01.2022 216,445.00 .
. 2= s : : . SRl 25.01.2022 216,445.00
ol 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD, . | 4050 |Commutation ~{(8:: 07.-03.2022 3,213,225.00 i
R R 07.03.2022] 3,213,225.00 o e - -
334288 {AYAZ MUBAMMAD 0100. |{Monthly Pensio..|26.03.2022 40,195.00
334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 0101 - {Pension Increa..|26.03.2022 41,694.00 .
334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 1599 ° {Medical Allow .. 26.03.2022| 8,039.00 ’
334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 1600 - |Med. All. 2015..[26.03.2022 . 2,010.00
. 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD . 5901 |Arrears of Pen..|26.03.2022 3,213,225.00
- : o , A 26.03.2022 3,305,163.00
334288 {AYAZ MUHAMMAD 0100 |Monthly Pensio..|25.04.2022 40,195.00
334288 [AYAZ MUHAMMAD 0101 |Pension Increa. 25.04.2022 41,694.00
334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 1599 |Medical Allow ..[25.04.2022 8,039.00 -
— B ; . 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD . 1600 - |Med. All. 2015..{25.04.2022 2,010.00 :
: _ . : o " 125.04.2022 91,938.00
) 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 0100 |Monthly Pensio.. 26.05.2022 40,195.00
. 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 0101 |Pension Increa..|26.05.2022 41,694.00 i i
- 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD 1599 {Medical Allow ..126.05.2022 8,039.00
R 334288 |AYAZ MUHAMMAD . [|1600 | |Med. All. 2015..|26.05.2022 : 2,010.00 SR
L : s o A - 26.05.2022§ 91, 938.00 e
*k . S R T 9,500,618.00 e i -
oY .
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<1 G()VERNW] ENT OF E(HYBER PAI(HTUNKHWA
A * FINANCE DEPARTMENT

Q@ finanta :,’wmm‘num Renlt %pgratme lak ““h%m-v 4 e L LT B TTY

N .
B recevonkonGoRiID W WINateem/GORTTD

- Dated Pesh: the 21-04-2022°

-fnﬁﬁcmoﬁhﬁu

_ Nr).ﬁ()(f St H/I’D 1. 4 "G?,?,fl'éc;\fl“‘ T Cn th n.mmmcud

| Ludsl '\u' & I}atc cw:'u

'umn of Provineial Seleciion. )
Board, in ll*‘ meetm" Held o f)ﬁ 4. "‘U.i’il. {nlfmn ing Assistant / hmb Irc.t..uw (ffieers £ 18-

7} are f\mdn r\rmnmcdm ibt, pust of l}m e ‘uwums (")!*u.crs/ lrc'mu\' Of'hu.r (‘“&S l%)

- onregy Lu b;ms with nn ﬁ:dmlc elfver-

b b st e

Br. No 1 Nmuc n’l'thc* fﬁt't:f AT I’:c.wn( pu\.nng s B

B R \lr Ashiug-ur xchman R D”\U’ UHHPUHOPQJ D
],, S J"sln P\luhanmud Nm,cz:r o g,!)‘-"‘s(f) Torghar (OPS) ]

’2. S Iim uihccm,_un prmzwuuu wil] muam on prnha‘unn fur'a pt.rmd of (mt, yaar, m

tersns ol %eumn 62 of }\hx ber Palihienklnea Civ wil Qe ants. Ad 1973 rcad wnh Rule-13{1) lﬂ

. ; ]
Mnbr.r lﬂf%\]aun:}shm Civil ':wr s ( '\ppu}nmunl l'mmmsun & Trnnb&rj ilulu&. 1989,
: NTE - ;
o C’@l%quml lﬁﬁm above, the oflicers are sllowed o actualize ’Ixur pmnmurum

against already m,m,md ;wmi.» oi District \wuums ()111Lu1 at Haripur & I‘ urgmr.

‘.. SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT
| " KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- FINANCE DEPARTMENT -
. ! '
)

Copy Torwarded tormmnmuunéknctcssaw actonto- 7

[ The f’\tcuunmm G em,mi khvb;r l’aLluunkh\m
" The D‘ll‘&ttﬂ!‘ {naxuru.a & Accounts, l&h\. ber i’akhnmUnw

3-. All I)(‘Asll’)*ﬁ\(‘)g in Klvher Pduillllﬂdl it

4. PS 1o Mintster for Fipance.

3PS to Secretary Fimance.

o IS to Special Secretary Finance,

FoPA Add: Secretary ('\dmml} ihance.

8. Officers. concernped,

9. (_.)llxu. Order file,
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