LIS

R 3 = '\j

\

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,PESHAWAR,

Appeal No. 427/2015 -

Date of Institution ...  21.04.2015

Date of Decision .. 17.03.2021

Ahmad Nawaz son of Muhammad Roz Khan R/O village Hurmaz Tahsil Mirali

North Waziristan Agency. ' : ... (Appellant)
- VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary and three others.
' - ... (Respondents)
Present. ‘
Mr. Razaullah, , ' : ‘ ,
Advocate:. : . ... . For appellant
Mr.'Muhammad Rasheed, _ S
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, .. CHAIRMAN
MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD K MEMBER(E).

. Ky
. {3

JUDGMENT

- HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, CHAIRMAN:-

1. This appeal has been subfnjtted against the orders dated 3i.10.201’1,’ -
whereby, the lappellant wés reduced to lower post from BPS-17 to BPS-11
and dated 11.07.2012, whereby, the apbellant’s éervice was terminated by '
réspondent No. 3. | | |
2. The facts, as noted in thé memorandum of appeal, are to ;_the e'ffect-
that théAappeIIant was appointed in Commuhicatidn & Works Depa;rtfr\ent as
Sub-Engineer (BPS-11) on 07.04.1977. During the course of servicé he was
' promoted to the post of Assistant 'Engineer/Sub-Divis'ionai Officer (BPS-17)
on 10.09.1989 and ‘was :Iastly posted as Executive Engineer: (Bunlding

Division) Kurram .Agency on O.P.S. On 31.10.2011,)the appeliant was
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pAroceeded againsf departmentally under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal
from Se&ice (lSpeciaI Power) -Ordinance, 2000 for alleged irregularities
committed in the Construction of Judicial Corﬁplex, Lakki Marwat under
Access to Justice Programme. At the conclusion ‘of procee&ings, on
31.10.2011 he was imposed upoﬁ the penalty in terms of re_ductioﬁ to lower

post/grade for three 'years. He was, upon the departmental penalty,

. directed to report to C&W Seeretariat for further posting as Sub Engineer

(BPS-11).

On 11.07.2012, another order was passed by respondent No. 3
whereby, the services of appellant were terminated with effect fronﬁ the date
of absence from duty under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govefnment Servants

(E&D) Rules, 2011. The reason-given in the order was in terms that the

- appellant, after his reversion, failed to resume duty with C&W Department

and remained absent since 01.11.2011.°

3. Learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned DDA -heard on

- behalf of the respondents and available record gone through.

4, - Learned cou'nsel for the appellant submitt‘edA written argu:men_ts as’
well as addressed'/returned the arguments at the bar from the other side.
The main contention of the learned counsel was to the effect thet he had
applied for retirement on 03.11.2011 but his request was never anewered by
the respondents. 'The proceedings, therefore, taken thereefter \;/vere void
against the appellant and he could not be terminated from service on
account. of absence. He also contended that the appellant, aloﬁgwith his
fami]\y, became an IDP at fhe relevant time, therefore, was held back ffom
jQinihg his duty at the concerned office. Replying to the.objection from other

side regarding delay in submission of departmental as Well as instant appeal,




learned counsel stated that the technicality in the facts and circumstances of

~ the case was not to be considered and the case of appellant was to be

decided on merits.r In support of his arguments, he referred to jbdg‘ments
reported as 2004 PLC (C.S)-1014 and 2020 SCMR 1018. .

Learned DDA, while returning the arguments from other side,
contended that against the ﬁrst penalty awarded to the appeHant on
31.10.2011 no departmental appeal was submitted or the appeal claimed to

have been submitted was much delayed S|mi|arly, against second order

. dated 11.07.2012 no appeal whatsoever, was preferred till the submussmn of

-instant Service Appeal on 21.04.2015. The appeal in hand was, therefore,

not competent and warranted outright dismissal. It was further stated that
the purported departmental appea! submntted before the Chlef Minister
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa was also not competent because the Chlef Minister
lacked jurisdiction on that count.” Referring to the merits of the case, it.was
contended that the !iability was fixed ‘upon the appellant aftertthorough
probe and foIlowmg the requisite procedure. Without any response from the
appellant, he was rrght!y awarded the penalty after opportun:ty of personally
hearing extended to him. In support of his arguments learned DDA referred
to PL) 2009 Supreme Court 1099, 2004 SCMR 1426, PLD 2006 Supreme
Court 572 and 2010 SCMR 1982. Judgment in CP No. 290 of 2018, decided
on 11.11.2019, was also relied upon. |

5. ° We have gone through the available record and have found that the
argument's by Iearned' DDA haye force. On record there is copy of an
Application/appeal addressed to the Chief Minister Khyber Palchtunkhwa
against “physical yeriﬁcation of the scheme” also containing the prayer for -

cancellation of order of degradation of the appellant. The Appeal/AppIication




undeniably bore the date as “11.10.2014” when the impugned order of
termination of service 'was ~already passed on 11;07.2012. The
representation/appeal was, for all intents and purposes, delayedzfor more
than two years and was not worth credence in the facts and circumstances
of the ease._ Not to repeat that a departmental apoeal a_gainet lthe- order

dated 11.07.2012 was conceded not to have been ever submitted. C

6.  Itis also evident from the record that the main ground for defence of

appellant also remained under the cloud. It is the contention of the appeliant
that ‘he became an IDP (Internally Displaced Person) during the relevant
time, however, the evidence of his registration as such pertains to the period

between June and July, 2014. His absence from duty before that is nowhere

: ekpiained on the record. It is also pertinent to note that thefappellant :

submitted applrcatron for retlrement though not specifically admltted by the
respondents on 03 11. 2011 while the departmental punlshment was already
awarded to him on 31.10.2011. |

7. ~As regards the departmental proceedings against the appellant are
concerned it is part of the record that on 20.05.2012 notlces in daily
“Express” Peshawar as well as daily "Aaj” Peshawar were publrshed but the
appellant failed to respond. His stance throughout was the submission of
application for retirement which held him back from performance of duty.
This‘ground of defence on his part does not carry any_forEe hence
disregarded. He was supposed -to be on duty till the acceptance of his
application which could -never happen.

8.  1Itis by now wetl—sett!ed that where departmental appeal of a civil

servant is barred by time, his service appeal is rendered incompetent. The

‘case of appellant squarely falls within the said parameter. It also requires to
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note that the reasons, as mentioned in the application for condonation of .

delay, are also not -according to the mode and manner'presc;rib'ed and
established over the: decades. To say that the question of limitation was only
a tec‘hnic‘:ality would _not'be‘correct approach. Issue of limitation cogld not be
taken 'light]y in the facts and circumstances of instant case.

9, For what has been discussed above, the appeal in handi% warrants
d_ismissalv and is__according!y ‘dismissed. Parties are Ief‘t .to Seaf their
respectivé costs.' | |

File be consigned to the record room.

Y

AR
(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI)
" CHAIRMAN .

. (MIAN MUHAMMAD)
' MEMBER(E)
ANNOUNCED
17.03.2021
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427/15
‘Date of Order or other. proceedings with signature of Judge or
'S.No. | order/ Magistrate-and that of parties where necessary.
' _| proceedings :
<
1 2 3
Present.
Mr. Razaullah, ...  For appellant
Advocate ‘ -
Mr. Muhammad Rasheed,
Deputy District Attorney ... For respondents.
17.03.2021

Vide our detailed judgment; the'appeal in hand wafrants
dismissal and is accordingly dismissed. Parties are left tof; beaf

their respective costs.

File be consigned to the record room.

\-
CHAIRMAN

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) I
Member(E) B

ANNOUNCED
17.03.2021




Do /2 2020 ' © Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to

)73 .2021 for the same as before.




11.06.2020 | ‘Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Ahmad

Paindakheil, Assistant AG for the respondents present.
requested. Adjourned to 03.07.2020 for

argumen —_—
/M/

(Mian Muha ad) (M. Amin Khan Kundi)
Member Member

03.07.2020 Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned to 19.08.2020
for the same.
Re
19.08.2020 Due to summer vacations, the case is adjourned to
29.10.2020 for the same.
Reader
h P
29.10.2020 Proper D.B is on Tour, therefore, the case is

adjourned for the same on 30.12.2020 before D.B.



;.110..12.‘2_(_)1‘9_ N " Due- to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar
R . Councrl learned counsel for the appellant is not avallable today
Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil, Assistant AG-for-the respondent's:_._._

present. Adjourned to 07. 02.2020 for arguments before D B

(Ahmaﬁﬁ’-l/m) | ' (M AN K éan Kundi

Member : A Member

07022020 '. _ Counsel for appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan Deputy-
e Dlstrlct Attorney for the respondents present Learned counsel
for the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned_ to
| 24.02.2020 for arguments before D.B. S
o
(Ahmad Hassan) . |
Member Member B

T~

‘_ ?Mffé’?j&_o?—é e Bench s }nzamﬁlw.fe'

“mﬁ"” Cage 15 MJvmw/

'—{‘D /-—-’h-—'2-02,/<‘>

01;:04.202'0 Due to public holiday on account of COVID 19 the case |s Eo
R adJourned to 11.06.2020 for same as before. |




11.11.2019

Counsel for the appeliant and Mr. Riaz Ahﬁﬁad‘Paindékheil,": - o
Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Abbas . Khan, Senior Clerk for the

réspondents present. Representative of the department submitted

reply of restoration application which is placed on record.

Arguments on restoration application heard. Record reveals® - -

- that the main service appeal of the appellant: was dismissed_‘inr.':f'f-f_i'

-default on 15.05.2019. The appellant submitted application" for- . L

obtaining attested copy of order on 20.05.2019, the atteste:d‘copy'-'

was delivered to the appellant on 22.05.2019 and the appellant
submitted restoration application on 11.06.2019. Though- the .

restoration application has been filed after a delay of 7/8 days but it o

is a well settled law that the cases should be decided on merit rather .

than technicalities. Moreover, learned counsel for the appellantalso -+
stated that he is ready to pay cost. Therefore, keeping in view, the . '

“restoration application is accepted. The appeal is restored subjectto ™ . .. f

the payment of cost of Rs. 2000/-. Cost received byvtllxe"

. representative of the department and in this regard representative
of the department also submitted receipt of cost of Rs. 2000/- which. .
--is placed on record. Case_to come up for arguments on main.appe_al:'

“on 10.12.2019 before D.B.

. (Ahmad Hassan) (M. Amin Khan Kundi) -

Member | Member
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-03.09.2019 Learned c‘qunselvfor the appellant prese;ht. To come up
for reply andf arguments on restoration . appliéation for
01.10.2019 before D.B. Original record be 21:150 requisitione‘d.
for the date fixed. .

(Hussain Shah) (M. Amin Khan Kundi)
Member - Member
01.10.2019 | Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil,

Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Abbas Khan, Senior Clerk for the

respondents present. Reply on restoration application on behalf of

time. Case to come up for reply and vargumen_ts on restoration

application on 07. ll 2019 before D.B. -

(AHMAD HASSAN) ' (M AM@(K KUNDI) ) |

MEMBER MEMBER

07.11.2019 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Mr. Zia Ullah -
learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Abbas Senior Clerk
present. Represéntative of the respondenti'depzirtment seeks time to

furnish reply. Granted. To come up for reply and arguments on.

restoration apphcatlon on 11.11.2019 before D.B.

@/

Member  Member

respondents not submitted. Learned Assistant AG requested for further



Court of

" ) Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Appeai's Restoration Application No.

238/2019

S.No. Date  of | Order or other proceedings with's’i'gnature ofjudgé
order-, b,
Proceedings A
1. 2 3
1 11.06:2019= The application for restoration ofrappeal N0.427/2015
' submitted by Mr. Razéullah-Khan Advocate, may be entered in
the relevant register and put up to the Court for proper order
please. \
REGIS'TﬁfR-e\l‘ & \«\
2 This restoration application is entrusted to D. Bench to be
put up there on /g7 - 7 ’;‘:ZQ /Ci
CHAI& AN”
10.07.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Notice of the

presg

‘befor

¢

{ember

nt application be issued to the respoAndents for rep
Adjourn. To come up for reply and arguments on 03.09.20
e D.B.

Member.

L
>

ly.
19




15.05.2019

;-
=

22032019  Appellant in person and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA for the

respondents present.

Appellant requests for adjournment = due to
engagement of his learned counsel before the Honourable”

High Court.

b

Adjourned to 15.05.2019 before the D.B.

' Member o Chairman

None present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Muhammad J an, Deputy .
District Attorney for the respondents present. Called several times but no one
appeared on behalf of the appellant nor he was present in person. Therefore,

the appeal in hand is dismissed in default. File be consigned to the record

room. : 53

ANNOUNCED” - .

15. ‘ _ LA
(AHIMAD HASSAN) (M. AMIN KHAN/KUNDI) |

MEMBER MEMBER
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13.11.2018 Due to retirement of Hon’able Chairman, the Tribunal is I

712wl

19.02.2019

- defunct. . Therefore, the case 1is adjourned for the same on

) 27 12. 2018 before D B

7%" 41 ML&/\ 1§ om Frvin W/r/&g/
Cvgé_" Z} (Z@{fﬂl’ﬂa&{ ‘["": l‘i'- "R’/f

e

a

Lateef Ahmad Advocate for appellant present. Mr.
Muhammad Jan learned DDA fqr‘,the responde‘rits present.

Request for adjournment is made as learned senior counsel

~ forthe appellant 1s engaged before the Hob’ ble Peshawar

Coe jngh Court Peshawar today in a number of cases. Adjourned

to 22.03.2019 D.B.

1

" Member | “+ Chairman
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| " '_1__9_.04.2018' . . : Junior counsel for the appellant preéerif.' Mr. Muhammad Jan,

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Nodr Wazir, SO (litigation) for
the respondents also pfeseiit. Junior counsel for the appellant submitted
‘ application for adjournment. Application. is placed on record.

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 04.07.2018 before D.B.

(Ahm d Hassan) {Muhammad {&%Khan Kundi)

Memlzer ' Member

“04.07.2018 A | Appellant in person present, Mr. Muhammad Jan, DDA for
respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment.

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 16.08.2018 before D.B.

. : 4 :
(Ahmﬁassan) (Muhammad Amin Kundi)
Member ' Member
s
16.08.2‘018‘, o : Appeilant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant absent. Mr.”"

Usman Ghani learned District Attorney present. Adjourned. To come up

foron 25.09.2018 Beforé D.B.

]

3

e B\

(Muhammad'Amin Kundi) o ‘ (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
Member - Member
e
'25.09.2018 Appeliant in person present. Learned counsel for

the appellant absent. Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy
District Atéorney alongwith Mr. Narish Kumar Senior Clerk
for the respondents present. Appellant requested for
adjournmént. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on
134('.2018 before D.B

M o ®“/

'.(HLjssain.Shah) | (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member - Member . : /
o | A
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‘»12.]-,0.2()17. A . -~ Junior. to -counsel for the appellant present. Mi. Zia

Ullah, Deputy District Altorncy for the respondents present.
Junior to counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment due ‘fo
mon availability of his senior counsel. Adjourn. To come up

_arguments on 08.12.2017 before D.B. -

Member ' ' Member
(Fudicind (hudicial)
08.12.2017" Counsel for the‘_appeliant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan,

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Abdul Haleem, Assistant
for the respondents also present. Counsel for the appellant seeks

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 14.02.2018

before D.B.
Y/
7 .
(Ahmad Hassan) (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
Member (E) ~Member (J).
14.02.2018 Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabir Ullah

Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present. Counsel
for the appc’lljdﬁt is not in attendance duc to general strike of

the bar. To come up for arguments on 19.04.2018 before D.J3.

narman




04.10.2016

10.02.2017

i

13.06.2017

t

Superintendent alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr.GP for respondents preéent. ;

Fresh .notice. be issued to appellant and- his counsel for rejoinder jand
{

1

arguments for /¢ - 4.7 before S.B

Counsel for appellant and Mr. Noor Wa21r
(thlgatlon) alongw1th Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present_
Rejoinder not submitted. Learned counsel for appellant segks ad)ournmenti

‘Adjourned. To come up for rejomder and arguments on §3.06.2017 before

D.B

( %FAQUE T

MEMBER

Junior counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,
. Additional AG for the respondents also present. Junior counsel for the
appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for rejomder :
and arguments on 12.10.2017 before D.B. .

(GUL ZEB KHAN)
MEBMBER

i

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER

None present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Saleem Shah, ,
[ o

(PIR BAHSH SHAH)
MEMBER .

Supefintendent

NAZIR)

b
|
i



26 10 2015 : Counsel for ‘the appellant and Mr Gul Nawaz Assw’nt:,'-

’ aiongmth Addi A, G for respondents present Comments submltted The )

appeal is assmned to D.B for re;omder and final hearmg for 10 02. 2016

' : ) Cha#man

RN

10.02. 2016 Junior to-counsel for lhc'appellaﬁt and Mr. Gul
. o .
Nawaz, Assistant alongwith Asst: AG for respondents present.

Junior' to. counsel fof the -appellant requested - time  for

submission of rejoinder. To come up for rejoinder and final -

arguments on _/§ « 5"« 2 4

MEMBER ‘ MHEMBER
18.5112016 | Appclldm in pcmon and M. Salim Shah Supl alongwuh

"Mr. U%mnd Ghnal, Sr.-GP for 1cspondcnts prcscnt Appellant

requested  for: adjourned fpr adjournmcnt Adjourncd for

arguments oin 4.10.201 6j

Member




"3 - ,15.05.2015 —‘ Counsel for the appellant present Learned counsel ‘for the
" | appellant argued that the appellant was serving as SDO when subjected .
to inquiry and vide order. dated 11 7.2012 reduced to IOWer post of Sub-_
Engineer. That the appellant’ there-after opted for retlrement, from
service on the plea that he has earned more than 35 years service to his
credit but instead of granting retirement lhat appellant was terminated
frorn service vide impugned order dated 11.7.2012 which was- not
communicated to the appellant and on gaining knowledge of the same
preferred departmental appeal on 11.10:2014 which was not responded

and hence the instant service appeal on 21.4.2015.
' " ~ That the appellantvis entitled to seek retirement as he has Opted

for the same vide his application dated 3.11.2011 and- the |mpugned ,
orders are e vide ab-initio. . _

Points urged need consmleratuon Admlt Subject to depOSIt of
security and process fee within 10 days, ‘notices be issued to the

respondents for 12.8.2015 before S.B.-

Ch;éﬁan

12.08.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Saleem Shah, Supdt. alongwith
Assistant A.G for respondents present. Requested for adjournment, To

come up for written reply/comments on 26.10.2015 before S.B.

Chai%n
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of 11- : %
Case No. ﬂr 5 H\ 427/2015
fooagrf B

S.No.

Date of order
Proceedings

-|{Ofder of other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

2

BA

12.05.2015
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*: The appeal of Mr. Ahmad Nawaz resubmltted today by
~Mr Raza Ullah Advocate, may be entered in the Institution

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

REGISTRAR ™
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The appeal of Mr. Ahmad Nawaz son of Muhammad Rose Khan r/o village Hurmaz tehsil Mirali NWA
received to-day i.e. on 21.04.2015 is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel

fOr the ap‘pellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1»1 Coples of charge sheet, statement of ailegatlons show cause notice and replies thereto are not

. attached with the appéal which may be placed on it. "

2- Copy of departmental appeal against the impugned orders dated 31.10.2011 and 11.7. 2012 is
not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it. :

No. gz / /s,

Dt.ﬁ-g Z 14 /2015

Mr. Raza Ullah Khan Adv. Pesh.

*o’“ REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
' PESHAWAR.

/,% 2 WJ/” 7 ?“f" lhe a,/;/;z//o.,\f éﬂ//a :'
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APPEAL NOLO/}/2015

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Ahmad Nawaz .........VERSUS .over. Govté of Khyber Pakﬁtunkhwa and others
INDEX
S. | Description of Documents | Annex: | Page #
#
1 | Grounds of Appeal = 1-7
2 | Application for Condonation of Delay = 8-9
|3 | Affidavit - B = 10
4 | Copy of joint reply A 11-12
5 |.Copy of impugned enquiry report B | 13-19
6 | Copies of medical prescriptions C | 2042
7 | Copy of application for retirement D 43
8 | Copy of application to Respondent No. 2 E 44
, under RTI Act _ 4
9 |Copyof impugned order dated: 31/10/2010 F 45
10 | Copy of impugned order dated:11/7/2012 G 46
11 | Copies of IDPs receipts H 47-49
12 | Copy of Departmental Appeal. . I 50-¢]
12 | Copy of Hand-made sketch/drawmg (3- J 53
| storey)(First one) . |
13 | Copy of Hand-made sketch/drawmg K 53
‘ (changed-made byJuducuary)
.+ |14 | Wakalat Nama 5%

DATED:

THROUGH

A/M |

APPELLANT

RAZAULLAH KHAN

Naseem Building, Check Centre, upside MCB
Bank, Tipu Sultan Road, Peshawar Cantt

Contact: 03339108828

11
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‘ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR -
APPEAL NO. URAFE. /2015

Ahmad Nawaz S/o Muhammad Roze Khan R/o wllage Hurmaz rehsn Mtral; North Wazurlstan

Agency
....APPELL‘ANT'
VERSUS | 8w Provius
, , . 3 : Borvice nb ‘
1) Governmen't of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secreta‘ry‘ Biary NO §_
2) Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Communication & Works Department
3) g Chlef Engineer (Centre) Communication & Works Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

4) Deputy Secretary (Admn) Communication & Works Department Khyber
_ Pakhtunkhwa

............... ... RESPONDENTS

, APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
| " TRIBUNAL. ACT, 1974 AND RULE 19 OF THE KHYBER
~ PAKHTUNKHWA GOVERNMNET SERVANTS (EFFICIENCY AND
DISCIPLINE) RULES, 2011 AGAINST THE ORDER. DATED
WWHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS REDUCED . TO
LOWER POST (i.e. FROM SDO-BPS 17 to SUB-ENGINEER BPS 11)
AND ORDER DATED 11/7/2012 WHEREBY APPELLANT SERVICES
WERE TERMINATED PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.3.

Respectfully Sheweth;
Compendium of facts giving rise to the instant appeal are as under:-

‘ That the appellant was appointed in Commuhication and Works Department as Sub-
qu W © Engineer BPS-11 (being Graduate) on 7/4/1977 and was promoted to Assistant

'g' : Engineer / Sub-Divisional Officer (BPS 17) on 10/9/1989 who was lastly posted as
2 ")Uh /o_Exéi:utive Engineer (Building Division) Kurram Agency. The appellant had

unblemished and clean track of service record for 34 years.

Ke-sudbmitted (o-G

wnd fitﬁd. A
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That in June, 2005 for a scheme ‘Construction of Judicial Complex at Lakki Marwat’
under AJP was started the execution task of which was assigned to the appellant
alongwnh followmg offncers/offlc:als

) Muhammad Hama’yun, Executive Engineer

i}~ Mr. Asit Igbal, El(ecutive Engineer

iii)' ‘ Mr. Ahmad Navl/gz, Assistant Engineer (Appellant)
iv)  Mr. l-layatlulllah Jan, sub-Engineer ~.

V). ‘ Mr Abdul Ghaffor Sub-Engineer

ivl M, N:amatullah Sub Engineer

That constructnon of Judxcnal Complex at Lakki Marwat had been completed to the

- entire satisfaction of client organization/end user i.e. provincial/district judicialry by

following their "directions/advices including  drawings/maps of the building,
consequently, handing & taking over of the building was taken (without any -
objectlon) by District & Sessuon judge Lakki Marwat at the end of 2007. Handing and
taking over certificate is in possession of the Respondents 2-4. It is also of worth
ment:onlnglthat entire project was supervised by client organization/end user
through Mr. Tan'q Sohe'il (MIT) Peshawar Hugh Court alongwith Civil Engineer Mr.
Amm ul-Khalig and monthly progress report{s) of the sc heme had regularly sent tp
Reglstrar of Peshawar High Court.

‘ That approx1mately after 03-04 years of the prOJect completion an enquiry {on the

basis’of alleged preliminary enquiry by M & E Section P & D Department KP) was

~initiated against the offlcer/ofﬂaals mentioned in precedmg para-2, on allegatlons of

irregularities and conductmg the projectin a non- englneermg way

That first enquiry was conducted by then Chief Engmeer {Centre) Mr, Hldayatullah

.' Khan Marwat but result/outcome of that enqu1ry was never commumcated to the
'appellant However the appellant strongly beliefs that in first enquzry he might be

exonerated/absolved from the allegations. The fact of first enquiry has mentioned in
the 2nd Enqwry Report (impugned) at page 2, para 3. First Enquiry Report is in
possession of Respondents 2-4 and despite repeated applications under RTI Act,
2013{'its copy was not provided to appellant, therefore, this Hon’able Tribunal may
kindly direct Respondents to produce the same.
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That in addition to First ?en’dusry the then S;e"c"r;"e"atgz’sry to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
C & W Department Mr. Habib Ali Khan also gave final comments/obserlzations/order
regarding  the subject allegations  against  the appelllant. Those
comments/obserl/ation;s/order are in possession of Respondents 2-4 and d'es'pite
repeated applieations under RTI Act, 2013, its copy was not provided to appellant,
therefore, this Hon’able Tribunal may kindly direct Respon'denrs to ‘produce the
same. L . : .

That Iatter on, Second Enquiry (Don’t know on whose direction) initiated through .
Syed Moh‘ammad Mu;ahld Saeed Superlntendmg Engineer (HQ), Irrigation
Department I(P as Enqurry Officer vide letter No. SO(E)/C&WD/8- 3/2010 Dated
5/11/2010 of Secretary to Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C & W Department.

That .durmg proceedings of Second Enquiry, the Enquury Officer in the form of
questionnaire called f'or personal hearing and the appellant together with other
officers/officials submltted joint reply to him on 31.12.2010. (copy of joint reply is
annexed A)'

That‘.Enqunry ()ffioer submitted the Enquiry Report to respondent No. 2 vide covering
Iette':r"Nol 1‘(‘)23/IB‘I/A/PA to SE (HQ) dated 13.1.2011. Appellant obtained copy of the
impugned e'nquiry report from office of Respondent No. 4 through application under
RTI Act 2013. (copy of impugned enquiry report is annexed B)

That flndlngs of the enquiry report never came to the knowledge of appellant and he
contmued to serve his department with full devotion and dedication at Kurram
Agency as XEN (Buuldlng DIVISIOH)

That durlng proceedmgs of Second Enquiry, the appellant became frustrate and
remained under mental stress due to humlhatmg attitude of the Enquiry Officer (as
he .had said that where is your judiciary to protect appellant) resultantly his medical

' problems of high blood pressure, sugar and heart became sever which left no option

with appellant except ‘to get retirement from service. (copies of medical
prescriptions are annexed q) '

That due to appellant’s chronic health condition, he applied to Respondent No. 2 for -
Retirement after completion of around 35 years of service vide No. 653/ANK-PF
Dated 3.11.2011.:(‘copy'of application is annexed D)

That since appellant proceeded to home-town for his medical treatment, believing
that his application for retirement will be under process, therefore, he could not
keep contact with his parent organization while Respondent No. 3 meanwhile
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imposed upon him major penalty of ‘reduction to lower post/grade’ i.e. from SDO -
(BPS-17) to Sub-Engineer (BPS-11) under Section 3 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal

from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000, on the bases of alleged Second
Enqmry Report wde offlcer order No. SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010 dated 31/10/2011.
However, |mpugned order was never communicated to appellant and same was
obtalned from office of Respondent No. 4 through appllcatlon under RTI Act 2013.
(coples of application under RTI Act and impugned order are annexed E & F)

That since appellant had submitted application to Respondent No. 2 for retirement
from service {(as mentioned in preceding para-12) thus he was presuming that he is
no more in-service. However, meanwhile Respondent No. 3 again blew another

sledge on appellant’s service by terminating his services vide order No. 74-

E/292/CE/C&WD‘Dated 11/7/2012 but same was never communicated to him and
appellant got it from Respondent No. 4 through application dated 18/2/2015 under
RTI Act 2013. {copy of impugned order is annexed G)

That due to severe |Ilness, terrestrlal crisis, Iongstandlng curfews and dllapldated

secunty situationin appellant’s home-town Mirali, North Waziristan Agency and -

fmally dlsplaced from there which constrained him to follow up his retirement and
pensionéry benefits matter with the Respondents.

That on 19.6.2014 abpe'llant took shelter in Peshawar after displacement from
home-town and when he got information from some known person about his
termination from service against which the appellant préferred departmental appeal
to the competent authority. (IDPs documents & appeal are annexed H & 1)

That the appeliant assails the vires of order dated 31.10.2011 and order dated
11.7. 2012 to the extent that imposition of major penalty and termination from

service respectively are arbltrary and uniawful and are liable to be set aside mter alai

on the following:-

GROUNDSA

A.

That entire disciplinary proceedings against appellant culminating in orders of
reduction of lower post/grade and termination from service are illegal and in blatant

violation of law laid down by the Hon’able Higher & Superior Courts of the country.

That the Respondents have acted unlawfully and against the rules and principles of
fair play and justice. -

That the impugned Enquiry (2" Enquiry) report is ‘full of contradiction as on one
hand he wrote that “during inspection of physical work it was observed that overall

4
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quality of approval cwnl structure was by and Iarge satisfactory as in spite of regular
public use for the last few years without any regular M & R, the structure
component were found intact”, while on the other hand he proposed dlsupllnary
action against the ofﬁcers/offlaals linked with the execution of project.

That addltlonal scope-of work was announced by then Hon’able Chief Justice
Peshawar High Court/ client due their immense requirements was totally tendered

: by:l\/‘lr. Asif Igbal being EDO & Deputy Director (at that time) and he issued work

orders to all contractors for immediate commencement of work accordingly, and the
Appellant being the SDO (Building Sub-Division) had no concern with tendering.

© That it is worth to mention that before the administrative approval of the scheme,

the 12 Nos. court-rooms alongwith other conference rooms etc were planned in
single muiti- storey block (3-storey) due to non-availability of sufficient land. But
later on, the District Nazim allotted 90 I(anals more land for the same Judicial

Complex whlch became 160Kanals in toto, therefore, changes in the orlglnal

approved drawmgs of a Court-Room Block as well as 12 Nos. Residences were
separated and re- pIanned by the chent/end user i.e. judiciary as per their
requirements. Thus Appellant had performed his duties as per needs and
requirements of the project (copies of hand-made sketches/drawings are annexed |
&Jrespéctively). | N

That if the appellant (together with other co-accused} had committed any
wregulanty in the subject scheme as alleged, why the authority had slept over the
same for 03-04 years and had not taken any action against appellant at that time
and what fdirced the authority to revive the past & closed event to punish appellant?

That co-accused of app’éllant were also proceeded against under the same nature of -
charges and exactly same so-called evidence was available, but in their cases minor
penalties of stoppage of two increments, censure were proposed and one was
exonerated whereas major penalty of reduction to lower post {i.e. BPS 17 to BPS 11)

 was |mposed upon appellant which expllgltly shows that appellant was

discriminated. However, the Respondents are bound to explain this Hon’able
Tribunal that what they did with all other accused?

Thatupost below Assistant Engineer (BPS 17) is Senior Sub-Engineer {BPS 16) but
app'ellant was dei‘noted to a'post of BPS 11 i.e. Sub-Engineer which explicitly shows
that the said penalty upon appellant was not only discriminatory but was out of all
proportlons to the gravity of misconduct alleged against him.
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That first enqulrﬂl had condiicted against jab;‘ﬁ"ellant {as quoted in 'the' impugned
Enquiry Report ,ai_ page 2 para 3) which might had exonerated/absolved appellaht
from the allegations. However, report of previous enquiry is in possession of
Respondents a_nd‘ despite several applications under RTI Act, 2013 the same was not
provided to the appeliant.

That on failure of First Enquiry, Second Enquiry presumably was initiated against
appellant showing that the employer was bent upon to punish employee in any case.

That Enquiry Officer did not conduct enquiry proceedings as per dictates of law i.e.
recor'ding of evidence, collection of monthly progress reports from client
orgamzatlon/end user l.e. provnncsal/dlstruct judlaary including their response on the
real controversy of spllttmg of tenders.

.That -enquiry had been conducted in the form of Questlonnane which was not
Judnaally approved method Alongside this, no opportumty was afforded to the .
appellant/accused empioyee to produce his side of defense.

That the -Responldents proceeded against the appellant under the provisiorls of
NWFP Removal from Serwce (Specnal Powers) Ordinance 2000 at the time when the
sald Ieglslatlon was already repealed.

That when appellant had submitted apphcation to Respondent No. 2 for retirement
from serwce due to appellant’s chronic health condltton thus he was presuming that
he |s no more in-service. Thus instead of processmg appellant s said application,
Respondent No. 3 terminated his services vide order No. 74- E/292/CE/C&WD Dated
11/7/2012 but éame was never communicated to him which shows that
Respondents followed their whims hence committed a gross. illegaluty and violation

of Iaw

That _it is established fact that due to dilapidated security situation in appellant’s
home-town the entire infrastructure of communication was either destroyed or
badly damaged then how so-called show cause notice(s) and/or newspapers notices
could be (for absentla) received/reached to appellant?

That appellant’s absence from duty was never willful rather it was under
presumption of his submitted application for retirement to Respondent No. 2.

That according to settled law, without consideration and making any speaking order
on Appellant’s application for retirement, his services cannot be terminated.




ANY'OTHFR RELEIF, DEEMED APPROPRIATE IN THE CIRCUMSAT,

' CERTIFICATE

. ..
- ' : T

That'hon-comrﬁ'uhicatibh"of orders to appellant itself proves that Respondents acted

' 'with 'mala‘fide andabus'ed their lawful authority.

p That both orders of the ‘Respondents agalnst ‘the appellant would show that he has

been doubly punlshed by WhICh his 34 years of service was put lnto a dustbin.

: That any other ground wnth the permission of thls Hon' able Tribunal.

) That in view of stated posmon it is very clear that Order dated 31/10/2011 whereby

the appellant was reduced to lower post (i.e. from Assistant Engineer / SDO-BPS 17

- to Sub Engmeer BPS 11) and Oder Dated 11/7/2012 whereby appellant services
- were termlnated were tainted with malafide, |I1egal and agxalnst the splrlt of fair play

and justice. Therefore it submitted that in the facts and circumstances of the case,

: where the appeliant was not guilty of charges and plea taken by appellant was found
' plags_lble, the Respondent No. 3 has acted illegally by imposing the punishment on
" the appellant which is on the face of it is harsh, arbitrary, capricious and against the
law as the apbelflant has been doubly punished by virtue of both orders and the

same is not maintainable under the law and justice.

In vi'ew‘ of the above submissions, it is most respectfully prayed that the

| preseht 'a,p‘peal may kindly be accepted and order dated 31/10/2011 whereby the

ap'pellant was reduced to lower post (i.e. from Assistant Engineer / SDO-BPS 17 to

N , Sub-’TEngineer BPS 11) and Oder Dated 11/7/2012 whereby appellant services were

terminated both passed by Respondent No.3 may kindly be set aside and appellant
may be retired from service from the date of his application i.e. 3.11.2011 in his

~ post of Assistant :Engineer/ SDO (BPS 17) and the alleged period of absence (if any)
‘ may"'be treated as earned leave(s). Consequently he may be allowed all his service

rétirement ben'efits accordingly.

THOUGH NOT SPECIFICALLY ASKED FOR MAY ALSO BE GRANTED. }

THROUGH
RAZAULLA

: Certlfled that appellant has not previously moved any appeal etc to this Hon able Tribunal
regardlngthe instant matter.

LLAN
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BEFORE THE KHYB_ER. PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

A.'PPEAL NO.....osice/ 2015

Ahmad Nawaz S/o Muhammad Roze Khan R/o vrliage Hurmaz Tehsil I\/hrah North Waziristan
Agency

.. APPELLANT

VERSUS

1) Government of. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary.

2) Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Communication & Works Department
3) Chief Engineer (Ce’ntre) Communlcat:on & Works Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

4) Deputy Secretary (Ad mn) Commumcatlon & Works Department Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa ' ' '

................... RESPONDENTS

APPLICATIOIN FOR COND¢NATION OF DELAY |F ANY FILING THE ABOVE NOTED APPEAL

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the appellant has filed the accompanled service appeal in which no date has
been flxed so far. -

That the petltloner/appellant prays for the condonatlon of delay in filing the above

noted appeal inter alla on the followmg grounds:-
GROUNDS :
A. That the appellant having 34 years’ service had applied for retirement from service

on 3.11.2011 to' Respondent, No. 2 and due to chronic health condition he
proceeded to his home -village at North Waziristan but meanwhile security situation
in° the area ‘became ‘worst and he could not follow- up his retirement matter and
pensuonery beneflts

«




That due to dllapudated securlty s:tuatlon in"the region, the entire infrastructure of

commumcatlon either destroyed or badly damaged and. -no information of whatever ,

nature was recenved to appellant tl“ he remarned at his vrllage

Iater on, the sald secunty srtuatlon resulted into dusplacement of appellant -

alongwuth his famlly to Peshawar on 19.6.2014. After little bit peace of mind then
appellant contacted the Respondents for outcome/result of his retirement
application etc but nothing concrete came to limelight, hence he submitted various
appllcatlon dated 18 2 2015 to Respondent No. 4 under RTI Act, 2013 for collection
_of mformatlon on h:s case ancl the requtsute information received to appellant on

gi, 3. 2015 hence the appeal in hand is well in time from the date of knowledge of
the |mpugned orders ' '

That petltloner/ap'pellant alongwith his family are still living in Peshawar as IDPs and
he is facing communication bearers and roaming around for CO”LCTIOD of requisite
mformatlon '

That the appellant has 34 years’ serv:ce on hIS credut therefore, he would never
remalned sdent/neglngent while perusmg his departmental remedy, the delay if any
is not willful but due to late collection of mformatlon/knowledge therefore, the
same.is condonable

That' valuable rights of the petltroner/appellant is involved in the case hence this
Service Appeal deserves to be decided on merit.

That it has been consistent: view of the Superlor Courts that cases should be decided
on merit rather on technlcalmes including the limitation. The same is reported in
2004 PLC (CS) 1014 & 2003 PLC (CS} 769."

it is therefore prayed that on acceptance of lns application the delalfir{ filin}

above appeal may please be condoned for the ends of justice.

DATED - — APPELLANT

THROUGH

AZAULLAWKHAN
ADVOCATE .

g tae




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
. APPEAL NO....un /2015

Ahmad Nawaz reverers-VERSUS..e.0.GOVE: OF Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others

AFFIDAVIT
|, Ahmad Nawaz _(forrher employée of C &'D' Department KP), the appellant do
hereby state on solemn afi‘irmation that the contents of t'he. above titled appeal are

true and correct to the bési of my knowledge and belief and nothi'ng has been

i 2

DATED: . DEPONENT

concealed f:r.bm,this Hon’able Tribunal.
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7. Due to repeated instruction by the Judiciary for early completion .of the scheme
some mh;ors specification were changed by the exccutive engineer to-accelerate the work

and achieve the target (completion). Itis further requested "Ehat di;é'td s'clection;of the

color of marble % inch thick, was not available in the Jocal market therefore 7 thick has

been used to_ngéet'tﬁc tequifeme‘nt’s of the judiciéry. ‘ _
8.' Proper slope have been provided in the main drain, the, defect has been rectified.
9. The same has since been rectified. A

10.  The same has since been rectified.

1. The work is in progress and will be re‘ctiﬁéd_sodn.

but after occupation Mr. Ishtiaq the than district & session Judge Lakki Marwat Ploughed
with tractor & tailored according to his wishes to-grow wheat and vegetables etc..

12.  The same were provided according to drawing and design and ‘work wag developed

13. The design for tibe well is attached. - A

14. The.chip board were removed and rectified.

1s. \Ac’cordi.ng: to the. progrelss report the expenditures are shown as per incumbency of

" Muhatimad i
Asif Igbal.
Ahmad Nawaz.

Hayat Ullah. - :
Ry

Abdul Ghfar. h " ' ‘
Niamat Ullah, . /=22 T

o,
.
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Olil'lCL OF THE ClllLl‘ ENGINEER (O&M) WlNG “
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T hc 80cxclmy o Govl ol Khybu I’akhlunkhwa
C&W Dclm iment 1’cslmw'u

I ll\’SlCAL Vl.,Rll'lCA'I 1ON Ol‘ l‘llL SCIILML “CONS'l'RUC'l'fON ol
‘ .IUDICIAL COM PLEX LAKK.[ MARWAT” UNDER AJ]’ % ' .

Subject:-

Reference:-  Your lulu No SO(L)/(.&WD/B 13/2010 d aled 5- lI-20[0

LA L
’I_‘ e -

alongwith Lonnccu.d documents for f'wour of fmther net.essmy 'u.llon ple'\ee o .l

IED

Enclosed: plc«!bt‘ find hcmwuh c.nqmry leport “(in duplu,ale) on lhc sulnt,u noted above

LsNFmﬁ\mw AWW/% 3 o

ey <
Jiiafy: .'~.q..l-a..~ g ,,»‘, ;.':.m‘;‘.
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JUD[CIAL COMI’LEX LAKI(] MARWAT” UNDER AJl’ "

»
e c

::':{ Vol The undensngncd was. appomlcd as Euquny OH’cer for the subject noted - work through

Scerclary Lo Go»l of l(hybu Pakhtunkhwa C&W Dcpal tment vide letler No SO (EYC&WD/S-

' i

1372010 dated 05/ l 1/2010. lhe charge sheetsmand slalemeuts of allegation duly appnow.d by the
'wmpelcnl '\ulhonly (Chief Mlmster K.hyber l’ald1tunkhwa) were sent for servmg on the following

accused ofﬁccls/olﬁcmls of the- C&W Dep‘ulment wnlh the dnecuon to conducl fomml enquiry

inder I(SO 2000 and sublmt the mpou (Ajmewlc l)

v

. Muhammad I-Iamayun E‘(ccuuve hngmeer W&S Dwnsxon FR Bannu / Lakk1
2. Mr. Asif. Igbal, Design Engmeer 0/© Chief Engincer (CDO) C&W Departmeg Peshawar.
3. Mr. Ahmad Nawaz, Executive Engmeer -Building Division Kurram Agency
q, Mr. lhyalullah Jan, -Sub Engmeel 0/0 ercullvc Engineer Works and Se ices Division
Orakzai’Agency at Hangu. © "+ s
" 5. ‘Mr. Abdul.Ghaffor, Sub Engmeer, C/O Secrelary PllE Depallment Peshawar
6. . Mr Nmm:tlullah Sub Engmcer, O/O Execullvc Ln&,mee: C&W va;s)on L'1kkl Marwat, %‘3
. mocu*nmc.s S Lo g
K ' . L oo l"
. R
2. The chalgc shecls alon;: wulh shlemem of allegallons were m.coulmgly sexved upon all the ‘;g§
* accused oflluetslofﬁmals vide-a covenng memo bearing office No. 7475- 81/IB/PAISL (11Q) dated yoost
November 08, 2010 (Annexure-H - A, B, C, D E and F). The accused officérs/o(ficials were asked ; -

v submil their |<.|)llc< up to 15/1 1/2010. Hu. Chlcf Engincer (Ccnlle), C&W :Department was
|ec|ueslu.l vide' memo No.7438- 40/]B/[’A/SL (IIQ) dau.d Novembel 08, 2010 Ior fmmslnm, of the
s (Iuccled by lhc 'Seucl‘ny C&.W in: hls letter No SOE/C&WD/S l3/20i0 duted December 38,2010
, (/\nnemuc -UF). Aller a couple of |cmuldcr on Novembex 12 aud 24, 2010 lhe Execullvc Cngincer,
CEW Divisiow Lakkt Marwat was dum.;ed by i,hc Clncf anmeel (Cenue) C&W Deparunent
Peshawar vide lCllel No CLC/GSPH/S 4/01 dated November 24, 2010 (Almexure-[V) o provide

~ the requisite le(.md and was also nommaled lor helpmg the cnquny p| ocess Inspllc ol reminders
{rom the undeysigned, instruction of Chief Bngmeen (Cenlu:) C&W Dcparlment along wilh that of
Sceretary to Govt, ol l(hybcr Pakluunkhwa C&W Depaltmenl lhe recoxd could not -be provided

“until Novcmbcl 26, 2010 wluch »was*then pamally cqllectcd ﬁom lhe Lxccutlve Engmee: concerned

R :zsf, Exr& duis

A 747!///'( ST
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Judge Mr. "Mohanunad.Masud -Khan for.»'gttung‘their view* pomt“."‘

3. The record was collected during site visit on November 26, 2010.. The office of Sceretar
C&W Deparlment was requested {o provide MplemﬁmqulryhrePQIQSwwi1lch were sefk
vide their office letler No: SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010dted- Novembelll,?’zm {Annexure-V). ¥he
replics against statement of allegahon and. charge sheet were recelved from the accuscd

olficers/officials on November 15, 2010 & November 24, 2010 which are '\uached as {Annexure-

VI-A, B, Cand D).

4. Personal hcaunb of all concerned officers and official was conductcd on December 31, 2010

and a questioner was served upon all the accused (Annexure- Vll). Replies to the questioner were

furnishcd by the accused on January 03,2010 (Aunexure-VIIi- A, B, C, D and E). .

FINDINGS/QBSERVATIONS

"

5. The record reveals llm( Judicial Complex Lakki Marwat has been consuucled under Acccss

1o Justice l’tog,lammc PC-1 for the work with a cost of Rs.95.404 (M) was approved by the POWP

during its meeting held on May 16, 2005 wilh following scope of work:-

5. No Name of Works

Estimated Cust

Compound Wall of Residences

L. Courl’Roong 12 No Rs.2,90,65,000
2. Vender Shed and Prisoner Lockup Rs.68,95,000 -
3. | Residences 12 No . X Rs.1,55,77,405
4, FFurnishing ol Court Room Rs.9,98,000

5. Record Room Rs.10,00,000
6. | Guard Room Rs.3,00,000

7.

8.

Rs.18,76,000

lalraslructlure

Rs.1,11,40,500.

Total | Rs. 6,68,51,905
Add 0.5% Contingeancy 3,34,259
Add 42% above 2,82,18,189
. Grand Total | 9,54,04,353
6. The local office of C&W- Department has.however enhanced the scope of-work to Rs.104.9

Millions with the following additional components partially or completely ex

) l’dge 20f6

ted at site in light
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Tolal | Rs.2,71,91,200 Rs.19,15,3221

7. /\ppau,nily it scems (hdt lhc-, approved (.harge sheet has been based .on the preliminary

cnquuy conducted by the M&E Secuon of P&D Deparlmcnl with followmg few considerable

/ ‘ ~u
y ‘ e i ;
.ll '}E‘ - . - . . : ) - . :’- " i
"‘f‘ & " " h‘gﬁ‘-‘;‘*‘glﬂet‘\lnsllw:Llomglven-b)fi'l'(ei;is larimmd'f,Hon xablmCluef‘-*Justnce oftl’eshawar’le“*L Gty '\h 1
! ' 3 dmmglhcu;ws|i5rof;,1€:'pr0jcct atcits! lminl consirucumﬁﬁ? o .1' T / }
z " 1S Ne Adtlllwml Woll(s T Lstmmlu.l - ,Ex#nditure i
. R ’ .\.—"'.’ '-r Lo . CObt “,.“: R S
v S . '[ubc Well, I’umpmg, Machinety,’ Pumpmg Chamber _Rs.S..,S,_Z,QQQf“'-,: 'Rs.46,96,000
2 : Overhead Rescivoi and Dlsmbutary Syslem B S
. 2. | External Elecmﬁcauon oY .- .| Rs:23,00,000.: .|'Rs.23,00,000 iy
Fi 3. | bublic latrine . T e | Rs.3,77,100 55| Ra, 3,358,600
i;i}"'l. d C47 1 BarReom ~ Ly Tl SN R Rs.18,84,700+>:Rs.>9,70,400 i
sgli'f-z J 5, { Mosque. " -« ¢ - n.':'.“i*‘,‘ Lt _ Rs.21,94,0007" Rs.18,41,000 E:
L{[’ ‘ 6. | Type=V Quarter with Sessnon House T4 30, o .. .| Rs.6,02,00074% “Rs.3,00,000 ¢
‘?I_r'-f_'i‘ po | 7. | Store Room/L:aundry with.all the-12- Res1dences - Rs.13,32,100.%] Rs.13,32,000 , §~ P
i (- 3. | Garages withall the Resndences 12 No*~ F o ereow | Rs.4;64,00077| Rs.-8,40,000 (L], =
} 9. | Brick Paved Road N Rs.33,47,000" *{-Rs, 7,10,000 _ k S
i 10.| Additional "boundary. mound lhe Judlcxal Complex Rs.37469.00;l-?.’..". .R‘s.2l,20,575 451
A (ongmdl cost Rs.10,67 000/) ) A : R R ~ } fe
« 1t.]3 (.-ualdl{oom .. T o v | Rs.17,24,400 Rs.4,97,640 : e
© 12| CarShed T [Rsd9,00,000 | Rs3LET,000 \g\ B
; - » ~.‘~ ;
g ek

puin\s . . .
“a) /\ddlllOlml \VOIkS Losunz, lo Rs Rs 2 71, 91"2’;’}0/- million have been lg{)ﬁlefé_gl and partially

cxcuulcd at sule withoul approval 01' the Cmnpclent forum, thus ‘uncovered and illegal
Il.\blllly ol Rs. 27 19 (M) has been mcuned . '
b) lu violation 59 LI’WD (.od&, he DIOJect scope was Sl)lll into 24 number of sub works for M

o

managing local tendering and avouhng technical sanction by Chlei‘ bngmeel who’s ollice is . » vt
the, proper forum (or approval of (he tepders (As a single project)‘and award of technical }

’

sanction {or project documents.

¢) The project has been cxcwlcd i a non E,ngmceung way .on the palron of small scale “l b ’
)Mr

bmldm[,s as no quality-control 1ec0rd 'md maleual lesung, data has been maintained during,

N

consuuul\on of the complex. ol e e
d) The project was not |)10[)Cl’|)' planned in consullation with the ~sl'\ck “holder whichy <
necessitated [requent nm]ox t.h'uges in scope of work with total alteration m the original ‘J o
planning, ’ '
S
¢) Secries of defects Imvc also b«.cn pomted out in the enquiry reporl ofl’&D Depaltmcm which ?2:{ :
is required to be |ccl1|1cd. i
- . , N ‘ e ‘ % i
- Page3'ol6 Kihs
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dﬂ < «ﬁ The pcnusal of record, :ephcs ol' lhe accused ofﬁcers/ofﬁcnals aud delall site inspection

ERT PN

revealed lhdl llle obscwalton of+ l’&D Department report - xegald lmauthonzed e\ecunon of
X dd:honai swpc&fgvon -@b'\scd on f"lCl lhe perusal of- approved PC- 1 reveled Lh"ll in original

/ .l""“"”'fv the .lud|u.|ry ('O“‘IJIC‘( was Dalt of. common ofﬁces comple\ to) be crccted on the available
V :,.‘o['.160 Kanabs &

wag alldtied Tor_the Judluax) Complexs to’*beAconspuctecl"m an mdependenlﬂboundcdm:ca ~TRis
S """——-—._a-:-"

necessilated a total change in lhc orjginal '1pprovecl scope of work but the: revnsed PC-1 covering “@
these change and enhancement in scope of work is not yet approved by ihe compelenl forum. The
Divisional Officers/ Depuly Dneclms all the olhcl incumbent officers of the pzo;eu period are
responsible {or 1hns pmcccluml mcg,ul'mty ll:qslhowcverfddedllhal:Lheraddmoualxwonk*sxlmw.

A_.——..—-r-""'_‘-.— e et _ _
been'arnicd out in lxghl-olhnslructlon*[,;ven-by-lhe Judu.@g y-heads and were-also- aclually -necded al

B T N Tt . ot~ ~
Site ywhich couldiol’ *lhe G conceived due: lovlll—plapmngmt«lhc time of | formulation” of‘pgdjecl*lmu.une
,‘__.-—ﬁ-— m L et b
clucuaiossol<).~00vctumcnt*nwmvolvcd" The ofﬁcers have also- shown neghgem.e in tmely
V’ .

preparation ofu.v;scd PC-1 and its approval by lhe com]laélem forum. SR .
:
9, i‘)urinﬁ the detail site inspcc!ipn{of physical work it was obscrved that the oyierall quality of y
approved civil structure was. by and large satisfactory as.in spite of regular public use for ihe tast
ew years without any 'rcgular M&R the structure component were l’ound intact. 1t was further
observed that some of tlie minor defects like plowsnon of electric bO'uds, l'm n (Iressmg defects.in
sphl air wudmons, provision and 1epau b[ transformers, . balance works in se5510n house and two
bLI!lbd'U\\b mosquc and servant quarters, leaking’ W'xlcx supply pipes and’ overhead tank were all
rectificd by the local ofllcc ol C&W Depdttment whlch l"lct has also been conﬁuned by their Chiel

EllglilchJLMhdd)’atlﬂLll‘l‘Kh'm"Vlde hIS*mspecinonvrcpow(Annexune i‘()? Some other vmblc

. ,.-_"——’
~ defects / short coming . like replacenient-of. damagcd Joinery, provision of- cupbomd provision of
additional ceiling 1ans, pohs]nug of ﬂoormg, provnsmli of shutter for garages g and 1’C pomunt., on
bru,lx footpaths couid nol be c'\rne(l out; due lo reluc{ancc of conlnctons and non av"ulab:llly ol

dppwvwl and fuuds for llu.se nems whlch Were nol covcred in lhe orlgmal l’C LT

-

he w.ulablt,
record :cvealui llml comp'lcuon lesls wele cwmed out fon the ﬁllmg and olhcr compacfion of.road
"work but no such lests record was made avalhbie for the bncks steel, l’CC and RQZUSC([ in the
buddmg works. This. conlirms that lhc bmldmg wmks for lhe entire complcxcs were carried out in a

nou engincering way-without the u:qu:red quahly comwl ('I est results of- road work at Annc‘nue -

% - a2
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1

k. R w«& lhc dlsc..uss:on ~duting - pelsomlphcannu ;.nnd the wutlen statemenls o the accused
‘ of[u.mslolﬁuals con[nms tlnl sphttmg of tende:’s ahd e‘{ccutnon of umpproved addmunai scope of

wulk Ims becn (.dll‘lcd oul by ithe C&WleVlSlOl‘ldl ofﬁcels on lhc sq,called msuucuun of the

Judiciary hcads fw ‘which lhey have-~ laler on ﬁamcd lhc revised. PL-I 'md delall foject estimaie

~ which arc yet. lo be apploved by the compctenl forums Wllw h'\d-@
¢ PC-Tand detail pro1cct cslumlc been approved on. the basis of aclual work done and required at site.

Then the plocu.lunl mcg,ulaullcs t.omlucled by the officers of C&W Departmenl would have been
covered to a. gxe'\l cxlcnl and the b'l!ance works \would have been’ complcled/rec.ulu,d as per

lcqunuuenl ‘ R

P R

CONCLUS_I‘QN .

Iullowmg, [.n.ls are comluded Tt T e J(/‘,]pr/
! {/\n un'\ppmvcd scopc ol' work - fon '1ddlllom] components. costmg “lo about 27.19;

+

ll‘lllllOll rupees has bccn cxeculed pmmlly ot wmplclcly fm whnch the approval’ ul;

a
’

. «wmpetcul forums is not ycl oblamed AP C »' : ,1; o¢ A
2. ]he local dmsnonal ofﬁcm haye un quthornzly splllled the prOJect wmk in 24 numbc /;/;//

ras

sub works to avoid: lhc approvalf‘samllon of pl‘OjeCl eslunate and lendel by the Chicl

Engmcu of the Dcpaltmcnl

-~

3 Lxccpl road work,. thé olher uvnl structures have been construmed in non-cnginecring ”’f/‘

way without qtmhly conllol Coeri? .

4. The pleCCl was “not plopmly pldnncd / desxg,ned:ninconsultalwmw;t!1 the end usci 4 :‘f‘

reluctance of contractor, becausu of non availability of" funds and appIO\ al of reviscd

-

. pC-L. lhcse‘dcfccllve wonks nmy be lccllﬁed by the’ coullaclons belore l'nalu/.allun ol

-t

the rcspccnve contracts.

7% /o

0 |"I|P MR
§) Irr: ’)Lpl!

. e wrpReshant
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wlnch ncccsmlaled |frequent changes. . . M -
5.+ Many of the minor nature deflects pomled out by the local Judbes and other inspecling i
. officers have been rectified while the lcmmnmg could not, be get rectified duc




i RECOMMENDAT lONS

‘As-alimost all the- -8iX accuscd ofﬁcers are: m oue way or the other mvolved in the abowe

s

stated ureg,ulaulles lerice lhcy are :equnred to: lJe proceeded against them under the lUIEb

recommended thats-

m e iy ~———,

1) . Ahimad N'\wv. who ncm'uned as Dw131011a1 Ofﬁcel and, Sub Dlvxsmnal ofﬁcex being

‘54.“1

‘le'«‘.pm\SIl)le fou qp[llllpa of. lendelsh ct.g;glmgwuf ylec hmcnl Sanclioh peaue meal and

cwcwllon of- wonk wnlllout requircd q_uahty Laﬁlfbl’and il planmn;, '1t lhe‘hme of project
T g ,.,};
for mulalxon a I]‘l'lel‘ pcnally may be nnposed and delpoled back. by onc r'\nk

,:.l-

r. Asif lqlnl w'\s involved i in llu. pro;ect as va;snonal OlTuccr and, EDO ss recommended

—
~—

for-imposing mmon pemlly of stoppagc of lwo mcremems for’ accmdmg 1echmcal sanction

in peace ‘meal, c‘(ccuuon ol wark wuhoul propex quahly conuol and 1elease ofepaymeul for

N PLE . PP
.uu'\ppmved scope of works. A i". oo Ce e -

s et RS I LI -

e Tt v e e ————a a,

i) Mllhdlﬂlhdd llalmyun was: mvolvcd i’ lhe pm_|ecl for a short penod 1s recommcml;d
for imposing minor penalty of censure for hls mvolvement in cxccuuon of wouk without
proper, guality conllol and ielease of payment for’ nnappioved scope of works.

iv) The two Sub L,n;,mccts namcly Mr: llayalullah Jan and Mr. Abdul: Ghal’oor being

responsible lor exccution of unappnovcd work: in non engmecung Way wulhout required

qualily control pmclsus are lccmnmcnded for imposing minor pemlly of slopp'\ge ol (wo

annual increments.
v) The other Sub LEngineer namcly Mr. Niamatullah who was mcharge of road work has
managed lhc required lab testing and quallly control in the road works hence no irregularity

could be proved against him and he may-be exoneralcd of the charges.

Sycd M
. . i ?} quiry Offic.e.r)m.
’ Supen tending: L‘n;,mo,er (ll/Q)
. . lrng*ﬂwn Department,

. . l{h ‘bcl' ‘khtunkh\\'a, POSI].\\
Y
. Ineer
crlntem!lnp Eng
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REHMAN MEDICAL INSTITUTE
5/8-2 Phase -.5:Hayatabad Peshawar s

hone : (92 91) 825501-07 ; Fax {92-91) BI00SS
E-mail : info@rmi.com.pk ; Website: www.rmi.com.pk

CARDIOLOGY DEPARTMENT

Do ‘Corohaw Angi'og’raphy 'Report

|| Nome JPARmad Nowas I_CathNo. J["2771 |[RMiNo |[_04-02.210 | -

DateN{07.07.2004 [ Age {48 vrs I Cardiologist ][ Dr. Kdramat All Shah * |

Ssummary of Hémodynamic. ' N ."?{’.
Pressure Pre-Angio Post-Angio  / N
Aorta - 180/90  180/90

tv : 180/20  180/22

EF=%. -

" Procedure;-

Right' Femoral Artery entered via
~ Seldinger's technique and &F sheath
- inserted. Standard views taken:

. LMS: Normal. ' R
"LAD: 80-90% fesion in the proximal segment; 30-40% lesion in the mid segment and
" distal segment is normal, '
Diag: D1 & D2 both are normal ' )
Ramus: 20-30% lesion In the proximal segment,
Cx:  Small and non dominant vessel. Subtotally occluded in the mid segment.
Marg: OM1. 50-60% segmental lesion w: the proximal portion.

RCA; Dominant & normal vesse! with luminal irregularities throughout its course.” - ‘ lﬂ\
"L,V Gram: ’

¢ Good LV function. -
‘& Mild Myp, -
¢ EF = Normal.

Diagnosis: | o .
. : # Double Vesse! Coronary. Artery Disease.
¢ Good LV function. .
‘Recommendation:
’ . Q PTCAto LAD.



http://www.rmj.com.pk
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REAMAN MEDICAL INSTITUTE
Depaitment of Pathology

B2 Phase 5, Hayatabad

“shawar, Pakistan

Age: 48 yrs

| Surngme;  Nawaz

Sex: M

Forgname:: Ahimad

RMINo:.  64:02i21¢

| Address: Room #104, R M)’

-Bbod -*Ufea

Serum creatinine

CGlucoss (R)

Chemistry
Result Uniés

190 gl
11 mgfd}.

840  ‘mgldl

Lab Ne: 807" Yest Cod:

Date . Time of Sampling:  06.07-2004

Date & Time of Tesling:  06-07:-2004
Referming Physician:  Prof..Dr. Kiraniat. Ali Shigh

Normal Range
(10-50)

{071 2}
(65 - 150)

P |

Phone (92-$1) 8255801-07

Bax:(92-91) 310056,

Website:www:rimi com pk E-mallinfo@rmi.com pk




‘\//
REHMAN MEDICAL INSTITUTE
Depariment of Pathology

s.‘./);}":.f"'!ﬂ%» 01%7,

‘ badiy
. . e 4.5
6-2 Phase 5, Hayatabad- -"/l;-#j,ﬁ” Wy
W¥shaway, Pakistan o/l AGolTel 52 5MB-2.
Sumame:  Nawaz Forename:: Ahmad LabNo: 5507 Test Code:
Age: 48yrs  Séx: M RMINo: 0402 210 Date:& Tims: of Samplmg 06-07-2004
_ Date & Time of Tésting: 06:07-2004
Addrass: ‘ 404.8 2
dCress:  Room #104; i}M.l ‘ Refemng Physician:: Prof..Dr. Kiramat Ali.Shah

Viral Profile

Test Resutt

HBsAg- Non-reactive (0:57)
Anli-HCV {Antibodies) Nan-reactive (0.32)
AIGHIV | & Il (Aftisodies) Nonreactive (0.35)

[Tésts Berformed by MEIA}

Cut off Rate

2.000

1,000
1.000

Phone {92-91) 825501-07 Tax:{92-91) 810055

$

Website:www.rmi.com.pk-

E-mailiinfo@rmi.com.pk '

fiwet
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A
MBBS, MRCP (UK}, FRCP (Ed }
CONSULTANT CABDIOLOGIST
V252 Phase 5 gatobict Poidaer
el O - E25507-07
Clinic: 34-A4, Kinber Medical Centre, Diakgari Gardens,

ol e TaalyS Ui 25
) i U8 it i€
LT olia 5 i 528 & shuuaid Jobu glan
S, K 8 i o130, 1SS
211241 © o
Date 2. / Z é )t

Peshomias, PR %Ex 307 |
Name / ;d!‘ o /‘C/c‘«?'dc/dﬁ
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[ Treatment in Hospital

The Terpeain) —=lewsgy — B
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- Tob BcMD - ZCuge 0D
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- NATIONAL DIAGNOSTIC CENTRE

'43-PARK ROAD, UNIVERSITY TOWN, PESHAWAR -
TEL: 091-5851828

* Patient Name Ahmad Nawaz . , Date & Time: 06-Dec-14 12:48:20 PM
Years , Referred by: self
. Male Address : Peshawar
"~ Test Required: Blood For,Uric acid Specimen:  Blood
R S.UricAcid__; .7 < B
Test Result Unit Normal Values
Uric Acid. 5.1 mg/d| (M-3.4-7.0) -
. i o _ -(F-2.4-6.2)
Sugar (F) 301 mg/dl F-70-110
R-80-180
v
Reported by
€
TFTS& FSH'LHP Prolactin ,B.HCG TPSA" Teatosterone Faculmes 5. Are Available
24
Oé\p/\ o o
. - e
~ f b

Facites Avalable : CT Scan (HRCT) Digital X-Rays/ Utrasound | Color Doppler/ Laboratory /ECG OPG ECHO

V-

-
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1
i
1
_-} :
I

| o | | PAT!ENT REGISTRATION CARD

u._,

) | ’ Lo ) T -/ﬂ 2 l‘hut
_ _ . . . T'rl +92:91 sé;ééyoﬁ'ﬂ’ﬁ£°i'.’7"§iﬂmﬂ
. Appol Fax +92.91-5838333
- | ‘ KEEP 1115 CARD WITH 10U ] pointments: +92-91.5838664
| WHINCYERYOUVISILAM), - ! k

Tay

' 13-.09-011903 , vep2lts . §
Mr.Ahmad Nawaz ' : : K
" ' e /

Gender . aie 000, 27-Sep-id

TG o

’ Ptoase bring this card when

i
b
ke

X

Dak.: \3-05. 200

For Check up 9 RM\ “""‘0"“ M

-




) 4@" NATURE CARE CENTER@

| TIENS lsLtam Anap . i
-Patient Nar‘ne: (A L\Yn\';e/ /\/&tm u? KL pun Date: /9/0&///2 .
_Age / Sex: Go [M.

e
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Prof B A, S Slomi ‘

..M.B.B.S (Pesh) M.R.C.P. (U.K,) FR. CP(Edm) FA.CE (US.)
Consultant En docrinologist

. : Clinic:
) Habib Medical Complex
Room No: 14-AB Opp: Mission Hospital

. sy Dabgari Garden, Peshawar.

Heud of Department

" Deptt. Of Diabetes, Endocrinology & Metaboltc Diseases,
Post Graduate Medical Institute. _

Hpvasttkbad Medical Complex, Peshawar - Pakzstan
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PR No;

1 MEDICAL INSTITUT!

T

REQUEST FOR DIAGNO

143776

[ |

Patient Name

MEDICAL SERVICES
{C PROCEDURES (RDP)
OUT-DOOR

Date }7/ 7 // )

M)W‘gg f/)/MQ’ Age ga')" _..Gender: MB/FL—_]

Consultant

Diagnosis

Ch i éw?/\/lf)xj..' Department

/

e /B - € EMT

LS Y

s

) B i
[Br.gmil Abrol/
FRES, FCPS s
, Pr ;euwol’ urgery
i - Lazawﬁoat- & Goneraf Surgeon
i i '5 ﬁehm:m rqedicnt '“;;fffﬁ
- Consultant Name ___—ML Mgyt Sostit T Signature
e e
(White, for Depaﬁment) {Yeliow, for Record) .

Doade 25 -0Q-2013
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Dr. jamil Ahmad - Professor
FRCS, FCPS -
Laparoscopic & General Surgeon
;amil ahmad@rmi.edu.pk |. Direct Tek: +92.91-5838332
Clinic Timing: 9:00 am - 1:00 pm & 4:00 pm - 6:00 pm (Monday - Friday)
9:00 am - 1:00 pm . . (Saturday)
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5/B-2 Phase - 5 Hayatabad Peshawar Pakistan

Tel +92-91 5838000 (Ext 3632) 1 UAN: | 11-REH-MAN | Fax: +92- 91 -5838333 | Appomtments +92-91-5838666
wwwrmiedupk
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Collection PountlBranch Khusha! Medlcal Centre, Dabgan Garden, Peshawar.



mailto:jamil.ahmad@rmi.edu.pk
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Take the ro-ad .
to a healthy heart
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Walk a mile daily
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Healthy Eating
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ey =%
5/B-2 Phase-5 Hayatabad Peshawar Pakistan

UAN: 1| 1-REH-MAN | Fax: +92-91-5838333

healthzare@rmi.edu.pk | vowwerai 2du.ok

- Control Your Cholesterol

/ ; N RRETRY

Maintai-n Your B ooﬁ. Pressure
C S oo e b Byl

| Tet: +92-9 [-5838000 | Appointments: +92-9 1-5838666
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Find us on: www facebook.com/RMIPeshawar

B-1 3-14.-.15_-1,6, Augqaf Plaza, Dabgari Garden, Peshawar. - .
~allartian Point/Branch: Khushal Medical Centre, Dabgari Garden, Peshawar.
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CONSULTANT B
me Dr. Ejaz Hassan Kha‘n

e 1 2 /‘

M.B.B.S., M.Phil (Pb), Ph.D (Pb) -
F.R.C.P. (Edin), FC.P.P .
Certificate in Pathology (U.S.A.)

Professor of Pathology
91 2210293 U”-/’Jﬁ e UJJ Kd/()‘u =) 36s1<16- 1 5-14-1 3‘} Khyber Medical College, Peshawar. -

Cepm, FT UTT g mesmvess £ et
- ) R
G s el mie
A S5 1
ey
R l
E 3
285 i
. % ] 4
A
ki ™
dl
A
A
)
1

L NAME:  AHMAD NAWAZ . AGE: SEX:

| MALE
REFERED BY. PROF. MUHAMMAD HUMAYUN DATED: ' 28/09/-13
CHEMICAL PATHOLOGY
TEST ‘ UNITS RESULT | REFERANCE RANGE
€. Glucose (R) : mg/dl 265 upto 150

Creatinine - . -~ mg/dl 1.1 0.6-1.2

B-13-14-15-16, Auqaf Plaza, Dabgari Garden, Peshawar. - ’
Collectnon PomtlBranch Khushal Medical Centre, Dabgarl Garden Peshawar.



" CONSULTANT :
Prof. Dr. Ejaz Hassan Khan ‘

e e

M.B.B.S., M.Phil (Pb), Ph.D (Pb)
FR.C.P. (Edm) F.C.P.P
Cettificate in Pathology (U.S.A.)
Professor of Pathology

j1-221 0293 U!’-/”/ﬁ e UJJ Kd)/i‘u U’ 63 <16-15-14-1 3‘} ' Khyber Medical College, Peshawar.

i
&
¢
<

[ NAME:  AHMADNAWAZ . AGE: . SEX. - MALE

REFERED BY: PROF.MUHAMMAD.HUMAYUN DATED: 28/09/13

CHEMICAL PATHOLOGY

TEST L - UNITS RESULT REFERANCE RANGE

Tef“'CPK U/l . 61 M 15-171, F 15-145 ..

Amylase - S 185 0-220

B~13-14 15 16, Auqaf Plaza, Dabgari Garden, Peshawar.
Collectlon Point/Branch: Khusha! Medical Centre, Dabgara Garden Peshawar




Augqaf Plaza, Dabgarl Garden, Peshawar. Tel (091) 2566882

Room No. B-2 3, 1st Floor, Above City Laboratory,

Name: Ahmad Nawaz Date:28-Sep-13

Ref: by:-  Prof: Dr.‘Mohammvad Humayun Khan

Ultrasound Fiﬁdings

‘Moderaté to massive amount of Pleural Effusion seen on right side.

Liver, Gall bkaddef, Spleen and Pancreas are normal mbrphologically. No focal
mass, no parenchymal changes. CBD & Portal vein are measuring normal.

No para aortic }ymphadenopathy / free fluid.

Both kidneys are normal in size and shape. No stone, cyst, growth, hydronephrosis
or parenchymal changes. Peri renal areas are clear.

No Urinary bladder lesion seer.

Empﬁ‘eésibn: ~ Moderate to massive Pleural Effusion — right
‘ Normal Abd: ultrasound study - '

(Dr. Sitfud din)
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iluster Diagnostic Center ~ &54. ~ E.C.G Echocardiography, E T
’ ; Co AN = & %’?‘W

I, _.)-G_S':
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ﬁame Il Ahmad Nawaz ' || Patient No ][ 0061 ][ Address || Peshawar |
[ _Date |l 28.09.2013 || Age |{ 60Years |[ ReferredBy ||  Dr. Muhammad Humayun |

" Echocardiography Report

ey P L Y i TR VR o O R e T R e T R I R
iMeasurements “Obsenved/FAENormalirang el mm)s

Aortic root dimension, - 33 ©20-40 LEPSS

Left Atrial dimension. ' ' 40 19 -40 PHT

Left Vent. End Diastolic dimension 55 36 - 56 " | A. Velocity (cmisec) .
Left Vent. End Systolic dimension . 45 E. Velocity (cm/sec)
. . IVS Thickness ) : 10 ' 08-12 -| E:A Ratio

=riai,

I ;/ LVPW Thickness IEEET)) 08 - 11 | RVSP | Systolic =
r% : Right Vent. Dimension. 22 08 - 26 (mmHg} | Diastolic
5 @
|_Fractional Shortening —IL 17% || Ejection Fraction {Normal Range 50-70%) IL 34% —]
. [ IVRT —r |[oct = 1 |
B Doppler Study.
:: ) ":ii:agj&" 3 mu.?ﬁg)%&:% R
g . Mitral Valve .
: Tricuspid Valve .
& " | Aortic Vaive - -
Pulmonic valve

Comments: )
= Normal size cardiac chambers. .
> IVS and LV apex are akinetic.
> Moderately impaired LV systolic function.
) > No LV apical clot seen.
= Valves are normat in structure.
= No ASD, VSD or MVP seen.
- = No pericardial effusion seen.
Conclusion: '
> Wall motion abnormality.
= Moderate LV systolic dysfunction.
= - Mild MR.

Qo

Roohullah
Cardiac Technologist
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.Ele'ctrocardiégr.aphy (E.C.G) iNith-Report o

>

2D & Doppler Echocardiography -

==

R R PR R AR

l Excrcise Tolerance Test (E.T.T)

L ==

e

R R

- Dr..Sher Zaman Wazir

. MB.B.S, Dip. (card) Consultant Cardiofogist

Mr. Roohullah

- Senior Cardiac Technologist -




@é@hammad Huma‘yun | |
‘ .J‘. - FCPS, ' ‘

sor of Medicine
' Mepiica! College.
r Teaching Hospital Peshawar

1id For Medicolegal use
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Name ///’,92 /
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' Temp g '
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'CONSULTANT

?‘ ‘4}2

Prof. Dr. Ejaz Hassan Khafi

;’WM%%/

f 1 .I.%‘ o
@C (/ 5 L M.B.B.S., M.Phil (Pb), Ph.D (Pb)
| ] ER.C.P. (Edin), F.C.PP
‘ // @@ & NICAL: \.P@o Certificate in Pathology (U.S.A.)

. TR Professor of Pathology

< 91-221 0293._‘;,')’./3’9) Beis Kd/j‘ﬁ/’.&b’ st c16-15-14-1 3L} Khyber Medical College, Peshawar.
NAME: . AHMAD NAWAZ AGE: | | SEX: . MALE
REFERED BY:; PROF.MUHAMMAD HUMAYUN DATED: ’

CHEMICAL PATHOLOGY

TEST ~ UNITS - RESULT

REFERANCE RANGE

Glucose (R) mg/di 90 - upto 150
Creatinin_e mag/di 1.2 0 6-;"2_

wNEPr kel L L

B-13-14-15-16, Auqaf Plaza, Dabgari Garden, Peshawar. -
Collection Point/Branch; Khushal Medical Centre, Dabgari. Garden, Peshawar
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No.-‘—wg-é;‘_s-_-_g____/ANK‘PF‘

Dated Miral; the. 03 /13 /2011.

To,
The Secretary |
To Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
C&w Departinent Peshawar.
Subject : RETIREMENT.
(/”X RS ~Itis submitted that ] have completed near abouy 35 Y€ars scrvice in this department

with effect from 1¥ November 2011 may kindly be accepted please:

Yours Obedi_ent]y,

! 7 Mr.Ahmad Nawagz-
) C Village: Hurmaz
. Tehsil: Mirali

North Wazirista{x Agengy.

W and ;';"_io.w I'have faced a Jot of domestic problems atmy village and | am suffering from high :bléod
e ‘sugar and Heart problem also, due to which’] am really no ‘more in a position to continue my further

',‘II is therefore requested that my request for my retirement from further service j-¢
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The Deputy Secretary (Admn) / PIO,
Communication & Works Deptt
Govt: of KPK Peshawar,

e

Subject: APPEAL AGAINST PHYSICAL VERIFICATION OF THE SCHEME CONSTRUCTION
OF JUDICIAL COMPLEX AT DISTRICT LAKKI- MARWAT {(UNDER AJP)

Reference: Your No. SOG/C&W/2-29/RTI/Dy No.5/ 2015, Dated: 19-02-2015.

It is submitted that the following documents were requested by the under-signed
from the C&W Department KPK Peshawar under RTI ACT 2013, in which the under-signed have
received only two documents on 23-02-2015 after a lapse one month time i-e at S:No.1 & 2, where as the
rest of three documénts have not have been provided and just to fill up the blanks you have sent me the
three other unwanted / un-relevant letters which were not required to me.

1. Photo copy of the final inquiry report made by Syed Mohd Mujahid Saeed, Superintending
Engineer Irrigation Department Warsak Road Peshawar.

2. Reply to letter No.SO. VI/CMS/KPK/l 13/2 -14, Dated: 18-11-2014 (Received from Chief
Minister’s Secretanat) by C&W Department Peshawar.

3. Photo copy of the final decision made by the honorable Chief Minister, Govt: of KPK
Peshawar regarding my appeal made on 11-10-2014 and action taken on your letter
No.SOE/C&WD/1-53/89, dated Peshawar 03-12-2014.

?4: Photo copy of the initial inquiry report made by the Ex-Chief Engineer {Centre) named
Mr. Hidayat ullah Khan Marwat , C&W Department Peshawar regarding the scheme.

45, Final comments of the Ex-Secretary to Govt: of KPK C&W Department Peshawar named
Mr.Habib Ali Khan regarding the charges leveled against the under-signed.

Now yoqunce again requéStéd to kindliy provide me the above three documents as
requested /required by the under signed at your earliest convenient please. :

Dated: 23-02-2013 o : Yours Obediently,

Mr, Ahmad Nawaz
‘C Vill:Hurmaz, Teh:Mirali (N.W.A)
Copy forwarded for information to:- .
1. PS tofef Minister Govt: of KPK Peshawar.

-

2. The Agsisfant: Registrar, Right to information Commission, Peshawar.
3. The Advisor to Chief Minister, Govt of KPK C&W Deptt Peshawar

Mr. Ahmad Nawaz
Vill:Hurmaz, Teh:Mirali (N.W.A)

-t




. , . ' oy Dated Peshawar, the\O\ct-w,.\
 ORDER: Lo Z

- competent authorsty is further pleased to- remam the sard penalty enforoe for 3

the powers ' conferred by . Sectlon-3‘ of Khyber,.Pakhtuhkhwa -:Removal- from

2 Printes o

- GOVT,OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA . St
COMMUNICTION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No.SOE/C&WD/8- 13/2010: WHEREAS M- Ahmad Nawaz, ; Assrstant
Englneer (BS-17) C&W Department presently wotklng as XEN Burldlhg Dwrsron
Kurram Agency (OPS) was proceeded aga;nst under the Khyber. PakhtUnkhwa
Removal from Service- (Special Power)"*Ordmance 2000 for the alleged

irreguiarities committed in the - “Constructron of Judicial Complex Lakkl Marwat"
under. AJP "

2. AND WHEREAS for the said act of mrsconduct he was served wrth charge
sheets/statement of allegatlons : o g

3. - AND WHEREAS, Engr- Syed Muhammad Mu;ahld Saeed Supennlendrng

‘Engineer Irrrgatron Department was appornted as. rnquury offlcer who submrtted

inquiry report.

4. AND WHEREAS show cause Notlce for imposrtlon of major penally of
“reduction to Iower post/grade" was- served upon the accused officer alongwrth a

copy of inquiry report, who submrtted hls reply

5. 'NOW.THEREFORE, “the- competent authority after having consudered the
charges, material on. record inquiry . report of thei rnqurry committee, in- ‘exercise of

il

Services (special powers) Ordrnance 2000 has been pleased to impose the rnajor
penally of “reduction to. Iower postlgrade" upon the aforementroned offrcer The

years upon hrm

. 6. Consequent upon to "reductron 1o t0wer post/grade -of Ahmad NaWaz C&Wl

* Endst of even:number. and date

Department i hereby directed to report to C&W Secretairat for further postlngas
Sub Engrneer (BS= T : . .

. -‘Secretary fo.:
~..Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa '
Commumcatlon & Works Department

Copy Is forwarded: tothe:- . U ‘ PR
1) Additional- Chief Secretary FATA Secretarlat Warsak Road Peshawar
2) Accountant General Khyber PakhunkhWa,,Peshawar
"3)  AlChlef Engineers; C8W Peshawar
4)  Chief ngmeer FATA W&S Peshawar '
5) Secrelary (Admn & Coordlnatroh) FATA Secrptariat, Warsak Road PeshaWar
. 6) Executlve Engrneer Building. Dlvisron Kurram Agency at Parachlnar
7) Agency Accounts Officer Kurram Agency at- Parachrnar
8) PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhurlkhwa. Peshawar :
9) PS.to Secretary.Establishment Deptt, Khyber.Pakhunkhwa, Peshawar
10)  Incharge Computer Centre C&W:-Department, Peshawar
11) . PSlo Secretary C&W’ Peshawar " -
12)  Official,concerned
13)  Office order File/Personal File.’ . ‘ : :
]{ N , o -~ . = {(RAHIM B HAH)
e T 3 . ..+ .\ SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

/

-




PrIEL. G - ‘

-~ OFFICE QF. THE CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE)

Diarv No: 1.7 77 'COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT
: v [0)—%——51——7 - . .- KHYBER'PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR. .
ate: < &) ol : <
’%ec'raexa;y C&W’ D,.epu _No. 74-E { L fl—— 1 CE/C&WD : |
Y e/fa"“‘““"“wd é Dated Peshawar the_‘LLl 07:1.2012 |
"1/ \/% / |
< tA fie i I
: ORDER' ' o

Whereas Mr Ahmad Nawaz R/O vrltage Hurmaz Tehsrl Mrr Ali, North
Waziristan Agency who was servnng as Sub Drvrsronal Offlcer (BS -17)- and reverted

to the post of Sub- Engrneer (|n a dlscrplnnary proceedlng on account of uregulantres)
was found absentwef 01- 11 2011 .

_~- C e

2. : Whereas the aforesatd Sub Engmeer vide ‘two: notlces bearing

No.74- E1634ICEIC&WD dated 16- 03 2012 & No.74- EI451ICE/C&WD dated

. ' 21-04-2012 was accordingly. " drrected "to assume his dutres with- T C&w
Department & also to- explain the posmon for hrs wiliful absence since 0 11-2011,

‘but with no posmve response. o W

3. Whereof his negative - response "a Final Show Cause Notlce to this '
effect was pubhshed in the Two dallles ie. Dariy Express” & “Daily- Aa]" both dated
20-05-2012, where the said’ accused 'was drrected to resume dutles ‘with in 15-days

of the pubhcatlon of this notice and also {o clarify his position for this .long willful
absence. '

4. _ Whereas on the expiry of aforesaid perrod the accusedofficial failed to :
report for duty. hence under- Rute-g of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil . Servants

" (Efficiency & Dnscrplme) Rules; 2011 hrs servrces are termlnated wrth effect from the
same daté, he is'absent from dutyp /“‘M ‘ e

-‘!"""'\

. A o 7 (ENGR: ZARD ALI KHATTAK)
. - - X CHlEF ENGINEER (CENTRE)
- Copy forwarded 1o the :- - :

..»'

Faa N .’Secretary C&W Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
= ‘2. Chief Engineer.(FATA) Works: & Servlces Department | Peshawar

Executive Engineer \ Works & Ser\nces Division Upper Khurram Agency at
Parrachlnar

'

4, Agency Account Offrcer Khurram Agency S
-\ 5. . Director Information Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar please.
Q{/ 6. Mr. Ahmad Nawaz R/O village Hurmaz Tehsil.Mir Ali North Waziristan :
Y Agency. . . N
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To,
The Honorable Chief Minister,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa N
Peshawar.
H
Subject: APPEAL AGAINST PHYSICAL VERIFICATION OF THE

SCHEME, CONSTRUCTION OF JUDICIAL COMPLEX AT

DISTRICT : LAKKI - MARWAT (UNDER AJP).

Reference: SOE/C&W/8-3/2010, Dated: 31-10-2011.
Respected Sir,

I submissively approach your good-self with the humble request
that I am the permanent resident of Village: Hurmaz, Tehsil: Mirali, North
Waziristan Agency bearing good and moral character with faithful attitude.

As 1 was the senior most Sub Divisional Officer (BPS-17) in C&W
department having 36 years of my service. Forge Case was initiated against us
comprising, Two Executive Engineers, One SDO and three Sub-Engineers) in the
scheme as mentioned above and we were called one by one by Syed Masoom
Shah (SMS), the then personal secretary to Chief- Minister of KPK in ANP
Government, to his office for.proper bargaining.

On my own turn, he gave me the bank A/C No of Aimal Khan s/o
Asfandyar Wali and told me to deposit Rs.1.6 million in the said account showing
him the actual receipt, then I will be exonerated, but I refused to deposit the
same, as the demanded amount was too huge, which was really beyond of my
financial capacity and thus all five other (officers and officials) were exonerated
as they might have been paid the amount what ever it is demanded, which is not
in my knowledge, and I was de-graded from BPS -17 to BPS -11.

The under-signed was then ordered to report to the office of the
Chief Engineer (Centre) for further posting as a Sub-Engineer (BPS-11) which I
also refused as the decision made by them was not acceptable to me and then I
was straight away terminated from further services, which is really.a great
injustice with the under-signed. =

I then appealed to the then Chief Minister Amir Haider Khan
hothi, but Syed Masoom Shah misplaced my appeal and its where about could
not be known to the under-signed till date and after that I could not move ahead



due to my severe illness, territorial crises, curfews for days in the area and law &
order situation in North Waziristan Agency.

The charges leveled against us inthe scheme, Judicial Complex
Lakki-Marwat and our joint replies are enclosed with my appeal for your kind
information.

Itis further to request you that the subject scheme has since
been completed, handed over to the local District Judiciary staff duly signed by
District & Session Judge Lakki-Marwat in 2005-06 and is in proper use till date.
PC-1V of the said scheme has also been prepared and signed by the District &
Session Judge Lakki-Marwat in 2005-06.

Now I have come to Peshawar along-with with my famil
on 16-09-2014, living here as IDP and wished to request our kind (
honor once again for proper justice and cancellation of my order of de-
radation as I have been suffered a lot by Syed M soom Shah due to

his personal grudges (non Payment to him).

I shall be highly obliged for your this act of kindness and ever
_pray for your longevity please.

Dated: 11-10-2014 Yours Obediently

P

W
TMR.AHMAD NAWAZ \
Village;Hurmaz, \l’x_‘t' .

Tehsil; Mirali,
North Waziristan Agency.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR '
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 427 OF 2015

[ : Ahmad Nawaz

$/0 Muhammad Roze Khan
Village Harmaz, Tehsil Mir Ali

North Waziristan Agency , - Appellant
Versus

1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa t.hrough-
- Chief Secretary, Peshawar

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

Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar -

‘ | 4, Deputy Secretary (Admh) .
C&W . Department, Peshawar : --- Respondents

3:.0

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

Preliminary Objections

i That the instant appeaIA is not maintainable in its present form.

ii.  That the appellant has never challenged in time any order in which his r[ghts were
ignored, hence badly time barred.
ii.  That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

~ iv.  That the appeal is liable to be rejected on ground of non-joinder and mis-joinder
of necessary parties
v.  That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the lnstant appeal

Facts

. 1. Pertains to record, with.the clarification that the appellant was not regularly
promoted to the post of Executive Engineer (BS-18), but assigned the duty of

. XEN in his Own Pay and Scale, meaning thereby that he was basically SDO BS-17 4

and holding the position of Assistant Engineer/SDO (BS-17).
2. Pertains to record, needs no comments

3. Pertains to record, needs no comments

4. P&D Department fofwarded, a copy of the Monitoring Report regarding scheme
“Construction of Judicial Complex Lakki Marwat” (Annex-l). in the monitoring
report, the position was well explained and recommended the officers/officials,

including the appeilant of C&W Department for strict disciplinary proceedings,

being responsible for the irregularities/deficiencies. Accordingly report was
processed and disciplinary action initiated against the responsible officers/
officials, including the appellant.

5. Incorrect, no such inquiry was assigned to Engr.Hidayatullah Khan the .then .
Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar, however on receipt of Monitoring
Report and after approval of Competent Authority (Chief Minister), Engr. Syed
Mujahid Saeed (BS-19) SE Irrigation Department was appointed- as inquiry
officer by serving Charge sheet and Statement of Allegations upon appellant on
05.11.2010 (Annex-ll). The mquw officer submitted his report on 13.01.2011
{Annex-ill).

s

P




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

in the recommendations, the inquiry officer has mentioned that Mr. Ahmad Nawaz

remained as Divisional Officer, who was responsible for splitting of tenders, technical

sanction was supposed to have been accorded by the Chief Engineer but the appellant
(the then EDO) has technically sanctioned estimate in piece meal and execution of work
without required quality control and ill planning at the time of Project Formulation. A
major penalty was also recommended to be imposed. .

Incorrect, the position has explained as per Para-5. Infact, the appeliant requested for
provision of the information regarding disciplinary record under RTI Act, 2013, which has
been provided to appeliant through letter dated 26.05.2015 (Annex-1V).

Incorrect, as stated in Para-5 above, disciplinary action against.appellant initiated under
RSO 2000, after proper approval of the Competent Authority. '

Erom the stance taken by the appeliant clearly shows that opportunity of personal
hearing was given to the appellant during the inquiry proceeding and he was well aware
that on whom directions the formal inquiry was initiated which he confessed in his
statement narrated in Para-8 of his appeal.

Correct to the extent that the inquiry officer (Engr. Syed Mujahid Saeed SE

Irrigation Deptt) submitted the report on 13.01.2011. However it is pertinent to

mention that while serving the show cause notice, the appellant was served with
the enquiry report, hence in order to prove his so called innocence the appellant
moved the application under RTI Rules, 2013 as mentioned in Para-5, when the
appeliant applied for the aforesaid inquiry report, which provided to the appellant
on 19.02.2015 (Annex-V).

Incorrect, just after receipt of Inquiry Report, the case was submitted to the Competent

Authority (Chief- Minister), who tentatively imposed major penalty i.e. “Reduction to
Lower Post/Grade” upon the appellant. A proper Show Cause notice- was .served upon

“accused officer/appellant vide letter dated 10.02.2011 (Annex-Vl) along-with format

inquiry report.

incorrect, proper show cause notice was issued to appellant containing major penalty
with the direction to submit his reply. Moreover, appeliant was awarded full opportunity

. of Personal Hearing. So far attitude of the inquiry officer with appellant during inquiry

proceeding is concerneg_:l,-there is no proof or evidence/concocted with the appeliant to
prove his stance-on the inquiry officer but he prepared a imaginary statement to obtain the
sympathy of Hon'able Tribunal.

incorrect, after fuffillment of all codal formaiities, the Competent Authority imposed
major penalty upbn'theappeilant on 31.10.2011 (Annex-Vli) with the direction to report
his arrival to Chief Eng@neer:(Centre) C&W Peshawar, but -he badly failed. If the
appellant was so interested in his retirement, then he should have reported his-arrival
first to Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar for his further posting and then he was
required to submithis application for retirement.

incorrect, Respondent No.3 (Chief Engineer Centre C&W) has not issued any reduction
order of the appellant, hence denied. The appeliant’s stance that he left for Home Town
is baseless, being civil servant, he should have applied for leave and then proceeded
Home, not to follow his‘own will and wishes.

Incorrect, when major penalty was imposed upon "Reduction to ‘Lower Post/ Grade”,
after approval of Competent.Authority, the appellant was directed to report to C&W
Secretariat for further posting as Sub Engineer in the same orders. However, due to
non com‘plian'ce:from"the appellants’ side, disciplinary action under Rule-9 ‘of E&D
Rules, .2011 ‘was: initiated against the appellant for not complying the orders of
Competent Authority (Annex Vill). Therefore, two notices were issued.to the appellant
at his Home address vide letter(s) dated 16.03.2012 and 21.04.2014 (Annex-IX). Due
to none compliance - show cause notice was published in two daily newspapers
“Express” and “Aaj’ dated 20.05.2012 (Annex-Xll). However the appellant did not
comply with the order; therefore, his services were terminated under Rule-9 of the E&D
Rules, 2011, vide order. dated 11.07.2012 (Annex-Xill). '




15. Misconceiving, only to get sympathies by this way of drafting.

£

16. Incorrect, the appellant cannot taken plea of IDPs’ as he himself taken shelter on

19.06.2014 at Peshawar, while his termination orders had been issued on

11.07.2012, approximate 02 years ago.

- 17. Incorrect, appeliant admits orders dated 31.10.2011 & 11.07.2012 ’received, then

how it can be said arbitrary or unlawful. ‘Any lapses on this account rests uporr ;
‘the appellant and no orders to set aside inter-alia, on the facts as explaine‘_d
above, be passed on the instant appeal.

Grounds

A
~ thereafter as a matter of disciplinary case he was penalized and imposed

Incorrect, appellant has been associated with whole inquiry proceedings and

major penalty of. “Reduction to Lower Post/Grade”. The 2" case is different .

because the appellant. did not assume the charge of lower post of Sub

Engineer and not joined: duties since 01.11.2011 till 11.07.2012, termination '
orders under Rule-9 of.the E&D Rules, 2011, had been issued, to which he is

fully aware; hence no illegal or blatant violation of law have been exercised. - -

B. Incorrect, as explained.in Para-14 of the facts.

incorrect and irrelevantly drafted. The inquiry officer has the powers of civil

~court trying a suit under the code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (Act-V of 1908),

hence the proceeding: shall be deemed to be judicial.’p“roceeding within the
meaning ‘of Section-193 & 228 of the Pakistan Panel Code (Act XLV of 1850).

Thus the Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to decide or pass orders on these

issues.

. As explained in para-C above

As explained in para-C above

As explained in para-C above

Mlsconcelvmg, the appellant himself stated in Para1 of his appeal jomed

services ‘as Sub Engineer in BS- 11 and thereafter he was promoted as .

Assistant EngrneerlSDO BS-17, so that he was Sub Engineer holdrng the

 lower grade/post to which he originally appointed, thus the presumption of the

appellant is far behind to understand as the rules/regulations of the
Government on this account are much clear.

Incorrect; in the instant case, first inquiry has been conducted by M&E -

Directorate: ‘P&D Department, which is considered as facts finding inquiry,
while ‘the: NP inquiry has been conducted as formal inquiry uner RSO 2000
after approval of Competent Authorlty (Chlef Minister).

lncorrect & mlsconcelvmg, as stated in preceding paras, the appellant and
others were properly. proceeded under the ibid RSO (special power)
Ordinance 2000, and afforded all opportunities to the appellant to clear their
position'-»,_to~~-which-'-hé -failed, hence final penalty of “Reduotioﬁ to - Lower
Post/Grade” was imposed upon-the accused/appellant. ‘

Incorrect’ & mlsconcervrng, comments in detail have been explained in the

precedrng paras with specific reference to reply as stated in Para-C supra of .

the grounds




@

K. Incorrect, the appellant was afforded the opportunltles to reply to the Charge
Sheet and Statement of Allegations even at the time of SHOW CAUSE_ _

NOTICE, but he was not interested to defend his case and taken it very
leniently. -

Incorrect, at the time of disciplinary proceedings, the RSO (special power)
Ordinance 2000, was operatlve and intact at the time and was not repealed.

_Incorrect, the appellant was under trial in another case of dascnplanary'
proceedings on account of irregularities in the work “Newly Constructed
Building of District Jail Lakki Marwat’ for which separate Charge Sheet and

Statement of Allegations were served on the accused/appellant on 07.03.2012
and thus his request for retirement in the capacity of SDO (BS-17) had not
been accredited. The accused/appellant should have to report to Chief

Englneer (Centre) C&W Peshawar in the Lower Post/Grade of Sub Egineer -

from which he was promoted then to have applied for retirement. As far as to
comment on the termination orders dated 11.07.2012 by Respondent No.3,

the detail history is described in Para-14 supra.

. Incorrect, the official respondents are restricted to act according to the
rules/regulations of the Government (Rule-9 of the E&D Rules, 2011),"

describe that two notices shall be issued upon the absentia, when-no response is
received then final show cause/absentia notice is published in two daily
newspapers, which have accordingly been followed in the case of appellant.
Appellant intentionally did not respond to the notices, as narrated in the above
paras.

_Incorrect, the appellant has categorlcally confessed his . absentia in his
-statement that his absentia was under presumption which'is totally wrong, he
- was required to educate himself with regard to service matters.

. Incorrect, the appellant was |ssued proper Notices for resuming duties as Sub

Engineer -under the ‘Rule-9 of E&D Rules, 2011. Absentia notice was also

" published in print media (newspapers), when no response thereof received

from the ‘appellant within stipulated period of Notices. His termination order
was thenissued as per Rules and Regulations.

. Incorrect, the appellant was himself not interested in service despite the facts

Notlces served as cited in above paras as such no mala-fide action was taken
against him..

. Incorrect; the first order i e. "Reduction to Lower Post/Grade” was taken on the

basis: of ‘M&E Report on account of substandard works etc, as described in

~ above paras while the 2™ order was warranted by law, when the appellant .

absented himself to ‘join lower post of Sub Engineer mtent;onally despite
Notices of Absentia |n press media.
N

. n the above, circumstances/facts and grounds to which detailed replles have

béen: attempted therefore the appellant case is not a fit case, as he is no'more
Civil Servant after. hlS willful absence and termination on absent;a Hence no

right of appellant to be entertained by this Hon’able Tribunal.




T. Incorrect, the detail position of either actions i.e. “Reduction to Lower
Post/Grade” and his termination order from service on account of absentia
cannot be clubbed with each other. The position of both the actions are dealt
separately under relevant rules. The pfesumption of the appellant about these
actions, stated to be harsh/arbitrary capricious and against the law is not
tenable. He at all the time was afforded free and fair trial to whiéh_ he-himself
had not taken interest even lost his long services on his own acts/omissions.

I In view of the above explanation, it is humbly prayed that the instant: appeal
before this Hon'able Tribunal is:' badly time barred, because both the orders: as said |
_impugned had been announced and intimated to the appellant on 31.10.2011 and
11.07.2012. At 'the same tzme request that the instant appeal may klndly be
dnsmlssed with cost.

ptary tokaevtiof - Chief. Engl_; eery(rentre)
Khyfer:Pakhtunkhwa , C&W Pe '.
v Department (Respondent No.3)
(Respondents No.1:& 2) o
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T o ' © . C&W. Department
(5 : ’ - (Respondent No. 4)
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Dited Peshawar® ™ Muy, 2000

\ . The Regisirar,
. : . Peshawar High.court,
\ s Peshawar.

/‘:/‘

L/?/The Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Communicalion and Works Department,

Peshawar. _

Subjeet: " PHYSICAL VE-RIFICATION oF TH‘E SCHEME “CONSTRUCTION Ay .
L O§ JUDICIAL:COMPLEX LAKI MARWAT, UNDER AJP. ' )
Dicite Sir, ' ) %‘ :

o 1 am dirécted to refer to the letter No.AJP/HC/43-A-1/2003/HP-169 dated / : o

24™ Fébruary, 2010 on the above cited subject and to enclose herewith a copy of the monitoring ;
~repurt of the subj‘eét scheme in Lakki Marwat District visited by the M&E team, approved by the ;

Additional Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, for information and further necessary action.

(Engr: Sher Azam Khan)'
- Director-1°
Copy to: R ’

1. PS.tothe Additional Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
5 P.A. to the Director General (M&E), P&D Department, Peshawar.

Director-1
1 :
. E ' ': -
;
! . 5
. | ‘ e
B * touse # ll!-A,-Str»ee‘t #2, New Defénse-Officer’s Colony, Shami Rokd, Peshawar, Phone# 091-9213753. Fax# 091-9213734
i H ' 7 D:03-Director Stier Azumil B DivisionlakkitConstruction of fudicial Complex LM dated § May 20i0.doc - ) .
i N . . . :
¢




GUVERNATENT OGP RHY BER PARFILE NRKRTEW A
PEANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARIMENT
OHRECHORNTITGENPRAL OF MONITORING AND FVALLATION

FEPORT REGARDING INSPECTION OF COMPLETED SC HEME "JUD!CIAI
COMPLEN LAKKI MARWA'L™

" The scheme “Conslt‘uctlon of Judicial Complex Lakki Marwai, under Access t'o Justice
-l’lny,l.'nll" was referred alongwith list of defects to the Directorate General of Monitoring &
I'valuation by-the Peshawar High Court vide letter No. AJP/HC/43-A- 1/2003/HP-109 dated 24"
February 2010 with the followmg dnecl[ons (Annex-I):

"The kind, quality and standard of construction is required to he properly evaluated as per
the rules and instf:uctions governing the matter to ensure that no irregularity has been committed

to the prejudice of the exchequer.”.

2. ..In pursuance of the above direction, visit to the site was carried out on 29-30™ March 2010.
The M&E team was accompanied by the represer‘:tativesAfrom C&W Department Lakki Marwat
" and the Senior Civil Judge, District Lakki during the entire visit. Béforc start of the visit, a.detailed
" meeting was held with the District & Session Judge, Lakki Marwat in his office and ' the scheme

was discussed in detail. The District & Session Judge was of the view that.being a non technical

person he has pomted out 26 defects but if the prolect is inspected by a technical team it may point

’ out olhex deﬁmenmes in the stmcture

DESCRI-PTION

3 Judicial Complex Ldl\kl Marwal has been consllucted under ‘-\(.CCS:: 0 lustice Program

over a E'md of 160-kanal and-was approved at a cost of Rs. 95.404 million in the PDWP meeting

held on lq"' May 2005 with-completion period of 32 months. An expenditure of Rs. 110.192

nullion has been incurred on the project till date. The original scope of work is tabulated as under:-

S.'No. | Description
.| Conﬁtfuction of Court. : 12 Nos.
2. Vender Shed & Lock up. + 0l No.
3. Re;idv:.11ces (Type 11 Residenc_es).‘ - 12 Nos.
4. .F uﬁliShiﬂg of Court Rooms. 01 Block.
5. | Record Room. 01 Block.
:6. -Guard Room. 01 No.
7. | Parameter Wall for Residences: 01 Job.
-8 lntra-Structuré. 01 Job.
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R RTINS Cpglaeot &AW

Cant aeeard “omv\\m meun

ot vide letter No P &M

Lollowed by reminders dated 2"

Jonariiaeh Lodakk

wheney of ihe sificer s viivas

&nf2-1

April 2010 and 6" April 2010

,"31"7(JL‘()—1U.'145‘)-H’JS duted 26" " arch 2010

and several telephome

reyuests. The Executivevﬁngineer, C&W, Lakki Marwal informed that the required

documents are 1ying in the buitding Sub-Division and accordingly the Sub-Divisional

il The project has been shown completed and handed ove

electrification, E‘cternal water

‘cdmpleted but snll these works

. been released to the contractors

execuled the unapproved works

getling‘proper approval of the

N project is att'\chcd as (Annex- -[V) but duri

ongmal approved PCAL, it has been €

included in the 'PC—l. It was astonishing to note that most vl the above works have been

'of the officials of C&W Department,

newspapess. and work orders have beer

authonucs dld not: take any notice of the matter.

11.00 million’ which 1s a gross misconduct and violation of

iii.  The ofﬂcials of the C&W Department, Lakki

furnished a list of incumbemrofﬁcers/ofﬁcials (Annex-111). The

(Buildings) M. Mashal I¢han has provided

supply, Mosque, Library and

Officer has been direcied vide letter No. 1983/1 1D dated 13 " April 2010 w0 provide the

record lo the M&E "Directorate (Annex i), However; the Executive Engineer has

Sub Divisional Officer

d the record except NIT of the project.

r w the iudm.uy PC-IV of the
ing the field visit it was noted that some of the
works are still in progress and their contracts are still open. After gomg through the
stablished that the PC-1 was deficient as many

necess_ar)-' components of a judicial complex €.g. Bar room, Latrme block, External

l'ulmshmj, were not

are not approved by any {orum whereas payment has

which is a gross irregulanity @ and a criminal act on part

District Lakki. 1t is pomted out that these
- unapproved works costmg more than Rs. 2500 million, have been tendered in the
n issued to the contraclors put the higher

Moreover, the contractors who

have 1pproachcd the High Qourt for payment of their

balance amount 10 the tune of more than Rs. 11.00 milhon

is negligence on the part of C&W Department {0 e\ecute ad

which means that me

responsible officers of C&W Lakki Marwat has created a minimum llablllly of Rs.
Financial Rules. - _

i informed the M&E team that all the
additional; works have been executed on the directions of judiciary and in this regard

they pxowded some written documents which are attached as (Anne\ -V). Even then it
[URRNIRERE e

dmonal works without

e
Competem Forum thus vxolalmg, the clause -54 of the

S s 2 VR —

execution flaws.

L A ERE e
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CPW code nouﬁed by | Govemment of Pakistan.,

basis of deta;l drawings and design of

of its plami'mg, usage, safety, architectural look, structural strength whereas PC-1 of the

e

iv. - .Estimates of such mega- piOJects like’ ]ﬁalcnal Couits, Lock ups

project does not contain. proper drawings or design which- resulted in planmng'and

PR S i 2T TR

etc are prepared on the

buildings which fieeds special attention.in respect
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Vii.
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FESRE IS USRS & SR SN R I (ST

wachinery and professtonal st mo evaluated bui o this case b
Svah b boeen spiit i:lio“_“\f\ smail packages deliberately o bring the tenders withi the
compeieney of the district level C&W smﬁ‘ and to accommodate small local ‘
contractors. Work on the scheme was started on 25™ June 2005 which should have been
completed before December 2007 but some of the works are still in progress. -
Appropriate qualily standards have not been mai‘mainml in the whole execulion process
as al} engineering constructions are required to follow a quality contro! system which .
implies that material Used in the construction shall be tested before and during the
execution. During inspection it was noted that no such system has been maintained by
the Works & Services.Department and as such the yuality of materials as well as the
coustruction remains questionable.
According to the clause-56 of CPW code, Technical Sanction niust be obtained before
the construction of the work is commenced as it cemﬁes that design of bulldmgs is
structurally sound and that the estimates are accurately calculated based on adequate
data. In the instant project, the T.S. was supposed (o have been accorded by the Chief
Engineer but the then Executive District Officer has tcchnically sanctioned the estimate
in piecemeal therefore have exercised the powers. of Chief Engineer which is not
permissible accordmg to the CPW code. Therefore it is establxshed that the project still

needs chhmcal Sanction.

Terrazzo flooring was. included in the approved PCI whereas floors have been

constructed -with 172" thick marble tiles. It is pointed out that the CSR contain

- specification of marble tiles for {looring as 3/4" miniwum thickness whereas 172 thick.

marble tiles are used on walls and there is no rale available in the CSR for 1/2 tiles for
flooring. The : 172" thick tiles if used in ﬂoors the thickness further reduces afler

grinding and thelefore durablhty is affected. All the 1/2° th1ck tlles used in flooring

- needs: compiete replacement with 3/4" thick tiles.

Apart-from lhe deficiencies pointed out by the District & Session Judge, Lakki Marwal

the following observations on the quality of material and works were made during the

. field visit:

. Providing and fixing purdah cloth to doors and windows has been approved in the
estimate but at site poor quality railing and blinds have been provided to windo\\'s only.

. The courts’ have not been properly furnished as the estimate of furnishing has been

: utlhzed on unapproved works. :

: Spht air condrtloners alongwith 7000-watt voltage stabilizers have been: mstal!ed m the

- court rooms but were not working properly. The officials of the C&W Depallmeut

agreed to check the air conditioners-and defective units will be repaired.

Approp1 iate type of exhaust fans have not beeg installed above the air conditioners

: Wthh may-affect cooling of the air conditioners. This also 1eﬂects lack of knowledoe

and interest on part of the officials of the C&W Department, Lakki Marwat.




which was inciuded i the appo ed 3y mithon, Vhis annnsit

has been ":n':-.;mc;td (o Rs 1.72% miffion butat stie no such neuvityw i« ahsarved.
Regarding instaliation of watcr pump of smaller capacily, the oificials of C&W
Department informed that the pump has been desizned according o the demand and
ﬂvalldblllly of water m the tube well bul they farled to pmdu’c any design dala.

Very poor quality of bricks have been used in the pavanent which are \'151b!e whereas
bricks-used in structure have been covered with plaster. Brick pavement not included in
the PC 1, have been execuled which needed proper grouting.

Very poor quality of deodal wood have been used in doors and windows every where
in courl rooms and residences which contained very large numbet of knots. The M&E
team: is-of the view that al] the doors and windows needs 1eplacement with first class
deodar wood. ' - _ ’

The-PC-1 envisages ‘installation of 46 ceiling fans in the court rooMS but at. site only
about 40 fans have been installed whereas the ofﬁcmls of C&W, Lakki mfom'led that
443. ceiling fans are' needed to fulfill the requirement of the court rooms and the
verandaa A

Sta ant water was observed i in the main drain which shows defect in tlle‘slope of the

dmm The drain has also been obstructed by RCC pipes of bathrooms of the court

'roo‘m‘; which have been crossed to the septic tanks. The officials of C&W, Lakki agreed
o mmove the defecls ‘

/\{l -Lhc exparision joints provided in the building have not been properly filled and
cp\;aed with-aluminum strips. Few _]Olms were coveied with steel plates which were
also not properly fixed. )

Foundatwn seulemenl was observed in one of the court.of Civil Judge and large cracks

were observed in the wall from both sides:

: Litigmli’s-éhéds'have not been mcluded in the estimate and therefore the genera) public

1s usmg the yerandas of the court rooms.

- ‘Poor elecmcal fittings have been mstalled

Quallty ot' alumlnum ]omery work in, the court rooms was observed as poor.

-3 dlfferent sizes and colof ceramic. “tiles have been used in the bathroom of retiring

“ room attached to the Sessxon Judge Comt whlch reflects poor workmanship and least

i mterest of the field staff. The W.C of the same bathroom was found broken and many

nles were also in damaged condition.

Leakage ‘was-observed in all the bathrooms of courts and residences.

Stccl gnll has-been fixed in between glass window pans and wire mesh window-pans in
the windows of 1651dences due to which it was difficult to open the glass windows.

Unseasoned wood have been used in the joinery of residences and therefore the

L occupants may face problems i opening and closing the door shutlers and shutters of

T e
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the occupants and also small Kids may fall in the.drain.

RECOM M ENDATIONS

5 i The M&E Du
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been nrovided inside

net pronerly insieliod and dlet

the cophod reflecting use ol poor

»  Anuncovered large drain passes through the Session House which may be hazardous ©

ectorate holds responsible the following officersiofficials of C&W

Departmem Lakkl Marwat

S#. | Name ’ «Of
: Ofﬁcexs/Otﬁmals

.Destanauon

-{ Responsibility

1. | Ahmad I}Jawaz_-

The lhen Deputy Duectm,
WE&S' Deptt Lakki Marwat

Wrong estimation of PC-1,  with no
planning, faulty tendering. unauthorized
-| payments without T.S. and release of
payment against sub standard work.

£
e

2. | Asif igbal

'The thcn EDO / Deputy

Dlrectm W&S Deptt:- Lakkn

‘Marwat. -

_Faulty tendering, unauthorized payments

without T.S. and release of payment
against sub.standard work.

Muhammad - -
Hamayoun:-

(¥5)

The ; then Deputy Duecton
W&S Deptt Lakki Marwat.

Unauthorized payments without T.S. and
release of payment against sub standard
work.

4. | Saeed Rahmun.

The then Deputy Director,
W&S Deptt: Lakki Marwat.

Unauthorized payments without T.S. ‘and
release .of payment against sub standard
work.

5. | Ahmad Nuwaz

The then Assistant Director.
W&S Deptt: Lakki Marwat.

Wrong estimation of PC-L with no
planning, unauthor: ized payments without
T.S. and release of payment against sub
standard work.

6 | Tlayal Ullah Jan

“The-then Sub-Engincer.

Payment against.sub standard work.

7. | Abdul Ghaffar - -

“The then Sub-Engineer. -

Payment against sub standard work.

E Niamat Ullah’ :

| Sub: Engmeer

)

Payment agamst' sub standard work.

Itis proposed that strict discnpimary actxon may be takemn agamst the above officers as

per the ‘char ge

llabxhtles for provmcxal govemment

. Comprehenswe quality testing of all the componenté of 'the project including non-

s mentloned in the table agamst each ofﬁcexlofﬁcxal who have created

destr uchve tests shall be-carried out through weil repuled !aboratmy/agency, preferabl)

lhrough NWFP Umver51ty of: Engmeer & Techuology o determine their structural

stablhty

il Thc prolect shall be techmcally sancuoned and approval of the design of-the buildings

be obtamed ﬁom Ch\ef Engineer. C&W Department.

v The mattel of execution of unappl

) Competent Authorlty for decision.

oved works shall be brought to. the notice: of

v The defects pomted out in Para-4 (vu) & (viii) shallibe rectified-at risk and cost of th

ﬁeld staff of the C&W, Lakki Marwat uwolved in the pro;cct 1mplcmentauon .

o s

s




GOVT CF KHYBER PAK! !T Jn r< A
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEFARTMENT

No. SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010
Dated Peshawar, the Nov 05, 2010

—

Syed Mujahid Saeed
Superintending Engineer (BS-19)
0O/Q Chief Engineer (O&M)
irrigation.Department, Peshawar

Subject: PHYSICAL VERIFICATION OF THE SCHEME "CONSTRUCTION OF ',' i
JUDICIAL COMPLEX LAKKI MARWAT” UNDER AJP o

! | am-directed to-refer to the subject noted above and to state that the competent
authority. (Chlef Minister). has'been pleased to appoint you as inquiry officer to conduct
formal inquiry under RSO 2000 in the subject case against the following offi cers/officials

of C&WV: Department /
1. - Ahmad-Nawaz, XEN Building Division
i Kurram Agency (OPS)

! 2. Asif Igbal,-Assistant Design Engmeer
: * 0/O Chief’ Engineer (CDO) C&W Peshawar

3. Muhammad Hamayum
Executive Engineer
WS&S Division FR Bannu/Lakki-

4. Hayatullah Jan, Sub Englneer

N O/0.XEN. \N&S Dmsnow Orakzai Agency at narylglu o Q/Q/V /\/\)[
5. Abdul-Ghafoor, Sub Englneer : B
C/O Secretary PHE Deptt, Peshawar A
6. - Niamat Ullah, Sub Engineer . f p‘”\‘
O/O XEN C&W Division Lakki Marwat :
2. I am further dlrected fo ‘enclose herewith ‘copies of the charge sheets 4 .d

statemerit of ailegations duly signed by the competent authority (Chief Minister) with the |
- request to serve these upon the above accused: officers/offcials and initiate:proceedings -
-against. them: under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service
(8pecial - ‘powers) Ordmance 2000 and submit the inquiry repo wrthm 25 d ysy
positively.

Encl: As above ' . (RAHIM DSHAH)
ECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
Endst even No & date’
1. Chlef Engmeer (Centre) C&W Peshawar. He is.requested to depute an ofﬁcer to assis -«
inquiry offlcer and prowde Rirn’ ail relevant record as required to the.inquiry officer.

" 2. Copy- alongwrth copy -of the charge sheet/statement of allegations is forwarded for
information- with :the :direction- to appear before the inquiry officer on the date, time and
place ﬂxed by him for.the purpose of inquiry praceedings to the fol!owmg offzcer=/off1c:als

i. Ahmad Nawaz XEN: Building Division Kurram Agency (OPS) .

il As:f !qbal Assustant Desrgn Engmeer OIO Chief Engmeer (CDO) C&W. Peshawar :

. )0 iv. Havatu!lah Jan “Sub: Engmeer O/O XEN W&S Division Orakzal Agency at- Ha'ngu
\) . v Ahdul Ghafodr. Sub Engineer C/O Secretary PHE Deptt, Peshawar




CHARGE SHEET

Whereas, |. Amir Haider Khan Hoti. Chief Minister. Knyber Pakhiunkhwa
as Competent Authority. charge you. Ahmad Nawaz, Assisiant Engineer (BS-17)
C&W Department, presently, posted as XEN Building Division Kurram Agency
{OPS).

“That you while posted as Deputy Director (OPS)/Assistant Director defunct W&S
Lakki Marwat was committed irregularities in the “Construction of Judiciai
Complex Lakki Marwat” under AJP as it has been established that the prepared
PC-1 was deficient as many necessary components of Judicial Complex e.g. Bar
Room, Latrine Block, External Electrification, External Water supply, Mosque,
Library and furnishing were not included in the PC-l, besides this estimates of
such mega projects like Judicial courts, lockups are prepared on the basis of
detailed drawings and design of buildings which needs special attention in
respect of its planning, usage, safety, architectural look, structural strength where
PC-I of the Project does not contain proper drawings or design which resuited in
planning and execution flaws. According to ctause-56 of CPW code, technical
sanction must be obtained before the construction of the work as commenced as
its certified that design of building is structurally sound and that the estimates
are accurately calculated based on adequate data in the instant project, the T.S.
was supposed to have been accorded by the Chief Engineer but the then EDO
has technically sanctioned the estimate in piecemeal, therefore, have exercised
the powers of Chief Engineer which is not permissible according to the CPW
code, therefore, it established that the project stili needs technical sanction-and
~on the other hand you have made un-authorized payment without T.S. and
release of payment against sub/standard work” ¢

2. By reasons-of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct
under Section-3 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special Powers)
Ordinance, 2000 and have rendered yourself to all or any of the penalties
specified in the Section-3 of the Ordinance ibid.

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within
seven (7) 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 putin and in that case exparte action shall follow against you.

5. Intimate whéther you desire to be heard in person.
6. A Statement of Allegations is enclosed.
(Amir Haider Khan Hoti)
Chief Minister

Khyber Pakthunkhwa
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION .
Whereas, |, Amir Haider Khan Boti, Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhiunkhwa,

as Competent Authority, am of the opinion that Anmad Nawaz. Assistant

Engineer (BS-17) C&W Depa.rtmerit, presently, posted as XEN Building Divisicn

Kurram Agency (OPS) has rendered himself liable tc be prcce'eded against as he

committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of Section-3 of the
"Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000:-

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

“That he while posted as Deputy Director (OPS)/Assistant Director defunct W&S

Lakki- Marwat was - committed irregularities in the “Construction of Judicial

Complex-Lakki Marwat™ under AJP asit has been established that the prepared
PC-1 was:deficient as many necessary.components of Judicial Complex e.g. Bar
Room, Latrine Block;: External Electrification, External Water supply, Mosque,
Library :and -furnishing- were not included in the PC-1, besides this estimates of

such mega projects like Judicial courts, lockups are prepared on the basis of

detailed - drawings- and’ design of buildings which needs special attention in
respect of its planning; usage, safety, architectural look, structural strength where
PC-| of the Project does not contain:proper drawings or design which resulted in
planning and execution: flaws. According: to clause-56 of CPW code, technical
sanction must be obtained before the construction of the work as commenced as
its certified that design .of building is -structurally sound and that the estimates
are accurately calcutated based on adequate data in the instant-project, the T.S.
was supposed to have been accorded by the Chief Engineer but the then EDO
has technically-sanctioned the estimate in piecemeal, therefore, have exercised
the powers -of Chief ‘Engineer which.is not permissiblé ‘according to the CPW
code, therefore; it established- that the project still- needs technical sanction and
on the other hand he has made un uthorized payment without T.S. and release
of payment;agamstsubistandard: 2 o

2. ‘For the:purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with

" reference to {he above allegations, an Inquiry Committee consisting- of the
) _folldwing is cor'.)_stituted under Section-5 of the Ordinance:-

L E0a 5 gt M(Ljah’xa\ 69-;7{
_ =4

3. . ,Thé Inquiry- Committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of the

Ordinaﬁce; provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its

' findiﬁgsiand make; within 25 days of receipt of this order, recommendations as to
" punishment or dth'erappropriate action against the accused. "

4, “The accused-and a well conversant représentative of thé:'Dep'artrﬁent shall

join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Inquiry Committee.
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SECRE,

'OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER (O&M) WING
IRRIGATION DEPARTMENT KHYBER PAKIITUNKHWA PILSHAVV &R

Phone No. 091-9212116 Fax No. 091- 9212652

/IB/A/PA to SE(HQ) : Dated Peshawar the} 3/01/201 I

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

STl 'PHYSICAL VERIFICATION OF THE SCHEME “CONSTRUCT ION OF
g UDICIAL COMPLEX LAKKI MARWAT” UNDER'AJP.

S oIIrence:- ;Your-letter No.SO(E)/C&WD/8-13/2OIO,d- ated 5-1 1-2_010.

— .

Enclosed please ﬁnd ‘herewith enquiry report (in duplicate) on the: subject noted above

with connected documents for favour of further necessary action please.

TG,

-89,

Ty,

ERONIE .-\s; above '

'
MUJAHID SAEED
TENDING ENGINEER HQ
ENQUIRY OFFICER

z
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)
K
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il
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g ENQUIRY REPORT

- Sl - PHYSICAL VERIFICATION OF THE SCHEME “CONSTRUCTION OF
’ JUDICIAL COMPLEX LAKKI MARWAT” UNDER AJP.

» +*Th& undersigned was appomted as Enquiry Officer. for the subject noted "work through""-

:,Sv:i‘?:x.:\ o Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C&W Department v1de letter No: SO (E)/C&WD/S-
:-A:’@w dated 05/11/2010. The charge sheets and statements of allegation duly approved by the. .

nespeient authority (Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) were sent for serving on the following

wrmsed officersfofficials of the C&W Department with the direction to conduct formal enquiry

s RSO 2000 and submit the report (Annexure-l).

", Muhammad Hamayun, Executive Engmeer, W&S Division FR Bannu / Lakki
". M. Asif Igbal, Design Engineer, 0/O Chief Engineer (CDO) C&W Department Peshawar.
- %r. Ahmad Nawaz, Executive Engineer, Building Division Kurram Agency
*". .M. Havawllah Jan, Sub Engineer, 0O/O Executive Engineer Works and Services Division
. -+ OrzXzai Agency at Hangu
P ..\f _ Abdul Ghaffor, Sub Engineer, C/O Secretary PHE Department Peshawar.
' M Niamatullah, Sub Engineer, O/O Executive Engmeer C&W Dmslon, Lakki Marwat

e

e charge sheets along with statement of allegations were accordingly served upon all the - !

X “a-;:amﬂ'sfo&xcials vide a covering memo bearing office No. 7475-81/IB/PA/SE (HQ) dated

"ﬁumi@h replies up to 15/11/2010. The Chief Engineer (Centre), C&W Department was
- -vide memo No.7438- 40/IB/PA/SE (HQ) dated November 08, 2010 for furnishing of the
:ec =d and nomination of an officer of hlS department for assnstance in the enquiry process

. S°cretarv C&W in his letter No SOE/C&WD/8- 1:/2010 dated December 8§, 2010

T

ox

&

N3
.

W -exon:i and was also nominated for helpmg the enquiry process. Inspite of reminders

m; gersigned, mstrucuon of Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Department along with that of

Ao

aa-'Gau. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, C&W Depanment the record could not be prov1ded

£
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ail inspection the matter was discussed with the Séssion Judge Lakki Marwat.and Senior Civil -k

¢ Mr. Mohammad Masud Khan for gettmg their view point.

lI‘J

The record was collected during site visit on November 26, 2010. The office of Sec:éetary
W Department was requested to provide copies of previous enquiry reports which were sent
%k their office letter No: SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010 dated Novemberll, 2010 (Annexure-V). The

against statement of allegation and charge sheet were received from the accused
rs/officials on November 15, 2010 & November 24, 2010 which are attached as (Annexure-
%= A, B, Cand D).

%  Personal hearing of all concerned officers and official was conducted on December 31, 2010 -
z 1 guestioner was served upon all the accused (Annexure- VII). Replies to the questioner were
rrrished by the accused on January 03, 2010 (Annexure-VIII- A, B, C, D and E).

EINDINGS/OBSERVATIONS

‘) The record reveals that Judicial Complex Lakki Marwat has been constructed under Access
= sustice Programme. PC-1 for the work with a cost of Rs.95.404 (M) was approved by the PDWP
a3 m meeting held on May 16, 2005 with followmg scope of work:-

¢, Name of Works ‘ Estimated Cost
1 Court Room 12 No ' Rs.2,90,65,000
2 Vender Shed and Prisoner Lockup _ Rs.68,95,000
kN Residences 12 No - Rs.1,55,77,405
4. | Furnishing of Court Room . Rs.9,98,000
I 7 Record Room Rs.10,00,000
27 Guard Room ' T [Rs3,00000
7. Compound Wall of Residences Rs.18,76,000
& 7 Infraswucture ‘ ‘ Rs.1,11,40,500
Total | Rs. 6,68,51,905
w Comtingency 3,34,259
ShE 2 dhave : 2,82,18,189
Grand Total | 9,54,04,353

Page 2 of 6
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3% g the staied instruction given by Regis'trar and Honorable Chief Justice of Peshawar High Court

its initial construction stage.

:uring their visits of the project at
%. No | Additional Works ‘ | Estimated Expenditure
‘ Cost ,
Rs.52,52,000 Rs.46,96,000

1. | Tube Well, Pumping Machinery, Pumping Chamber,

Overhead Reservoir and Distributary System .
5 | External Electrification . Rs.23,00,000 Rs.23,00,000
3. | Public latrine Rs.3,77,100 Rs 3,58,600
4. | Bar Room R Rs.18,84,700 5. 9,70,400
w | Mosque Rs.21,94,000 Rs 18,41,000
| Type-V Quarter with Session House Rs.6,02,000 Rs.3,00,000
i Store Room/Laundry with all the 12-Residences Rs.13,32,100° Rs.13,32,000

S | Garages with all the Re51dences 12 No Rs.14,64,000 Rs. 8,40,000 |
9. \ Rs.33,47,000 Rs. 7,10,000

| Brick Paved Road .
i E Additional boundary around the Judicial Complex Rs.3746900 Rs.21,20,575

(ongmal cost Rs.10,67,000/-)
1.1 3 Guard Room : Rs.17,24,400 | Rs4,97 ,046
»2.. Car Shed Rs.49,00,000 Rs.31,87,000
' Total | Rs.2,71,91,200 Ws.19,15,3221 .

N Apparently it seems that the approved charge sheet has been based on the preliminary

ATV ’*onducted by the M&E Section of P&D Department w1th following few considerable

| sdditional works costing to Rs. Rs. 2,71, 91, 200/- million have been tendered and partielly

svacuted at site without approval of the competent forum, thus uncovered and illegal

izbility of Rs. 27.19 (M) has been 1ncurred

% ia wviolation 59 CPWD code he project scope was split into 24 num

_mznaging local tendering and avoiding technical sanction by Chief Engineer who’s office is

A

ber of sub works for

single project) and award of technical

2 proper forum for approval of the tenders (As a

semzrion for project documents.

o+ The project has been executed in a non Engineering way on the patron of small scale

audkEres 25 no quality control record and material testing data has been maintained during

l.a*s::."m.mn,. of the complex.
ToOSeCt | WAS DO mopem planned in consultation with the stack hol
ges in scope of work with total alteration in the original

der which

3 freguent major char

fave also been pointed out in the enquiry report of P&D Department which

BRI m,m:“‘* o) ne rectified.
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- :nning the Judiciary Complex was part of common offices complex to be erect

replies of the accused officers/officials and detail site inspection

4

The perusal of record,
of P&D Department report regard unauthorized execution of

rusal of approved PC-1 reveled that in original

ed on the available

- -zaled that the observation

- sional scope of work is based on fact. The pe

£ 80 kanals but later on the direction of District Administration a separate area of 160 kanals

.+ allotied for the Judiciary Complex to be constructed in an independent bounded area. This

a total change in the original approved scope of work but the revised PC-1 covering

pe of work is not yet approved by the competent forum. The

sosasitated
=~ ‘na"lU"" and enhancement in sco
<ianal Officers/ Deputy Directors all the other 1ncumbent officers of the project period are

snsiple for this procedural irregularity.- It is, however, added that the additional works have

given by the Judiciary heads and were also actually needed at

“e=- c2rried out in light of instruction
‘ch could not be conceived due to ilt planning at the time of formulation of pIOJect hence no

‘ass 10 Government is involved. The officers have also shown negligence in timely

- wuomisetion of revised PC-Tand its approval by the competent forum.

Tniring the detail site inspection of physical work it was observed that the overall quality of

e - 2% zivil structure was by and large satisfactory as in. spite of regular public use for the last

s without any regular M&R the structure component were found intact. It was further

vt 27 some of the minor defects like provision of electric boards, lawn dressing, defects in

ditions, provision and repair of transformers, balance works in session house and two

’muque and servant quarters, leaking water supply pipes and overhead tank were all

- s ‘ocal office of C&W Department which fact has also been confirmed by their Chief

r- Hidayatullah Khan vide his inspection report (Annexure-1X). Some other visible -

smem smor coming like replacement of damaged joinery, provision of cupboard, provision of

fans, polishing of flooring, provision of shutter for garages and PC pointing on

s Sricmeshs could not be carried out due to reluctance of contractors and non availability of

sy

< for these items which were not covered in the original PC-1. The available

compaction tests were carried out for the filling and other compaction of road

- 1ests record was made available for the bricks, steel, PCC and RCC used in the

e o
T SIS I e ik

This confirms that the building works for the entire complexes were carried out in a

: wezy without the required quality control. (Test results of road work at Annexure -
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?'?Mx«@ The discussion during personal hearing and the written .statements of the accused

sHieers/officials confirms that splitting of tenders and execution of unappfoved addmonal scope of
=7k has been carried out by the C&W lesxonal ofﬁcers on- the so ca_lled instruction of the
cwliciary heads for which they have later on framed the revised PC-1 and detail project estimate
wiien are yet to be approved by the competent forums. I am of the personal opinion that had the

7.1 and detail project estimate been approved on the basis of actual work done and required at sits.

& sz the procedural irregularities conducted by the officers of C&W Department would have been -

wvzred to a great extent and the balance works would have been completed/rectified as per

rrament.

B R AL

EANCLUSION

rullowing facts are concluded.
An unapproved scope of work for additional components costing to about 27.19

; - million rupees has been executed partially or completely for which the approval of

competent forums is not yet obtained.

2. The local divisional officer have un-authorizly splitted the project work in 24 number

E . sub works to avoid the approval/sanction of project estimate and tender by the Chie”

Engineer of the Department.

: : : Except road work, the other civil structures have been constructed in non-engineering
way without quality control.

< The project was not properly planned / designed in consultation with the end users

which necessitated frequent changes.

Mzny ot the minor nature defects pointed out by the local judges“and other inspecting

f:

sfficers have been rectified while the remaining could not be get rectified due to

reluciznce of contractor because of non availability of funds and approval of revised

P(-1. These defective works may be rectified by the contractors before finalization of -

u.. -:‘cr'@cme contracts.

hding Eng e
76y trr: Depits
kaPycsl}ulVaf
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mE CONMDMENDATIONS ‘

~s almost all the six accused officers are in one way or the other involved in the above

rregularities hence they are required to be proceeded against them under the rules. It is

~ended that:-

. Ahmad Nawaz who remained ‘as Divisional Ofﬁcer and Sub D1v1510nal ofﬁcer being
zsponsible for splitting of tenders, according of Technlcal Sanction in peace meal and
zmacution of work thhout requu’ed quahty control and il plannmg at the txme of project
“zrmulation, a major penalty may be imposed and demoted back by one rank

i Asif Igbal was involved in the project as Divisiona icer and EDO is recommended

posing minor penalty of stoppage of two increments for according technical sanction

-~ peace meal, execution of work without proper quahty control and release of payment for

oproved scope of works.

i, MMuhammad Hamayun was involved in the project for a short period is recommended

L

imposing minor penalty of censure for his involvement in execution of work without
o _“»: guality contro} and release of payment for unapproved scope of works.

s T ™D Sub Engineers namely Mr. Hayatullah Jan and Mr. Abdul Ghafoor being

-z‘m&.‘j.:%i“” for execution of unapproved work in non engineering way w1thout requlred

ontrol pract1ces are recommended for i 1mposmg mmor penalty of stoppage of two

emients.

Sub Engineer namely Mr. Niamatullah who was incharge of road work has

: the required lab testing and quality control in the road works hence o 1rregular1ty

:
h,j

roved against him and he may be exonerated of the charges.

Syed Mohammad Mujahid Saeed
(Exquiry Officer)

Superidtending Engineer (H/Q),

Irrigation Department,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Superintending Enghneer
(H/Q Irr: Deptis
NWEP Pesiuwar
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

NO.SOG/C&W/2-29/RTI/Dy N0.05 /2015
Dated Peshawar the 26.05.2015

T0

Mr.Ahmad Nawaz; .
Viliage-Hurmaz, Tehsii Mirali,
North Waziristan Agency.

SUBJECT: 'APPEAL AGAINST'PHISICAL VERIFICATION OF THE SCHEME
" . “CONSTRUCTION: OF JUDICIAL .COMPLEX AT DISTRICT
. I.AKKI MARWAT" (UNDER AJP).

-
~

| am Adlrected to refer to -your application dated
23/02/2015 on ‘the subject noted - above and to state that:your
request nas-been considered under the Right to information Act,
2013 and the following. documents are. hereby forwarded as
requested please: -
1. Photocopv of initial Inquiry Report made by the Ex-Chief
Engineer (Centre) Mr Hidayatuliah Khan regarding. the scheme.

2. Final comments of the -Ex- Secretary Communrcatlon & Works
Department Mr: Habib Ali Khan regarding the charges against

you.
€7IONOFFICER (GENERAL)

'co'py forWarded-for information to:-

’I The Assrstant Reglstrar Right to lnformatlon Commission, 7th
' . Floor; Tasneem Plaza; Near Benevolent Fund Building,6™ Saddar
' Road, Peshawar.

2: The Deputv Secretarv (Admln/PIO) C&W Department, Peshawar.

ENDST OF EVEN.NO. & DATE




\’;l

\>

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

NO.SOG/C&W/2-29/RTI/Dy No.5 /2015
Dated Peshawar the 19.02.2015

MOST IMMEDIATE
To
. . Vaf-.
Mr.Ahmad Nawaz, \
Village Hurmaz, -

Tehsil Mirali,
North Waziristan Agency

SUBJECT: APPDAL AGAINST PHYSIC VERIFICATION . OF THE
: . : ~ JUDI .EX AT

I am  directed - to refer to ‘your applications dated:21.01.2015 and
18.02.2015 on the subject noted above and to state that your request has been considered

under the Right to Information-‘Act, 2013 and the following documents are hereby

forwarded as requestedplease:-

i Formal Inquiry Report.
ii. = C&W Department letter No.SOE/C&WD/1-53/89, "
: dated:03:12:2014. : '
iil. Final decision of Competent Authority order ie., C&W
_ Department order No.SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010, dated: 31.10.2011
iv. ‘Termination Order No.74-E/292/CE/C&WD, dated: 11.07.2012.

| ‘G"" S
7/C§EMENE L ‘

Copy forwarded for. mformahon to:-

ENDST OF EVEN NO. & DATE

1. Assistant Reglstrar, nght to Information Commission, 7th Floor, Tasneem Plaza,
. Near: Benevolent Fund Building, 6t Saddar Road, Peshawar.
2. The Deputy Secretary (Admn) /PIO, C&W Department Peshawar.

T



GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :
~ COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010
Dated Peshawar, the February 10, 2011

Mr Ahmad Nawaz -
Executive: Engmeer (OPS)

~ Building Division Kurram Agency.
at Parachinar

Subject:

'JUDICIAL COMPLEX, LAKK! MARWAT” UNDER AJP

I am directed. to refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herethh

two coples of the show - cause - Notice contalnlng tentatlve major penalty of

PHYSICAL VERIFiCATION OF THE SCHEME “CONSTRUCTION ‘OF .

““reduction-to Iower postlgradei a!ongwnh inquiry report conducted by mqwr‘y]

returned to - thls Department after - having sngned as a token of recelpt

immedlateiy;

2. - You are dlrected to: submlt your reply, if any, W|th|n 7 days of the delwery

of this Ietter, otherwnse |t w:ll be presumed that you have nothmg to put in your

defence and ex~pa:ty actlon will follow.

person or otherwise.

(RAHIM:BADSHAH) *
QECTION OFFICER (ESTT) :

officer Engr’ Syed Muhammad: Mu1ahtd Saeed; Supenntendlng Engmeer lrngatton B

Department and 1o state’ that the 2"° copy of the. show cause '\lotlce may: be ‘

3. You are further directed to intimate _whethe‘r you. desire to be-heatd in




SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, Amir Haider Khan Hoti, Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as
. compet”ént authority do hereby serve you, Ahmad Nawaz, Assistant Engineer
_ ' (BS-17) C&W :Department, presently, XEN-Building Division Kurram Agency
(OPS).under Removai from Service (Special‘Powers) Ordinance, 2000 'with this
notice -for the charges mentioned in the disciplinary action/statement of .
| allegations. already served upon you vide C&W Department's  endorsement
" No.SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010 dated:05.11.2010.

2. That on going: through the inquiry report of the inquiry officer, material on
record and-other 'connected-.dogu’ments, | am satisfied that the following charges:
leveled against you have been-proved:-

“That you while posted-as Deputy Director (OPS)/Assistant Director defunct W&S
Lakki .Mannla_t;i_;-WaS;ajcom'r'.ﬁit,.t'e_'d_;';:irregularit'ié“s,"-" in:the “Construction of Judicial-
Complex Lakki‘Marwat”.under- AJP. as-it has: been established that the prepared
PC- was deficient as many necessary components of Judicial Complex e.g. Bar
Room, Latrine Block, External- Electrification, External Water supply, ‘Mosque,.
Library and furnishing were not. included inthe PC-1, besides this estimates of
such mega:projects like Judicial courts, lockups are prepared on the basis of
detailed -drawings and design of buildings- which needs ‘special attention in
respect of its planning, usage, safety, architectural look, structural strength where
PC-| of the Project does not contain proper drawings or design which resulted in
planning and execution flaws. According to clause-56 of CPW code, technical
sanction must be obtained before the construction of the work as commenced as
its certified that design of building is structurally sound and that the estimates
are accurately calculated based on adequate data in the instant project, the T.S.
was supposed to have been accorded by the Chief Engineer but the then EDO
has technically sanctioned the estimate in piecemeal, therefore, have exercised .
the powers of Chief Engineer ‘which is not permissible according to the CPW
code, therefore, it established that the project still needs technical sanction and
on the other hand you have made un-authorized payment without T.S. and
release of payment.against: subistandard.work; '

3 That as a result thereof, | as the authority in the exercise of powers

conferred on me under RSO 2000, have tentatively decided to impose upon-you

the major/minor penalty(s) of * MMM + J_qumfz%vw& .

”

4. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid
penalty should:not be imposed upon you, and intimate whether you desire to be
heard in person. -

5. lfno re"ply-:t"o this notice is received- within seven days of its delivéry, it
shall.be preéumédfthat.you have no defence to put in and an exparte action will
be taken.againstyou. : :

6. Tﬁe cbpyfof:the'_fresh inquiry report is.enclosed.

R (Amir Haider Khan Hoty >4

~ Chief Minister

e dane Daldadoinbhus




%

: GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
COMMUNICT!ON & WORKS DEPARTMENT

£
) i
o o Dated PeshaWar, the Oct 31. 2011 ‘ :
ORDER: ——
 No.SOE/C&WD/8-13/2010: WHEREAS,. Mr Ahfnad Nawaz, Assistant '

Engineer (BS-17) C&W Departrient, presently workifig as XEN Building Division
" Kurram Agency (OPS) was proceeded against-under the Khybér Pakhtunkhwa’
Removal from Service (Special Power) Ordinarice: 2000 for the alleged -
irregularities committed in the “Coristruction of Judicial Complex Lakki Marwat’ ,
under AJP ", . : T

DR ~——;¢—-—:yv{—!v-)r’-_ﬁm"’\‘P,¥?—“{l‘\‘:"\4."l/”l_t'i TR )

2. AND Wl—tEREAS for the said act of misconduct he was served with charge
sheets/statement of allegations. :

3. AND WHEREAS, Engr Syed Muhammad MUJahld Saeed Supenntendmg . t
Engmeer Irrigation Department was appomted as inquiry officer, who subriitted
inquiry report. -

4, AND WHEREAS, show cause Notice for imposition of major penalty of
“reduction to lower’ post[grade" was served upoh the accuséd officer alongwith a
copy of inquiry report, who submitted his reply. ' _

5. NOW THEREFORE, the- competent a’utho'rity after havirig considered the
charges, material on record, inquiry report of the inquiry committee, in exercise. of
the powers: conferred by: Section-3 of Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Removal . from
Services (specral powers) Ordinance 2000, has been pleaséd to impose the major
penalty of “reduction to lower. postlgrade’* upon the: aforemehtionsd officer. The

competent authonty is further pleased to remain the said penalty enforce for 3
years upon him:

6.  Consequent upon to-“reduction to lower post/grade” of Ahmad Nawaz C&W
Department.is hereby directed to report to G&W -Secretairat for further posting as
Sub Engineer (BS-11). : _
Seécretary to
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Communication & Works. Department
‘Endst of even number and date ' o
Copy ls forwarded to the:=
- Additiohal Chief Secretary FATA Secretatiat, Warsak Road Peshawar
2) Accountant Geheral Khyber Pakhunkhwa, PeshaWar '
3)  AlCh ef Englneers C&W Péshawar
4)  Ohigf. Engineer | FATA W&S Peshawar -
5) Seoretary {(Admn & Coordination) FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road, Peshawar
6) Execut ]Ve tingmeer Building Divisior- Kutram Agericy at Patachinar
7) Agency Accounts Officer Kurram Agency at Parachinar
8) PS to Chiéf Secretary Khyber Pakhuhkhwa, Peshawar '
9) PSito Secretary Establishment Deptt, Khyber:-Pakhunkhwa, Peshawar
10)  Incharge Computer: Centre C&W Department Peshawar
11) PSto. Secretary C&W Peshawar.
12) OffICIaI concerned

13)  Office’ order FlleIPersonal File.

SECTION OFFICER (ESTI‘) .




. GOVT OF KHYBER. PAKHTUNKHWA
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. SOE/C&WD/1-53/89
Dated Peshawar, the January 03, 2012

—

The Secretary-(Admn & Coord)
FATA:Sectt; Warsak® I?oad
Peshawar ‘ o )

Subject: Absenc‘:e from Duty
Dear Sir, | |

P | am directed to refer to the subject noted above and state that one Mr Ahrmad:
Nawaz, whlle workmg as XEN- Bu1ld1ng Division: Kurram Agency (OPS) was proceeded .
against under RSO 2000 for al!eged rrregulantres committed in the “Construction of
Judicial Complex Lakki Marwat under AJP”. After fulfillment of all codal formalities, the
competent authority :mposed major penalty of “reduction to lower post/grade” upon. the

“said officer. Accordmgly, the Deptt issued order of the reduction to lower post/grade as
Sub Engineer for the -aforementioned official on 31.10.2011 with the direction to report

to C&W Sectt for further pos’ting as Sub Engineer (copy enclosed). However, the

official has not yet reported his arrival to the Deptt nor any information is received from f
Chief Engineer Centre nor Chief Engineer FATA/FATA Sectt regarding the charge

relinquish certificate of the po'stiof XEN Building Division Kurram Agency so far.

2, It zs therefore requested to intimate whether the said official (Ahmad Nawaz) the
then XEN Building Division Kurfam- -Agency (OPS) has relinquished-the char rge of the

|1 said post or still illegally performmg his duties as XEN-Building Division Kurram Agency l
; His whereabouts may:also be intimated to this Department. '
ﬁ ] -

Yours faithfully

o

(RAHIM BADSHAH)

= f & PS%O q/VI /f/ SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
. 7 Endsté¥en No, &date : -

Copy forwarded to ihe

Chref Eng:neer (Centre) C&W Peshawar. He.is requested to intimate the status of
__arrival of the aforementioned: official (Ahmad-Nawaz) in-his office, if the said official
/) didInot report his arrival in-his: ‘office, then disciplinary action under efficiency and

T disciplinary_rules 2011 may be initiated against the aforementloned official for not
complying with the orders of competent authority.

2. Chief. Engineer FATA W&S Peshawar. He is requested-fo please intimate the
i present position of the case. s '

- 3. PS to Secretary C&W Depariment, Peshawar ’ '

’ _ L o SECTION OFFTC{(ES-TT)- -




-
y

2 ' , ' . GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
2, Yy COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

No. SOE/C&WD/1-53/89
Dated Peshawar, the February 28, 2012

T A /

The Chief Engineer (Centre)

C&W, Peshawar .- | . , P(/ ( /('}.

Subject: Absence fro ‘Duty. -

I am: drrected to refer to thrs :Deptt's letter of even number dated 03. 01 2012
i addressed to FATA Sectt and copy endorsed to you with the request to- rntzmate the ,
s |
status of arrival of the Ahmad Nawaz in your office, if the said official did not Teport his

arrival in your offlce then dlSClp!mary action under Efficiency and- Disciplinary Rules

2011 mayf be. rnrt_rated;.agarnst him for_not. complying -with the orders of competent -

authority, however, no response has been received so far.

2. it is, therefore, requested' to initiate disciplinary proceedings against Ahmad

Weer downgraded from the post of Assistant En Jje_eLiQr_hLS_WlmJ_ |

absence from offlcral duties and-not complymg with the Admlmstratrve Deptt orders as

well as competent ,af‘uthority orders, if the said official has not yet reported in your office

undér.intimation to tEris Depart_nj_e_r_tj;____

—

RAHIM BADSHAH) |
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)-

:'5" = ™Endst even No. & date -
Copy forwarded to the: - A _ , '
1. Chief Engineer FATA W&S Peshawar.
i 2. PSto Secretary C&W Department Peshawar
CE. G@W Saptu ’ /
{05 hire)
IRV : . ' ’ %‘y

i o2l |
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—t - -
— l l !,91/
GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT
No. SOE/C&WD/8 24/2010
~ Dated Peshawar, the April 28,2012

P " 'The Chief Engineer (Centre) ok g
- C&W-Peshawar - 7
Subject: Inqu:rv reqarqu newly Constructed Buildin District Jall

' 'Lakkl Marwat '

1 am dlrected to refer to .your office letter No. 749wE/74/CE/C&WD dated

S “"313 04.2012, whereby you- ‘have'informed that Ahmad Nawaz Ex-SDO (reverted to

the post of Sub Engmeer) was directed to report to Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W
Peshawar for duty dated 16. 03 2012 but he has not reported till-date. Final notice .

L is being |ssued at- hlS home address to resume his duties and also -explain

3 reasons for hiS willful absence. Copy of charge sheet/SOAs on’ ‘account of
ti‘ subject case is lying in Chief _Engineer office undelivered due to the fact,
therefore the commrttee constituted for the former lnqulry\may be informed of the

position. SR .

2. Itis submltted that- your referred letter was processed and Secretary C&W
observed that the fmal notice is being |ssued to his home_address, whtle the

charge sheet/SOAs bemg sensmve nature documents are lying pendlng in | your

office, therefore, it was decided to ask you to deliver the charge sheet/SOAs to

the accused ofﬁmal through special messeng_er without any excuse the

documents belng atime limit case.

T

i Tt s, therefore requested to take necessary action in llght of Secretary

c&w dlrectlons and deliver the charge sheet/SOAs to the accused- official
(Ahmad Nawaz) through spemal messenger without any excuse being

sensitive nature’ documents as WeI! as time limit case and | am further dsrected to

CF CRW Deptt ’
(Cwm,geﬁue 5t you to lnltrate immediate action against the said accused officer under

naey Mo, J g relevant rules for his willful absence from official duty since his demotion as
—— 7 - - —

v 9 - & -J8ub Engineer

! . .“-.

TN %/@W

ST | SECTION OFFICER (EC‘TT\
S ---E‘%létet even No & date '
—i—/ucepy— orwarded_.to PS to Secretary C&W Department, Peshawar

4 e o
R

T ; x | | SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)




GOVT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA i : ’

COMMUN{CATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT

‘No. SOE/C&WD/1-53/89

Dated Peshawar, the May 10 . '

>

The Chief-Engineer-(Centre)
C&W, Peshawar -

Subject: Abs_ence‘ffrom Govt Duty

mmm“ A | am directed to refer- to"‘:y.(l)ur office letter No. 74-E/451/CEIC&WD dated
02.04.2012, addressed to Ahmad-Nawaz Sub Engineer and directed him to report flrst as
Sub Engmeea on the basns that Admmastratlve Deptt could not 1ssued his retlrement
order, being downgraded offtcra! 10-the cadre post of Sub Engmecr and copy of the
same endorsed.to tn:s Department for advice, if the said official resrst to join the postmg

as Sub Engineer. e

2. It is submltted that the aforementioned official, while working as XEN (OPS)
Building Divisiory Kutram Agency downgraded to rank of Sub Engineer on the basis that
he committed xrregulantles in the ’ constructlon of JUdtClal Complex Lakki Marwat’ under

AJP. Besrdes this, another mqtury case is under process against him and not -yet

finalized, therefore,: how the -Deptt can allowed his retirement on the basis that
dismphnary proceedmgs agalnst him is not finalized nor the official complled wath the
admumstratwe Deptt as well as competent authority orders as he was directed.to. report
to the Deptt. Instead of to obeying the orders of the Administrative Deptt.as well as |
competent authonty orders, he remained silent, mum and not submitted his amva| to the

E Deptt tiff date.

'm'wm.--
g 3. lt is, therefore, requested to complete th the 'disciplinary proceedings . under the

. T _existing rules agalnst Ahr_nad Nawaz Sub Engineer on the basis of his willful absence

from official duty. S cE

?z,f?_*,u.tps:J

R J"t-'\

.
(RAHIM .BA SAH) 'nl
"SECTION OFFICER (ESTT) pemet LY

| Endst even No.'& date B
} Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary C&W- Department




REGISTERED/A.D ~ H¥ERE T -

et _ - OFFiCE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE) [

. COMMUNICATION 8 WORKS DEPARTMENT { ]
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR - )/(.7

No. 74-E/ &3 1cE! C&WD

Dated Peshawar the [/ 0312012 7(}
' : /

‘Ahmad Nawaz,

Resident of Village Hurmaz
Tehsil Mir Ali, )

North Wazrrlstan Agency

Subject: ABSENCE FRONI GOVT DUTY.:

It . has - been . intimated by: the Section Officer (Establishment) C&W.
Department: Peshawar that-a penalty of reduct:on to lower post/grade was: imposed uan‘
you vide Secretary C&W Department order No. SOE/C&WD/8- 13/2012’dated 31-10- 201@
on account  of alte_g&d irregularities commlttect in the “Construction of- Judlc:al Complex.
LakkiMarwat’. = « - ' o

T T e,

K;\/hereas you --were simultaneously directed by the Secretary C&W
Department to report. to C&W: Secretanat for further postlng -as Sub. Eng:neer (BPS 11) but
till yet neither you: reported in the C&W Secretariat .nor in this office. And as such you have )

por——

been found absent from government duty without any intimation.

N —

You are, therefore, directed to immediately report to C&W Secretariat for”

further posting and. also to explam the reasons-of your wnllfui absence and disobedience of

the government orders wnthm 15 days of the recelpt of this memo

~ In case of ‘non-compliance, stern disciplinary action under tne E&D Rules
2011 shall be'initiated.

| | . Z‘ (E R HIDAYATULLAH KHAN) |
| - CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE) -
C - ' Copy to- : t A;/'\‘WN/&- £V

1)_, - Secretary- ’to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C&W. Department with.
... reference to. his letter.No. SOE/C&WD/1 -53/89 dated 03 -01-2012 -
. and-even No. dated 28- 02-2012 for information.” :

2) Chief Engineﬁér (FATA) W&S Department Peshawar.

5'3)" ‘Executive Engineer Building Division Kurram -Aqency He is
requested to intimate when the official left the station and his

* position as Assistant Engineer/Executive Engineer: (OPS) of Kurram
~ Agency.

4y . Agency Accounts  Officer . Kurram Agency with reference to
S Secretary C&W Department orders- dated 31-10-2011 - for
. information and with the request to please apprise this office either-
the said ‘officer has been paid salaries, if so the period for which he
has been paid, so that further action is taken thereupon.

/
/

CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE)

&

Dalzhar & Alil’ (i)\leabllblunenl \74- E. DOC
W CaE \W\)-’ \

e tasntn At g A A ar s ko ms mawm o s geam e s Ceveen e R [ R R = =r.e




. /I B . ' \ Lo ~
‘ MOST IMMFDIATI‘ . o oy ) L
REGISTBRED ~ L . C/(” :
S OFFicE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER {CENTRE) -
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR /

No.74-E/ LS/ ICEICEWD .
Dated Peshawar the 210412012

[
]
4/
u;) -
i
i

-To

Mr. Aimad Nawaz
'Ex—Sub Dwrsronal Officer (Now revened to .
_the post of: Sub Engmeer)
" R:OWillage: ‘Harmaz, Tehsil Mir. Ali
North: WaziristaniAgency

" Subject. A_BSENC‘E;.FROM-GOVERNM_ENT:DU_TY.

iy Reference: . Your. application: No. SQ0/ANK-PF dated 30/03/2012 (received through ‘OCS
o ’ - Gourier Service No. R- 217 on 13/04/2012) o - .

1. : l am- drrected to refer to the: subject noted above and to say that it was restrng on
you that- jUSt after orders of your reduction to the cadre post of Sub Engrneer you ‘should have
reported in the- Commumcatron & Works. Department physrcalty and thereafter applied for

retirement but: rnstead you remamed absent from duty since 01° November 2011 till date

N . _‘
2. . As you have dellberately violated the rules/regulations & standing orders on this
account, you are once: agaln dtrected to report for duty and also to explain the reasons of your

Ewittfut ab_sencer.fr_om:duty,: _

3. . : Berrdes o above -you have: ‘been. further .charge sheeted in- another case on
account of rrregulantres in the "Newly Constructed Building of District Jail Lakki Marwat vide
Secretary C&W Department memo No SOE/C&WD/8 -24/2010 dated 07/03/2011 and an enquiry
_Committee constrtuted upon consrstmg of Engr: Javed Ahmad Turk Director’ EQAA C&W,
Abbottabad & Mr Muhammad Farid (PCS) Additional Commtssroner Hazara Dwrsron
_ Abbottabad The said-charge sheet & statement of allegation can not be served up'on you,‘. untit &

unless; you resume dutres with clarification of yourwrllful absence. "

"%' -4 tt may. further be noted that the lame excuses stating that you have applied for
‘ retirement wrth eﬁect from 01/11/2011 to the Secretary Communrcatlon & Works Department has ¥ |

;. ;lrrevalently been quoted -rather it is essential to report first as Sub Engineer .because your {

retlrement as. Sub Divisional Officer could: not be issued by the Secrefary C&W Department 3
being downgraded official to the rank of Sub Engineer. -

I

C/C (AM!NULLAH KHAN) = ¢
ADMlNISTRATlVE OFFICER - *
COpy forwarded to the:-

‘ 1.0 _ Section Officer. (Establlshment) ‘C&W- Department please refer to this offlceif o
memo No. 74- E/634ICE/C&WD dated 16/03/2012, A pRotocopy- of - apphcatron as. referred to
above is sent herewith for his information with the’ request to-tender his valuable-advice in the

matter, if the said official desist to jom the posting as Sub Engineer so that further action is taken:.
in the light of such-an advrce please. '

. ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER |

Daizhar.& Atif (t)tEslablisluugnt\"iltf-E.DOC




49 P o s A
. No. 70 | ANK-PF. , ~ Dated Mirali the. 3¢ 703/2012¢"
To, S S ' —_—

The Chief Engineer (Centre) ) / ‘
Communication & Works Department, ‘éf / 5 .
i)

Peshawar. - _ /
mf{{ |

Subject:  ABSENCE FROM GOVT DUT

Reference:  YourNo.74-E /634 / CE/C&WD, Dated: Peshawar the.16-03-2012.

: With reference to your:letter as referred above, it is submitted that I have sent a
_written request to the worthy Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa C&W Department
T myshawar for my retirement in the month of November 2011 ( Photo Copy. enclosed ), but no
«oTespanse from his office has so far. been received to me, the reason of which is not known to the

TNy
‘under-signed.

S Any how it is once again requested that I am no more in a position to continue my
furthegfgervice with the reason that' I am really seriously ill and having much more domestic’
-* problems at my village.. . '

.. For the reason mentioned, my request for my retirement with effect from /H
01-11-2011 may kindly be:accepted and.obliged. _ - e '

e e e

It is fuither requested. that I have received. salary till October 2011 only and after
that 1 have left my: station i-e Parachinar and submitted - written request straightaway for my
retirement on. 3rd November 2011, The same can be verified from the office of the Agency -Account
Officer Kurram at Parachinar. = -

\

Your cci)-operétion.‘in'thi/;; respect will highly be appreciated please.

MCE. cg@:['jc-['m; Yours Obediently.
© (Centre) -

: DaiyNe.. f55 ~ | . % :
e |Date 3 g Jrra | %, 3 | AT |
B CaseNo =~ - - | -~ . .-

cE (6‘ N , ' "~ Mr.Ahmad Nawaz ' .
) et . Village: Hurmaz, _ '
SE.(HQ) - . Tehsil: Mirali, . .

| DE(R&B) i o . - North Waziristan Ager}wvv
DE. (Tpgh)+

S (o DU
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No. 693 /ANK- PF Dated MirAli the. /5 /05/2012 ‘/‘f_
To. X9
28
The Chief Engineer (Centre) S —
Communication:& Works Department e
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. o ) '
_ Subject: RESIGNATION. /g;& -
" Your No. 74-E/451/CE/C&WD, Dated Peshawar the 21-04:2012.

Reference:

o As already explamed that I'am serlously ill, due to which I am no ‘more
ina. posmon to contmue my. further service in the Department.’

Copy forw;ard"e;:d' to:

Keepmg the. present posmon of my illness in v1ew, I have therefore got

PR

no other altematwe except to; submlt my. resmnatlon from the service.please.

—

Yours obedicntly,

Vxllage Hurmaz k
Tehsil: Mir ‘Al
North Waziristan Agency.

The Sectlon Officer (Estabhshment) C&W: Departrnent Peshawar

f01 his advance mformatlon and further necessary action.

(Cmtre)'

CE CEW Deptt: |-

U llc

T S @M’R AHMAD NAWA?)

C?.,{’ SN

;_5' -/ 2}

e PR )

Tehsil: Mir Ali,
North Waziristan Agency. -

[‘/‘ //,Lﬁ’ Village: Hurmaz,
5




0. 653 ‘/ANK:PF;'!::‘

Date_d Mirali the. 03 /11720141,

,and now I have faced a lot of domest
which I am really no more m a posmon to contmuc my f urther

.  Mr:Ahmad Nawaz
" Village: Hufmaz
. Tehsil: Mirali
North “Waziristan: Agcncy
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Dt ailiea mtaraaSE

-Agency, (when reverted to the post of Sub
Engincer) ina.disciplinary casc, have béen found absent we.f
101/11/201 l‘ahd ‘failed to report for duty in the Commumcauon
i& WorksDcpurtman -
Wwith'two notices at vour home address under
E/634/CE/C&WD dated 16/03/20!2 and
No.74-E/451/ 2&WD dated 21/04/2012,, to join vour dutics
.but did not compl) with the direction and remained absent.
You are lhcrcfore. now finally directed through this show cause
tiotice to report for dutv within 15-days of the publication of this
:notice with furthier, clarification of your paosition for -will ful
absence sinee 01711/2011 till vet. In casc of default , you scrvices
* will stand tcrmmatcd undchulo-9 ot the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
CIVIl Servants (EmCICRC) & Disciplinc)Ruies, 2011,
ENGR Z?ARD ALGKHATTA K i
G CHIERENGINEER(CENTRE) %
Also ava;luch on www.khyberpakhtunkhwa.gov.pk
. :INF(P)1629

- ———
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o i S

iYou, Mr. Ahmad Nawaz

R/O Village Hunmpaz Tehsil.Mir All, North
Waairistan Agenty, (when reverted to' ihe’post of Sub Engineer)
in a disciplinary case, have been found- absent w.e.f 01-11-2011
and Tailed to report for duty in the communication & works
Depariment. . - ]
You were served with two notices at your home
address under memo(s) No. 74-E/634/GE/C&WD dated
16:03:2012 and No. 74-E/451/CE/C8WD datay 21-04-2012, to
join your duties but did not comply. with fh'e direction and
remained absent. . S

Your are therefore now finally directed through this
show cause notice to report for Qul_g',wlth_ln 15-daxs of the
publication of this notice with further .cluriﬁcalioqtof your position

for WiToT"absence_Since 01/11/2011 Ll yet. In’case of defautt,

your services will slond torminafed under Rulo-9 of tho Khybar
Pakhiunkhwa Clvil Selmm
(ENGR. ZARD ALI KHATTAK): =+~
" Chief.Engineer (Centre)
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE) 7/4:
COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR 2//

No. 74- E/JS ICE/C&WD
Dated Peshawar the 4‘[ IOSv[ 2012

To

" The Director lnformat:on ~ . i
Government:of- Khybu.r Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawa; : :

Subject: SHOW CAUSE NOTICE ABSENTIA,

Piease find herewnth ‘seven copaes of Show Cause Notlce for
publlcatton/adverttsement m the Two' Ieadmg newspapers for two times.

DA/As above. .f ‘.
e 1 I TRATIVE OFFICER
)

Copy: to the Section Officer (Estabilshment mumcatton & WorKS;
; Department - Khyber: . Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar - with - reference to his " memo
R No. 'SOE/C&WD/8: 24/2010 dated 28/04/2012 and memo No. SOE/C&WD/1-53/89
dated 10/05/20712. A copy of notice as cited above is submitted for his record and

reference pfease
\o 27
- /-‘

A, : ~ ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

\

DNlzhar & Atif (INEstablishment\74-E, DOC -

d 1
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SHovv;oAuse NOTICE:

3

"You,- Mr * Ahmad Nawaz R/O Village Hurmaz Tehsrl Mir Ali, North
Waziristan Agency, (when reverted to the post of Sub ‘Engineer) in-a dlscrphnary
case, have been found absent w.e.f 01/11/2011 and failed to report for duty in the

Communication & Works Depar’(mept

’

~You vvere served with two: notrces at your home address under
memo(s) No. 74-E1634/CE/C&WD dated '46/03/2012 and No 74-E/451/CE/C&WD
dated 21/04/2012 to join’ your duties but dld not comply with the direction and

remained absent

You are therefore ‘now ﬁnally directed through this show cause notice |

to report for duty within - 15-days of -the- publication of this notice wnth further
clanﬁcatnon of your position for willful absence since 01/11/2011 till'yet. In case of
default, your servrces will stand terminated under- Rule-g of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Civil Servants (Efr crency & Discipline) Rules, 2011.

i
!

: ks
; ' , ( ENGR. ZARD ALl KHATTAK)
o CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE)
: Zo\dY
1 5 ~
L Hys1 2012 {
i
LI R

Di\lzhar & At ()\Establishment\74-E.DOC : o B
. t

) "l-"l'h--{y- },.,n w‘(:',
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OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE)

. ) - COMMUNICATION & WORKS DEPARTMENT
D'afy “:"Z 5 2 ' KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.
Date: —0 /et ‘ <
Secrotay CAW Dept No.74-E [ . 25]2— I1CEICBWD .
KhY!?e akhtunkth

Z é Dated Peshawar the /[ 10712012

ORDER

‘Whereas Mr. Ahmad Nawaz R/O village Hurmaz Tehsil Mir Ali, North
Waziristan Agency who was servmg as Sub Divisional Officer (BS- 17) and reverted

to the post of Sub- Engmeer (1n a disciplinary proceedrng on account of irregularities) -

was found absentwef 0'1 11-2011.

2. Whereas the aforesaid Sub- Englneer vide two notices bearrng
No.74- E/634ICE/C&WD dated 16-03-2012 % No.74-E/451/CE/C&WD dated
21-04-2012 was accordingly drrected to assume his duties with the Ccaw
Department & also to ‘explain the posrtron for his willful absence srnce 01-11-2011,
but with no positive response. '

3. Whereof his negatwe response, a Flnal Show Cause'Notice to this
effect was.published in the Two dailies i.e. “Daily Express” & “Daily Aaj" both dated -

20-05-2012, where the said accused was directed to resume duties with in 15-days |

© of the publlcatron of thls notice and also to clarify his posrtlon for this Iong willful -

absence.

4. ‘Whereas:on the expiry of aforesaid period, the accused official failed to .
" report for. duty, hence under Rule- 9 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil . Servants
_ (Eﬁrcrency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, his servrces are termmated with effect from the .

~ same date, he is absent from duty.

(ENGR: ZARD ALI KHATTAK) '
CHIEF ENGINEER (CENTRE)

-
7

Copy forwarded to the :-

B Secretary C&W Department. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

~ Chief: Engrneer (FATA) Works & Services Department Peshawar
Executive: Engineer Works & Servrces Drvrsron Upper Khurram Agency at
Parrachmar ,

4. . %Agency Account Officer Khurram Agency ~*~ '

g. - Director Information Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. please

.Mr Ahmad Nawaz ‘RIO vrliage Hurmaz Tehsil Mir Ali North Wazmstan
Agency

QL O:}// O ,(lw

Dilzhar & Al|f;(1)\Eslg\bhshmcul\7§ E-Charge Sheets. DOC
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U . z'; 'L’“‘ ' 2, 2o
“ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 55, {8 g3 et &
“SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR =~ = "= 7 "~ %
SERVICE APPEALNO 477 OF 2015 =~ ° '~

- -

-

Ahmad Nawaz ‘ -
S/0O Muhammad Roze Khan _ : '
Village Harmaz; Tehsil Mir Ali . el

North Waziristan Agency - PR Appellant

Versus

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary, Peshawar

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

" Chief Engineer (Centre) C&W Peshawar

. 4. Deputy Secretary (Admn) ,
/ . - C&W Department, Peshawar - Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

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

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

+
-

4

/{é

Govt of Bdyber Pakhtunkhwa .';i;l
C&W Department 5
}
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