S.A No. 7939/2021

' 31.05.2023 . Appellant alonigwith his counsel present. Mr. Khalid, Sub-
| Inspector ;cllpr;gwith Mr. Asa-d Ali ”K_han,. Assistant Advocate
General for the respéndeﬁté.present.
Learned_ counsel for - the ap-pellgnt- has submitted an B

application for piﬁciﬁg‘ 6ri file certéin dbéuments, which is allowed

) subjéct to all legal and valid objéction_s. Learned - Assistant

~ Advocate General requested tHat he has not go'nel through the

dpcuments SO ﬁled'through application, thefefdr:e, an adjoumrﬁent

@ . may be granted. Adjourned. To come; up for - arguments’ on

‘%Qi.é? L, ‘1-9.06.2.0'2_.3 before the D.B. Parcha Pésh.i given to the parties. |
S NN ST
K ‘ \\Tz i

(Fareeha Pau (Salah-ud-Din)

Member (E) - Member (J)

*Naeem Amin*



15" March, 2023

L ,'p,\

* Junior to .counsel for the -appellant bxe'se‘hp ‘Mr. &

o .
T

Umair Azam, learned Additional Advocate General for

respondents present.

Former requested for adjéu’rnm_ent on the ground that

senior coﬁn_sel for the appellant is busy before Hon’ble
Islamabad High Court, Islamabad. Last chance is given to
- argue the case faliling V\}hiqh the case will be decided on

the basis of available record without the arguments. To

come up for arguments on 15.03.2023 before D.B. P.P

given to the parties. - . Q

-(-Rozina i{ehman) ‘ - (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Member (J) ' Chairman °“

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present.

Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmaﬁd, Additional Advocate General for the™ -

respondents present.

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant requested for.

adjoumment on the grbund that learned counsel for the
appellant is not available today. Adjourned. To come up for
arguments on 31.05.2023 lbefore the D.B._Parcha Peshi.given 10
the parties.

-
N

r

(Salah-ud-Din) - (Kalim Arshad-Khan)
Member (}) : Chairman




28.09.2022

- before the D.B on 01.12.2022.

0/ '/,9_/27‘-

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz
Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Muhammad
Naeem, . Section Officer and Mr. Khalid Khan, Inspector for the

" respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents No.™ 1 & 2 have
alt‘ea'd'y been submitted. Reply/comments on behalf of respondents No.
3 submitted today. On previous order sheet cost of Rs. 3000/¥'stands
irhposed upon the réspondents which is paid to learned counsel for'the

appellant. AdJourned To come up for rejoinder, if any, and arguments

(Mian-Muhammad)
Member (E)

/Que 7/ /mé/ / wak/é f’o_
7/6 Vo 2R 4 Ss c;w/a'aﬂmw/ fo //@

menw?  date 23 %7?/’23
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31.05.2022 Learned counsel for the appéllant present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Addl. AG alohgwith Mr. Hamayun Superintendent on
behalf of respbndenls No. | & 2 present. None present on behalf

of private respondent No. 3

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents No. 1 &
2 submitted which is pléced on file. Copy.\m" the same is handed
Over (o learned counsel for the appellant.  Written
mpl\/comments on b(.halt of mspondcm I\o 3 not submitted,

\ A
therefore notice be issued’ to respondent No 3 for Submission of

C : written' 1eply/c0mﬁmvents. Adjourned. Toicome up for written

S )
reply/comments on 26.07.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

26.07.2022 Junior to counAseI for appellant present. ’

" Naseer Ud Din Shah, learned Assistant Advocate
General alongwith ;Khalid Khan S.| (representative of
/‘respondent No.3) present

Reply on behalf of respondents No.1 &.2 has already
been submitted. Representative of respondent No.3
requested for time to submit reply. Last opportunity is
granted on payment of cost of Rs.2000/- to be paid on behalf
of respondent No.3. If the reply/comments are not submitted 3
till next date, right of respondent No.3 for submission _@fl--‘ Y
comments shall be deemed as struck off. To come up for . %
reply/comments of respondent No.3 on 28.09.2022 before ' "

S.B. - /"T'"“"‘\

s

- (Rozina Rehman)
- Member (J) [




kd
-ll0.02.2022 Due to. retirement of. the Worthy -Chairman, the’
| Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to
11.03.2022 for the same as before. %
Reader

A Dﬂl o ‘Z(j ()’e—ﬁ/'mn%en‘t »% /X,L Wey ﬂ/ 6@/},;44” ,
. ﬂu/ ‘7;‘75!(?74/ /:( é{ﬁ]{;wf, /Ze)’&%;@, Cate /% aﬂ{ 5&(7}1@(
o | /3/ 4 /Mw ﬁr Ae Same- a1 Ze/ﬁ”m.

13/4/2022 None for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Iea‘rned.
Addl AG for the respondents present. Learned Addl. AG requestéa
for .adjournment. Request accepted. Last chance is given for.
submission of written reply/comments. To come up for written

reply/comments on3lb72022 before S.B.

CHAIRMAN

S,
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103.01.2022

31.01.2022

Apfe X N0-773<)7/7/°'7/' .
Enepr Sanobay” Khan v Gt >
Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments'

have been heard.

-T_h'e appellant ha's'.impugned the letter dated 02.12.2021
addressed to thé Director, Anti-CorrUptioh Establishment
‘Khyber “Pakhtunkhiva, Peshawar by Section Officer
(Establishment) Public Health Engineering Department

) Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ‘whereby the Anti-

‘C0rrubtion Establishment. has beéni requested to take

- necessary actionégaihst‘ the abpeliant for "fjecovery of Rs.
- 1.0621 Million on account of pécuniary loss to the.Government

- exchequer. Poirllts>rais'ed need consideration. The appeal is
. admitted for full héaring subject to all just legal and factual
objections. The- appellant is di'rected to.de'p‘osit security and
process fee within 10 days. TI';ereafter, notices be issued to the

| 'respondeﬁf_s for - submission of writteh_ Areply/'comr'nents on
31.01.2022 before S.B. o

Alongwith the appeal an applicétionl'for interim relief for
suspension of the impugn_éd letter dated 02.12.2021 has been
filed. Notice of application be also given to the respondents.
Operatidn of the imp'ugned order shall remain suépended till

B

date fixed.
oY v Tl T

$eo

Learned counsel for the appellant pfesent. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for fespondehts prci_;ent.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents are still
awaited. Learned Additional Advocate General sought time for
submission of reply/comments. Granted. To come up for

reply/cbmments before the S.B on 10.02.2022.

: (Atiq-hW

Member (E)

-
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,,':/{ , Form- A
FORM OF.ORDER SHEET g
A .:v.At
Court of ' '
Case No.- 7939 /2021
S.No. Date of order . Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
o 28/12/2021 The appeal of Engr. Sanobar Khan presented today by Mr. Abdul
Rahim Jadoon Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and put
up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please
)] e~
.‘0 “59? REGISTRAR "+
1. @5 ﬁ1’ This case is entfusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put up there on o3 lo , >

CP%A/N ]

m (off die Worthy Chéiiman, e

a0 F R oy N A
d j:.éi;fﬁ%{ﬁziz{f@ﬁtﬁeigam A
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER pAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal N:] 2 3 2 /2021

Engr. Sanobar Khan
Versus

Government of Khybes Pakhtunkhwa et al

INDEX

Description of Documents Annexcure Page
Writ Petition with Affidavit ¢, | ; . ' \—\S
Addresses of the Parties ' \
Copies of the Appellant transfer/posting etc. “AY A~ \
Copy of the retirement orders “B” >
Copies of the Work Orders “C”
j _ .
i 1 Copies of the TS(s)_ «p” i -C6
il‘ | Copy of the PIT inquiry report “g” \-
i’{ g | Copy of the Judgment of PHC “p» -
l , \—'9 Copy of the 2 Inquiry Report “G” a
10 | Copy of the E&D Rules 2011 “H” -\\
11| Copy of the lettet dated 04.12.2017 “3”
12 | Copy of the letter dated 13.12.2017 g & 4k
Copy of the letter dated 22.12.2017 “K”? WL
Copies of the impugned Show Cause Notices “«L” ~\
£0py of the WP 5252-P /2017 and ordex therein . “M” L=\
Copy of the Summaty t0 Chief Ministet . j “N” \L} -
| Copy of the Judgment dated 12.03.2020 ‘ «Q” - \24 -
Copy of the impugned letter t0 ACE dated 02.12.2021 “p” \u\
\ 19 [ Copy of the WP 5271/21'and decision thereon “Q W) =
20. | Wakalatnama . - ‘
PETITIONER
Through
~ December 28, 2021 |
Abdul Rahim Jado«;s\\,
N
H Bilal Kh
& :
Najam Ul Sal .
Advocate High Court(s)

H#130, St# 7, Sector E-1,
~ Phase 1, Hayatabad, Pesh
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 0]5 i /2021

Engr. Sanobar Khan,
Chief Engineer PHE (retired),

Public Health Engineering Department,
Resident of H#33, St#2, Sector N-4, Phase-1V, :

Hayatabad, Peshawar.

vviveeesesker.. Appellant

T T TR T

Versus

L Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

; Through Chief Secretaty,

C1V1l Secretanat Peshawar.

2. Public I—Iealth Engineering Department,

" Through its Secretary
C&W Building, Peshawat.

‘3. Director Antl—Cortuptlon Estabhshment KP,
Anti-Corruption Establishment Building, Phase-V,
Hayatabad Peshawar .

............... Respondent

;‘L

SERVICE' APPEAL UNDER _SECTION-4 . OF THE 'KHYBER

PAKHITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST IMPUGNED
LETTER DATED 02.12.2021 TOGETHER WITH ALL PROCEEDINGS
CONSEOUENT TI—IERETO OR ARISING THERE FROM ARE }
ILLEGAL, UNLAWFUL, WITHOUT  LAWFUL AUTHORITY BEING
VIOLATIVE OF THE FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS BESIDES BEING NOT
IN ACCORDANCE WITH E&D RULES 2011 AND NQT TO MAKE ANY -
SORT OF RECOVERY FROM THE APPELLANT AND PROCEEDING

ADVERSELY AGAINST THE APPELIANT ON | THE BASIS OF
IMPUGNED LETTER

ST

e
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"That it so happened that the concerned Officers of PHED and others in the August
2011, after fulfilling all the codal formalities and putting up all efforts, energies and
time, awarded the work orders. for different items of the aforesaid project to
different contractors. It thus seems very ﬁovel and inane to considet that Appcﬂant
was by any means concerned with the said Project when the scheme was approved
by the Provincial legislature in the budget of years 2011-12 and how come it was
possible that the Appellant had any role or part in it as the Appellant was pdste& out
from the post of Superintending Engineer, Peshawar on 29.07.2011 thus neither he
had issued any Work‘orderA nor has he apptoved ahy TS etc. |
(Copies of the Work Orders are Annexure “C”)
That it is a settled procedure as per S.No.21.1.undet the Government of Khyber
Pakhrunkhwa, Finance Department delegation of power under the Financial Rules
and Power Re-appropriation Rules 2001, Chief Engineer is the competent authotity
to accord technical sanction upon the ﬁnaliéa;ion of their detailed cost estimate
according to their needs. Sirriilarly in the “Project” the high ups of the department
also desired some changes and accordingly the then Chief Engineer Mr. Ghulam
Mujtaba accorded technical sanction vide létter No.02/2-PHE dated 02.06.2012.
| (Copies of the TS(s) is Annexure “D”) * |

That, at the cost of repetition it is subnﬁ&éd that during the execution of work
orders issued by the officials concerned, Appellant was posted out from the Post of
SE, Peshawar, therefore, he had no role or saly in the work orders so issued ot the
technical sanction so accorded in the year 2012, much later after:the posting of the

Appellant.

That due to cernain inter-se ulterior motives and grudges amongst the different high

officials of PHED, an internal Inquiry was initiated/ conducted by the then
Superintendent Engineer Timergarah in the aforesaid project, who recommended for
a high level committee or independent investigation agency to probe out the matter

further. Consequently the Respondent No.2 -recommended that inquiry be




-

i

\{

*

conducted through Provincial Inspection Team (PIT) and the then Chief Secretary
approved the same and accordingly an inquiry was authorized in respect of the

aforesaid “Project”.

That Conécquently, the PIT conducted a thorough iriquiry stretching over a period
of eight months wherein they only found the then Chief 'En.ginee_r, Superintendent
Engineer and Executive Engineer responsible (not the Appellant) and finally after

scrutinizing each and every aspect of the “Project” reached at a conclusion and made

the recommendations, crux whereof is as follows:

a. An amount or Rs. 52,29,119/- may  be recovered from Mr.
Ghulam Mujtaba, tbé then Chief Engineer and Mr. Nasir Latif the
then  Executive Engineer on equal share basis.

b. Suict disciplinaty action against the aforesaid two officers.

.c. Disciplinaty action agéiast the then Chief Engineer (South) and:
Mr. Sikander Khan | Superintending Engineer (Headgquarter)
PHED be for preparation of faulty PC-1. |
d. Further to direct Planning and development Department that
notto  entertain such like faulty PC-1 in future.

e. Disciplinary action against the staff who has not cooperated

during the inquiry and resulted into the delay of the report.
L Lastly to direct the PHED to immediately receive all the

furniture from PAK German for which payment has been made.”

(Copy of the PIT inquiry report is Annexure “E”)
That in light of the inquiry conducted by PIT, it can be unequivocally stated that |
liabilities wete only fixed on the then Chief Engineer (South) Mt. Ghulam Mujtaba

and Executive Engineer concerned as they were the relevant authorities in execution
of the “Project” and if anything has gone wrong, the responsibility squarely rested on’
the aforeanamed officers. Since the inquiry of the PIT had found nothing
incriminating or culpable against the Appellant, as the matter does not pertain to his

period of p‘osu'ng, thus PIT report had not included him thus it was a kind of clean




10.

11.

chit to the Appellant - However the then Chief Engineer Mr. Ghulam Muit’aba while
aggrieved of a show—cause notice issued pursuant to the findings of the PIT , filed a

Writ Petition No.3440- P/2015 before this honorable Court and sought quashment

of the same on certain technical grounds. Resultantly. this honorable Coutt on

'14.06.2016 has observed and decided that “the Show-cause notice is set-aside

however the Department is at liberty to proceed ihe,Appellant under the

Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 in pursuance of

the report of fact finding inquiry conducted by Provincial Inspection Team.

Stress supplied
(Copy of the Judgment of PHC is Annexure “F”)

That, in the meantime, Appellant got retired from service on 30.08.2016 while
attaining the age of superannuation however the Respondeﬁt No.2 constituted
another Inquiry Committee vide letter No. SO(Estt)/PHED/8-36/2014 dated.
09.09.2016, consisted of Mr. Syed Daud Jan BPS-20 and Mr. Hazrat Masaud
Mian BPS-20. It is worth mentioning that Syed Daud Jan BS20 being an officer
frofn one of the works departments, v;ras the technical member, while the other
officer was from Management Group as administrative member. As averred above,
the inquiry was sanctioned and accordingly mandated to investigate and look into the
affairs of Mr. Ghulam Mujtaba only. The committee only served him with 2 Charge
sheet and Statement of Allegations. It is important to mention that aforesaid Inquiry ‘.
Cornmittec. had neither associated the Appellant with the inquiry proceedings in any
manner nor had it afforded any opportunity of hearing to the AppelIént because the

Appellant had no nexus with the allegations.

+ That this inquity committee, which was supposed to complete its proceedings with a

period of thirty days under the normal procedure, took over an year in complenng its
proceedings.. Meanwhile the Technical Member of the Inqmry Comrmttee also got
retired on 18.04.2017 thus rendering the Committee incomplete and left without any
turther authority or jurisdiction to continue. Instead of seeking further instructions .

from competent authority, Mr. Hazrat Masud Mian, while having no legal mandate
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6

left with him to act singly, issued a report on 08.09.2017 wherein adverse remarks
wete made against the then SDOs and Sub Engincers as well and it was proposed
that they are equally liable however there is no mention of the Appellant in that
report too. Conclusion of the report is as follows: |

“for the losses amounting to Rs. 7.9659 million, the

accused, Superintending Engineer, XEN, SDO and Sub

Engineers are responsible on equal share basis.

there are two ways of looking into the matter. If we look

into the expenditure in comparison with the total cost of
PC-1, it is on lower side and it seems that no irregularigg

has been committed, But if individual items are looked

into in detail, it reveals that a lot of arbitrariness has been
exercised in the process by spending amount allocated

for one item on another and on items not included in PC-
1 without the a,pp_» roval of competent forum j,é PQWE_ i

(Copy of the 22¢ Inquiry Report is Annexure “G”™)

" That it is crucial to note here that the aforementioned inquiry report has not been

signed by the first member of the Committee whereas the 20d member has single-
handedly submitted the inquity report on 08.09;2017 six months after retitement of
the technical member thus entite process was vitiated incurably and rendered
without lawful authority as per Rule 2(1)(j) of the Efficiency and Discipline Rules
2011, the “inquiry committee® means a commi‘ttee of two or more officers,
headed by a convener, as may be appointed by the cqmpetént authority under
these rules;” therefore an individual cannot be an inquiry committee as pér the
mandage of the aforesaid rule. Moreover Rule 11 (1) of the E&D Rules, 2011 states
that the below mentioned Procedure must be followed by inquity officer or inquiry'

comtmittee, as the case may be---




13.

14.

“(1) On receipt of réply of the accused or on expiry of the
stipulated period, if no reply is received from the accused, the
.inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be, shall
inquire into the charges and may examine such oral or
documentary evidence in support of the charges or in defense of -
the accused as may be. éonsidered necegsary and where any
witness is produced by orie party, the other party sﬁall be entitled
to cross-examine such witness......

(7)The inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as: the case may

be, shall submit his or its report, to the c'ompgtent -authority

within thirty days of the initiation of inquiry:” o

(Copy of the E&D Rules 2011 is Annexure “H)

That in light of the procedute laid down in the E&D Rules, 2011 neither the
Aﬁpellant was served with any Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations nor he had
beeﬁ associated in an§; manner with the Inquiry proceedings and had not been given
any personal héaring and most astonishingly the Respondent No.2 office issued a
letter No. SO(Estt) /PHED/8-36/2014 dated 04.12.2017 to the Accbuntant General,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and wrongly stated therein, might have been some confusion, _
that the Inquiry Officer in report (signed by only one member) has recommended
recovery of Rs 1.0621 million from the Appellant. Therein thej.r_ have further stated

to recover the aforesaid amount from the pension of the Appellant as he got retired =~

on 30.08.2016.

(Copy of the letter dated 04.12.2017 is Annexure “I”)

That when the Appellant was informed by the AG office about the. aforementioned
letter so he immediately submitted a letter dated 13.12.2017 before the Respondent

No.2 and made submission therein that due to some confusion in secretariat office

the so called losses reported in the tenure of some other Superintendent Engineer

have been placed against him erroneously.




15,
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17.
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(Copy of the letter dated 13.12.2017 is Annexure “y

That while admitting there nﬁstake, Res]:;)ondcnt N o.2< office has immediately issued
another letter of even number dated 22.12.2017 and reque;sied the AG office that
there letter dated 04.12.2017 be held in abeyance: Theréafte; the Appellant took a
sigh of relief and since then continuously receiving his pensionary bénefits.

(Copy of the letter dated 22.12.2017 is Annexure “K»)

That likewise instead of initiating proceedings against the then Chief Engineer Mr
Ghulam Mujtaba, the SDOs and Sub Enginners were served unlawfully with the

Show Cause Notices No. SO(Estt)/PHED/8-36/2014 dated 04.12.2017 by the

Respondent No.2, who have challenged the same before the Honorable Peshawar |

High Court in WP. No.5252-P/2017 whetein, while acknowledging the ptima facie
nature of case, interim relief was granted to the SDO and Sub Engiﬁée‘r by this

Honorable PHC.

(Copies of the impugned Show Cause Notices are Annexure “L”)
(Copy of the WP 5252-P/2017 and order therein are Annexure “M”)

That in the year 2018 a summary for Chief Minister was moved by the Respbndent

No.2, who has graciously hold that the previous findings are over ruled and set aside

be against the statutory rules and established facts thus in ]ight'- thereof vide para 111
and 112 of the Summary the afofementioned controversy was put to an end as
follows:
“l11. Since, the competent authority i.e. Chief Ministef*Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa has over-ruled  the inquiry conducted in the
subject case, in this regard, it is submitted ‘tliat the highesf
officers i..e the then Chief Engineer (Mr. Ghl._llam Mujtaba, now
retired), recovery of losses amounting to Rs.1.593 million has
been effected from his pension/gratuity. As far as recovery of
losses on .the part of Mr. Nasir Lati, the then XEN PHED is

concerned, he has died on 04.07.2018 and hence no recovery

RS




18.

19.

20.

21.

a
could be made from him. '
112, in view of the abbve, the PHE Department is of the view that
since inquiry proceedings against the‘ other a'ccu'sed officers has
been over-ruled by the competent authority vide péra-l()ﬁ ante, it
is therefore, proposed that the subject case may be filed so that to
avoid legal complications, please.” _
(Copy of the Summary to Chief Minister is Annexure “N”)
That in light of the aforementioned summary the Honorable Peshawar High Court
disposed of the above mentioned WP 5252-P/2017 on 12.03.2020 thus the SDOs

and Sub Engineers were also given a clean chit.

(Copy of the Judgment dated 12.03.2020 is Annexure “0”)

That thereafter the matter was put to an absolute naught but mo_sf shockiﬁgly and to
the utmost dismay of the Appellant, Respondent. No.2 has issued a letter No.
SO(Estt)/PHED/8-36/2014 dated 02.12.2021 to the Respondent No.3 and hés
requested him to lodge an FIR against the Appellant for recovety of Rs.1.0621
million.

(Copy of the impugned letter to ACE dated 02.12.2021 is Annexure “P”)

That being aggtieved of the contents of the said letter No. SO(Estt)/PHED/S$-

36/2014 dated 02.12.2021, the Appellant filed a Writ Petition No.5271 /2021 in the
Peshawar High Cour't, Peshawar wherein the Petitioner challenged the impugned
acts of the Respondents N6.2‘ and prayed for withdrawal of the letter so mentioned,
but the Honorable Peshawar High Court, Peshawar vide its Judgment and Order
dated 20.12.2021 hold that the grievances of the Appellant/ Petitioner cannot be

adjudicated in the Writ Jurisdiction of the High Court and the same is barred under
Article 212 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

(Copy of the Writ Petition No. 5271/2021 and Decision thereon is annexure “Q”)

That consequent to the above letter, Appellan't has received a telephone call from the
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ofﬁce of Respondent No.3 for making his appearance before them who have got no
authority to open a matter which has been inquired twice by a high level committees
and wherein court orders have been passed besides Appellant’s name has
erroneously been swapped with some other SE of the- Respondent No.2
Department. Thus in such like situation for a retired and alhng person, who has been

retired from service almost six years ago.

That. since there is no other remedy available and as per the Judgment of the
Honorable Peshawar High Court Peshawar rn:gtter lies "exclusively within the
Jurisdiction of this Honorable Tribunal, the Appellant, while having no other
adequate or efficacious remedy against the aforesaid illegal acts and letter dated
02.12.2021 and subsequent acts of the Respoﬁdents (hereinafter referred to as the

“impugned acts” for facility of reference only), Appellant is constrained to file

instant Appeal on fo]lowmg grounds and reasons, amongst others:

Grounds of Appeal

Because the impugned letter dated 02.12.2021 and proceedings arising there-from or
consequent thereto are illegal, unlawful, without lawful authority and thus of no legal

effect.

Because the matter has twice been considered by the Honorable Peshawar High

Court at length thus instant proceedings are to humiliate and harass the Appellant
and thus are in clear defiance of the Judgment rendered by this Honorable Court that

to0 in a situation when a civil servant who has got retired almost six years ago and

whose name has erroneously been swapped with some other name.

Because neither the Appellant has issued aﬁy wotk otders nor he has made any

Technical sanctions (TS).

Because the ADP was passed by the provincial legislature in the financial year 2011-

12 whereas the Appellant was posted out Efrorfl the post of SE, Peshawar on
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29.07.2011 therefore he had no role or éay in the execution of the work of TS etc. as

entire work has been done in late 2011 and 2012.

That neither the name of the A]Spellant are included in the Inquiry Conducted
by PIT nor any recommendations are given against the Appellant by the
single member of the 2nd Inquiry Committee thus very issuance of impugned
letter dated 02.12.2021 is in clear disregard of the E&D Rules, 2011 and if left
unattended and unchallenged, the wrongful proceedings arising out of impugned

letter are about to create legal complications for the Appellant.

Because in numerous other instances when an employee is faced with serious

allegations such as misappropriation of funds etc, they have been invatiably issued

proper charge-sheets, statements of allegations, sought replies thereto and afforded to

clear themselves in propetly, fairly and independently conducted inquiries, however

no such treatment is accorded to the Appellant.

Because Appellant cannot be punished or proceeded due to an illegal inquiry of an
officer, who had no technical background or exposure to any works related matter: It
is also once again to bring on record that a member of the Inquiry Committee who
had technical baci{ground haé not signed the Inquiry Report thus the report carries
no legal weight and cannot be made basis to the impugned lettér dated 02.12.2021
that too when thete is no mention of the Appellant. At the cost of repetition, it is

submitted that Appellant’s name is wrongly swapped with someone else’s name.

Because the Appellant got retited in the year 2016 therefore he cannot be
proceeded against in a matter of 2012 that too in the year 2021 as per the provisions

of the Service laws one cannot be proceeded departmentally after his retirement.

Because the irony of the matter is that at one hand the Inquiry Officer (member of

the Inquiry Committee) is stating that the procured substances are of far better
quality as well as if seen in this context of expenditute then ‘it seems that no

irregularity has occurred but when seen otherwise it alleges that a lot of arbitrariness

has been exercised.
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Because the Inquiry Officer has neither uttered a'singlé word about the Appellant

nor has he made any recommendations to make recovery from the Appellant. .

Because the direct issuance of “Impugned letter” dated 02.12.2021 is utterly
infracting the provisions of Article 10-A of the Constitution as the Appellant has not
been affiliated with the inquiry proceedings at any stage thus the impugned
proceedings are in total ttansgressio;l of Article 4 and 10A of the Constitution of the

Islamic Republic of Pakistan.

Because the Appellant is being treated without due process of law.

Because the requirement of a proper inquiry against an officer, who is intended to be.

proceeded against, cannot be lightly brushed aside. Competent authority has to.

furnish good grounds and reasons for doing so. So far as the case of the Appellant is

concerned, no inquiry has been conducted, associating him and requiring him to
furnish his. defense. -

Because as per Rule 2(1)(j) of the Efficiency and Disciplihé Rules 2011, the “inquiry
committee” means a committee of two or more officers, headed by a convenetr,
as may be appointed by the competent authority under these rules;” therefore

an individual cannot be an inquiry committee as per the mandate of the aforesaid

rule.

Because the then Chief Engineer while aggtieved with the recommendation of the

PIT, filed writ petition before this honorable Court and sought quashment of the

same on certain technical groundé. Resultantly this honorable - Court ordered re-

inquiry_only up to the extent of the then Chief Engineer namely Ghulam Mujtaba.

Thus the Respondent No.2 cannot drag the Appellant in light of the inquiries
wherein neither the Appellant has been issued with direction to appeat nor any

adverse role has been given to him duting the inquiries by the PIT and Hazrat

Masood Mian.

. ' : . RN
Because the impugned proceedings are clearly undertaken in a selective manner,

where only the Appellant has been chosen as scapegoats while others are

conveniently ignoted/given clean chit.

Because if left unattended, the impugned proceedings are going to create serious

hardship for the Appellant that too at this old age and without right of audience.
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Because Article 4 of the Consutunon guarantees that Appellant is enuﬂed to, be
treated in accordance with law and to equal protection of law Wheteas Arucle 10-A

guarantees a fair trial and due process in accordance with law.

) 4

At the time of arguments, the Appellant reserve the right to submit addidonal

grounds with kind permission of this Honorable Coutt.

It is therefore very humbly prayed that on acceptance of this Petition, this Hono1able

Court may very magnanimously hold, declare and order that:

L

IL.

L Any other relief; not specifically prayed may also graciously be granted to the

Ir;lpugned letter No SO(Estt)/ PI-IED/ 8-36/ 2014 dated 02.12.2021 together with all
proceedings consequent thereto ot atising there-from mcluchng but ndt limited to
Iodgmg of FIR are ﬂlegal unlawful, without lawful authority bemg violative of the
fundamental r1ghts bemdes bemg not in accordance with E&D Rules 2011, thus liable
to be set aside, reversed, quashed and put at naught,

Respondent shall be restrain from ﬁakjng any.sort of recovery from the Appellant

and procéeding adversely agﬁinst the Appellant on the basis of impugned letter dated
02.12.2021.

Appellant, if appears just, necessaty and approptiate.

L

APP ANT

Through
28.12.2021
Abdul ahim d@
Hazrat B@ilﬂn
. Advocate High Court(s)
VYERIFICATION:

L, Engr. Sanobar Khan, Chief Engineer PHE (retlred) Pubhc Health Engineeting
Department, Resident of H#33, St#2, Sector N4, Phase-IV, Hayatabad, Peshawar verify on
oath that the contents of this Appeal are true 20d correct and nothing contained, therein is

false.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
| CM Application No /2021
In Service Appeal No /2021

Engr. Sanobar Khan

Versus

Government of KPK énd Others

AFFIDAVIT T

I, Engr. Sanobar Khan do hetby solemnly declare and affirm on oath that the

agcompanying Application is true and correct to the best of my
and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.
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: BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appgal No / 2021

Engt. Sanobar Khan

Versus

Government of KPK and Others

Addresses of the Pardes

Appellant

Engr. Sanobar Khan

Chief Engineer PHE (retired),

Public Health Engineering Department,
Resident of H#33, St#2, Sector N-4, Phase-1V,
Hayatabad, Peshawar.

Respondents:

4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Through Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

-5, Public Health Engineeting Department,
Through its Secretary
C & W Building, Peshawar.

6. Director Anti-Corruption Establishment KP,

Anti-Corruption Establishment Building, Phase-V,
Hayatabad, Peshawar.

| .~ APPELLANT
Through < ,)\

Abdul Rdhim Jadooza)I
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DEPAR 1{‘1*351 EDILS

Dated Peshawar the 29" July 2011
NOTIFICATION

NO. SO(E-I)E&AD/9-363/2011. The competent authority is pleased to order the
posting/transfers of the following officers of Public Health Enginecring Dgpartment,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in the publicinterest, with immediate effect: -
‘I .

sr.# ]| NAME OF OFFICER FROM : '|r[ ' TO
i. Mr_ Sanobar Khan - | Superintending Engineer, | Chief ~ Engineer  (North),
(BS-19) Public Health | Public Health Engineering, in
Engineering,  Peshawar | his own pay and scale, vice
: : Circle. Sr. No. 2
2. Mr. Sikandar Khan Chief Enginecr (North), | Report to Public Health

Public Health Engineering

Engincering Department for

t (BS-19)

| Department.

further posting.

CHIEF SIECRETARY
GOVERNMENT OF K{IYBER PAKITFUNKHWA

Endst. No. and date even

Copy forwarded to the:-

I. Gecretary to Governor, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
9. Principal Secretary to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ,
3. Secretary to Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Public Health Engineering
Department. ‘ '
. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

;. Chief Engineer, Public Health Engmeenng Department, Pot;hawar
PS Lo Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

4
5
6.
7. P.S. to Sccretary Establlshmfzt Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
/,g Officers conccrned

Manager, Govt Printing Press Peshawar.

QM,LN

-

(ZUBAIR AHMED)

SECTION OFFICER (ESTT. I)
PH: & FAX# 091~ -9210529 ’

Zin-ul-big ’ - !




RELINQUISH OF CHARGE

In pursuance of the Notification issued vide Govt of Khiyber Pakhtunkhwa

“Establishment & Administration Department. Peshawar No.SO(E-I)E&AD/9-363/2011

dated 29.07.2011, I Engf. Sanobar Khan, have relinquished the charge of the post of

Engineer, PHE Circle Peshawar, this 1% day of August 2011 (forenoomn). )

. Superintending

et

=

(Engrf84nbbar Khan)
_ Superintending Engineer ~

" PHE Circle, Peshawar- k
Endst: No. 583 (£-1] 5 , Dated 01/08/2011
i - : ) |
Copy forwarded to the: -
1. Secretary to Governor, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province Pesl‘iaWal' . . L
L2 Principal Secretary to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar ' ' -
. o . . : ‘ . - ) LT
3. Sccretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PHE Department Peshawar. ;;é‘?’
o n <2
/ g, 4 Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 0\%\
5 Chief Engineer (South), PHE Department, Peshawar. % . =
N 3. PS to Chief Sccretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. S il .
6 PS to Sccrctary Establishment, E&A Department Peshawar. """'i\ :
7 Manager, Govt Printing Press Peshawar. @77;//

o /
@._; ' , (];Zpgr. Sahpbar Kllp.h) E
L&\J\, . ) fe T Superintending Engineer . -

PHE Circle, Peshawar
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ASSUMPTION OF CHARGE

In pursuance of the Notiﬁc‘ation issued vide Govt of Khyb‘ef Pakhtunkhwa
Establishment & Administration Department, Peshawar No.SO(E-)E&AD/9-363/2011

_ dated 29.07.2011, I Engr. Sanoﬁar Khan have assumed the charge of the post of Chief
Engineer (North), Public Health Engg: Department, Peshawar, this 1% day of August

. 2011 (forenoon).

(Engr Sanobar Khan) .

" Chief Engineer (North)
- PHE Department
Peshawar
. Endst: No, [0 /E-I/PHE(QN) Dated ~ 01/08/2011 ~
Copy forwarded to the: - _ . ‘
L. Secretary to Governor, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province Peshawar - .

2. Principal Secretary to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwh Peshawar-
- 3. Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PHE Department Peshawar.

4. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

5. PS to Chief Se_cretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PeshaWaf.

6. PS to Secretary Establishment, E&A Dep@ t Peshawar. - ‘
7. Manager, Govt Printing Press Peshawar.

8. All SEs/XENs in PHE (North)

. Sanobar Khan)
Ch{zf Engineer (North)
Q 'PHE Department. -

@Mh . Peshawar

~
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GOVERNMENT OF iKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
BUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

Dated Pesha__war, the June 23, 2016

" MOTIFICATION

. ’ ‘
Mo.SO{ESTT)/PHED/1-6/87/FF: In terms of sub;rule (1) of Rple 20 of the
Civil Servants Revised Leave Rules 1981, and instn.@ctions there-under issued
from time to time, sanction is hereby accorded to. the encashn‘lent of leave

! preparatory to refirement, equal to 365-days in favour of Mr. Sanobar Khan

(BPS-20), Chief Engineer (South) Public Health Engg: Department Peéshawar.

2. In terms of Section-13 of the Khyber Pakﬁtunkhwa Civil Servants Act
1973, the officer shall stand retired from service on 30-08-2016 -(Afternoon) on
attaiﬁing the age of superannuation. His date of birth according to official record
is 31-08-1956. :

- SECRETARY:

Endst No. SO(ESTT)/PHED/1-6/97/PF: . Dated Peshawar the June 23, 2016

Copy forwarded for information & necessary acti n to the:-
1. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

_~ 2. Chief Engineer (South) PHE Khyber Pakhtunkiwa Peshawar.
<" " 3. Chief Engineer (North) PHE Khyber Pakhtunk iwa Peshawar.
4. All Superintending Engineers in PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ;
5. All Executive Engineers in PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

6. Section Officer (E-I), E&A Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

7. PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

8. PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar..
9. Officer concerned.

10.Office Order / Personal File. (‘\

S’AJID NAWAZ )

TION OFFICER (ESTT) .

s

-\.\\
.
7

T e P e B i




Subject:-

.Sub-Head
Ref:

, ' EXECUTIVE Ek
 Copy forwarded to:. . 4

1" The Sub-Divisional Officer PHE Nowshera -[)
2 The Divisiona) Accounts

3 Contract Agreement,

P AN b e,

OFFICZOFTHE .. ..
" EXECUTIVE ENGINEER PUBLIC HEALTH
- ENGG: DIVISION NOWSHERA,

No____s6M.0  DATED LS #£ 12012

M/S Pervaz Khan & Sons h
Govt Contractor

STRENGTHENING & CAPSITY BUILDING OF PHE

DERPARTMENT KHYBER PUKHTUN KHAWA ADP
NO.228/100098- 201112 : .

SUPPLY OF DESERT ROOM COOLER .
Your tender date, 08/02/2012 & Unde{tak;‘ng date Nil.

As approved by the Chief Engineer . (Southy Public’ _geaﬁg :
ngineering Department Khyber Pukhtun Khawa Peshawar vide hi
|eu?er No.1gIGQePHE dated 13/06/2012 the lowest/rebated Rate of

amounting to to Rs.1,20,000/- (Rupees One Lac Twenty Thousand
only) i.e @ Rs. 15,000/- Per No is hereby aliotted to yau with the
time limit Gp to Three (3) Month from the actual date of

commencement of work, The terms and conditions of the work will -

be as per your tender documents, Contract Agreement and
additional clauses. .

You are hereby directed to contact this office for having instructions
to start the work with in

seven (7) days for singing the contract . A
agreement,

Officer {Local)
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“To

- . Khan & Sons

w

. , OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER(SOUTH) /

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG:DEFARTMENT
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

- : No.l*}_-__llG -2 /PHE

LN S
“y . .

. Dated Pesh: the__ /2 - /0672012, .

The Executive Engineer, _ '
‘PHE Division Nowshera,

Subject- . ACCEPTANCE_OF RATES FOR THE WORK STRENGTHENING. &.
CAPACITY BUILDING OF PHE DEPARTMENT KHYRBER PAKHTUNKHWA - *

ADP NO.228/100098 FOR THE YEAR 2011-12 §.H: SUPPLY / FIXING OF SPLIT
L2 A 2o BAAUUIES VO THE YEAR 2011-12 S H: SUPPLY / FIXING OF SPLIT

-AIR_CONDITIONER ESTIMAED COST RS. 2,00,000/- TIME _LIMIT AS PER :
SR o VAARD SUS L Ko, SUGUDINE TEVIE LAIVIL A Tault

WORK ORDER.. - :
Reference:- Yourlerter No.04/G-1, dated 12.06.2012.

_As ;-ecommcnded by you, the foliowing lowest / rebated rates offered by M/S Pervaiz

Item of Work Rates

| Supply / Fixing of Split Air Conditioners 1.5 Best
l‘Qunlit)“ .

Rs.70,000/- (Rupees Seventy Thausand only)
P.No. .

works as received are returned herewith in original.

Not:- All'the items of warks mentioned in the above table are in accordance to their schedule item Nos,

. as quoted in the BOQ/Bid Sheet &, Comparative statement.

TERMS & CONDITIONS, N

1) .The Executive Engineer /SDO incharge are responsible for the execution of wark acéordiﬁg to.
standard specification of PHE & approved PC-UCSR 2009 & in aceordance with the provisien of .

contract agreement. :

2) ' The work may be completed in stipulated period and technical sanction from the competent -,

authority must be obtained before commencement of the work. The wark arder should only be
issued after fulfillment of all codal formalities, '

remain fully intact.

3) The contractor may be dirscted to si gn the contract agr t before co of the
work.

4)  The execution of work shall be subject to the releases of funds. ) : D

5) The other terms & canditians as were attached with the relevant Bid Sheet of the Project shall

The copy of the comparative statement a!ongw.ith tender dacuments for the subject notéd

/ |

CHIEF ENGINEER - _

Encl: As above. -

- Copytothe Superintending Engineer PHE Circle Peshawar for informatit;n. -

Govi: Cantractor amounting to Rs. 2,80,000/- (Rupees Two Lac, Eighty Thousand, only) .- -
for the subjected.wark are hereby approved subject to the terms and conditions as mentioned below:-
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Subject:- -

o Rt v it h i e it e

|

OFFICEOFTHE ..~ . - .
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER PL}BLIC HEALTH
ENGG:; DIVISION NOWSHERA.

No z 4 \WN.O DATED?S~/ »& /2012

M/S Pervaz Khan & Sons
Govt Contractor

STRENGTHENING & CAPSITY BUILDING OF PHE .
DERPARTMENT KHYBER PUKHTUN KHAWA ADP. -

NO.228/100098- 201112

Sub-Head = SUPPLY OF FAX MACHINE

Ref:

Copy-forwarded to:-

1

1 The Sub-Divislonal Officer PHE Nowshera -[f/
2 The Divisional Accounts Officer (Lacal)

3 Contract Agreement.

Your tender date. 08/02/2012 & Undertaking date Nif. -

As approved by the Chief Engineer (S'Outh).PubI-ic'_“Heéﬂ.h

- Engineering Department Khyber Pukhtun Khawa Peshawar vide his
" letter N0.12/G-2/PHE dated 13/06/2012 the lowest/rebated Rate of

“amounting to to Rs.9,60,000/- (Rupees.Nine Lac Sixty Thousand - .

commencement of work, The terms and.conditions of the work will

be- as per your tender documents, Contract Agreement and . - -
* additional clauses. , ' .

You are hereby directed to-contact this office for ha'\)Ing instrucﬁons
to start the work with in seven (7) days for singing the contract

. -agreement,

EXECUTIVE ENZINEER

EX

- only) i.e @ Rs. 30,000/ Per No is hereby allotted to you with the -
o time limit up to Three (3) Month from the actual date  of
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The Executive Engineer,
'ME Division Nowshera,
SNuhjeer:- ACCEPTANCE OF RATES

DEPARTMENT KHYRER PAKITUNKHWA ADP NQ.228/100088 -
SI:CONSTRUCTION OF___- ¢
T-OF TRAIN

" ESTIMAED COST RS. S0.00.000/-

References

-

As recommended b
Khan & Sons Gow

- Six Hundred & Forly Nine only
conditions as mentioned betow:-

" Your letier No.02GH1. dated 22.02.2017.

Y you. the folloyving Jawest /
t: Contraglor amounting 1o Rs, 3036,649/-

) for the subjected work are

OFFIGE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER({SOUTH)

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG:DEPARTMENT

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

/G -2 /PRE

Dated Pesh: the. S0 s0am013,

No. 5/

"

& CAPACITY BUILDING

ING UNIT AT PHE SRCE

Lo

rebated ques offered by M/S Pervaiz
(Rupces Thirty Lac, Thiry Six Thousand.
hereby approved subject 1o the terms and

e of Work

Rates

A SCHEDULE ITEMS, o
1Y Allitems of Civi) & allied Work as i/c in the
-Compasile Sehedul? oF Rares (CSR 2009) with
approved premiuwm,

. ‘/'
2} Non-Schedufe items

- e
29.50% (Twenty Nine Point Fifty Percent)
sbave on CSR 2009 with approved premium,

At par with approved estimated rates

Not:- Allthe items of works menlioned in the

TERMS & CONDITIONS. :

) The Exeeutive Enginecr /SDO incharge ace res

cuntract agreement,
. 2) The work may be campleted in stipulated

issued afiee fuifillment of all codal formatities.

above table are in accardance ro their schedule
as quoted i the BOQ/Bid Sheer & Comparative stalement,

ponsible for the exection o
standard specification of PHE & approved PC-I/CSR 2009 & in accordane

periad and fechnical sanction frg
authority must be obrained before cammencement of

item Nos,

fwork according 1o

n the competent
the work. The werk order shouid only be

3) The conliractor may be directed to sign the contract agreement before commencement af the
work, o

4) The exeeution of work shall be subject 10 the releases of funds,

35) The ather terms & condit

remain. fully intace.
.

"The copy

of the comparative statement aloy
waorks us received are rery

med hevewith in ariginal.

Encl: As aboye, ‘

ions as were attached with the relevant Bid Sheet of the Praject shall ©

Wgwith tender documents for (he sithject noted

e with the pravision of
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’ E DI'FICE OF THE CHIC.I' ENGINIIR(SOUTH) _
o PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG:DEI’ARTMENT .
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

A6 U -2 i

No, “
AT ‘\Il. the . i/3, 0672012

I'o . .
- . 5

/ Ihe Fxecuntive Eongineer.
Public Health Engg Division,

- Nowshers.
Subject:- - CENHANCEMUENT . 01
. STRENGTHENING & | CALA:
DEPARTMENT  KYBER I’

Z'ﬂll-]l HHEAD:  CONST

TABLISIIMENT OF TR
l' h PIMATED COST RS.30,00, mm/-
Your letter Nou01/G-1, dated 12.06.2012, :

.
Relvrenev:-

Ax recammended by you vide your letter under wlerunuc. smctinn (o the
enhancenent af dhe east of Work “Strengthening & Capacity mulding ol P1IE Department
24 1-12 Sl teud: (.un.slmdmu of Committee

¥

um’lu Coniract Agreomunt -

Khyber Bakhtnnkiwa ADDE No. 22871000498 ~
Roww ¢ 1 aluh]l\hmcnr of Training Unit a1 PHE
NoOW/C- 12012 exeeued with M8 Pevaz Klan & Sons (mvt. Contraetor  from

RI30.0497-. (0 Rs.65.77,000/- is hereby accorded  under Pnr‘,n 21.3 of the Reviscd
Delewation of Powers of Re-Appropriation Rules 2000 subject to lh{,‘_ [ulfillment ole!l codal

Seeretnrint”

lt)ll]l.l’IIlL\ wd financial regularities,

The Larmest Money / Stamp dutv may alsa be n.covmd form the cancerned

contgactor on the enhanewd amount und renitied to (mvcmmcnl Rx.w.;nm..
i

The npreement is retuned in ariginal,

Ench: As above.

Copy to the Superintending Engineer PHE Cirelé Peshdwar for information

Wi 1o thove, ,




* OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER(SOUTH)
PURBLIC HEALTH E‘NG‘G:'DEPARTMENT
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR. : @
- o No., ©2-/2.PHE « A

a - Duled Peshawar the 22 10672012, IQWW;;(

Tu ’
’ The Executive Engineer,: Lot
. Public Heaith Enga: Division, [ . - . =

Nowshera.

Subiect-  TECHNICAL SANCTION,

tn exercise of power conferred upon'the undersigned vide $.No.2 LI under the Gufl:
- Khyber Kakhwnkhwva, Finance Department delegation of power under the financial roles and powey
re-appropriation rules 2001, Technical Sanction is hereby accorded to the works and amuount as non .

below:- . .
! ADP No. . I - Name of Work A.A Cost T.S. Amount
42/100098 | Strengthening & Capacity Building of | Rs96.400 (M) Rs. $9.498 (M) .
(2011-12) PHED. " . 02.02.201 1 (Rupess . Eighry Ni»
' Million. - Four Hundred
’ . . Ninety .Eight Thousar
I | only)y '

- Encl: As above.

The expenditure involved is chargeable 1o the Relevant Budget Head. It may be cnsured that tf
expenditure does not exceed the amount over and above. the administrativély approved cost. o
You as well as Sub Divisional Officer, PHE shall be responsible for responsibili .

Jauthenticity ol rates and execution of work according fo approved scope/specitication provided therei

the estimate. .
One capy of the technical sanctioned estimate is returned herewith for fusther necessar

' ' ', CHIEFENGINEER

action and record,

Copy to the:- o

] Superintending Engineer PHE Circle Peshawar for information. -
2) District Accounts Officer Nowshera.

3) Chiel’ Draftsman (Local) alongwith a copy 1.8 estimate for record, ©
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General Abstract of Cast

" Name of Work:

Strengthening & Capacity Buil-ding of*.Puinci Heafiil ng:m Ing

DepartmentKhyber Pakhtunkhwié_

G

n: ,'Iﬂ. »
Gty faj {—/-J' ol -r*i.—: ,?r./.f,r:,:..b/‘ ,.,,) Ftdae Fodioadir el & Mﬁvw Z}T t“’é”g o enpin & “ L

,

.S.No~ Description Total Costiin Mill'on
. ‘ i _—
Vehicles : N
1 55.749
Computers/ MIS including Surey BRI
2 fquipment { 2LL4BO I
3 Rent / Utilities /POL 0. 000
D
Furniture & Fixture ‘)‘V :
4 3.830
Training Unit at PHED;Secretariate £.788
) B435 .
Vs )
Total 89.498
. |
! . . = . i
A Az ﬂ:f}i{t&-sf i'“’ﬂ' | o 5 B P
—/“—‘*"_ __..." Qcé}‘-m?‘l ,1.’.-942, cms 7 e e 4'7.—7 »
y_yn’ [f”) - s
R by by
i [/5 - B : ) '
' e pHL.
“;JFW!N@MH‘G Tnginéer . WeowsHEER
bh{. réc.pt;},..g:*\eer.ngCu Y ] S |
.'ﬁuhu"ﬁ."‘“ o
oy A I f’ ™ gt r
oLz f et o lz&y & c.,,r«w ezl ’;}f—nv /4 M:}.Zcf—_rﬁ;‘"-‘f {/7
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Nanre-of Worle

Abstractof Cost{Vehicles)

" Strengthening & Capacit: Burldm ofPubI:cHealth Engineerin .D_ggartmentlrhyber
Pakhtunkhwa - '

AT T L T e

_S.No

Description

Quantity

Rate ’ (M) .'

l

\
L
9

Total Cost (M)

Remarks

{Na)
. Toyota Hilux Double Cabm Pick Up 4 , b
._ 1 . -Ixa (RTght Hand Drive) 12 %3-%'064'806 = 3695‘-{‘26?%5/

Tayota Hilux Single Cabin Pick Up 4

1....,...

Superinte:
Public Health

nding Engineer
Ena}naenn C‘uc{l

Feshawae | di[& ;

st cames wp prmmars =" o Tee e

. v
- |x 2 {Right Hand Orive) Isflfm&zg . 7\3’590””/ !

2 . . 15 2316800 3'4?‘4%606‘ "
. ° {Toyota Coralla 1300 CC XIli {Right 3 T ¢
3 |Hand Drive] 1 1394000 | 1394000

: Registration Fee . l -

4 ' - Lump Sump 1121913
Transportation C?-larges
5 Lump Sump 25000
< Total {Milion) ' 551748 1

1~ -
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) i ity Building of Public Health.Engineering -
- “Name of Work: strengthening & Capacity Building of Public Hea ngineering.
2 _ — DepartmentiKhyber Pakhtunkhwa i

- Abstract of Cost (ComputerJ:Survey: &»Drawing.-.Eguipm-'en_t_g)' | :

:
.
B AR, AR

- ‘S'..'No. . Description " Total Cost in Million :

R I T e Ry A i o A Lo

’ . {Computers /MIS including Surey 75837 %
? 2

1. |Equipment - 14.86— =

- - v

Survey& Drawings Equipments 1 :f,

2 : 6.620136
: ' ' ' R

F;{’f B - _ Total g7 23248~
v .

ST

TP
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.- . Name of Work:

s Sub Head;

Pakhtunkhwa

Computer's Detail

Strengthening & Capacity Building of Public Health Enginé'erihé Departmudnt - .-

P .
? S:No. Description Minimum Requirement Qty Rate (RS} | Total Cost -
) Processor Intel Core i5 Jatest, HOD 500 . )
’ ° Gl 7200 rpm, Mermory 4 Gh RAM, DVD | N ) :
i Computers Branded HP . L : 162 114500 7099000
' RW, 4 USB ports, 19" LGD, Multimedia ' :
) . Keyboard, Optical Mouse and Speakers | i
i ; , ~ !
2 [S/1of Laser Printer HP 2035 Laser Printer 52 42800 2653600
'3 {8/l of Stablizer : )
. L PUMA {100 Watt) 52 10400 6544300
4 [sfiof UPS ‘ ! . ‘
’ 2 KVA with Batterics 162 45000 2790000
i ) He/ Compag Intel 2.§Gl12-2 GB RAM, !
b 5 Laptop DVDRW, 500 GB with License Windows ;
- & Office 2007 4 74000 296000
. 6 s/t of Multimedia 25000/3000 tumes with stand etc
- complete in all respect . 1 350000 | 350000 4
L 7 S/ of Server Quad Core 2.4 Ghz 64 bit complete In . - :
- . all respect i1 400000 4000b0
Jis 8 Computerization . . ‘ { 2 Lmem, Sopsed
i Computerization for revenue record 9.ty 629600~ 629000
: . : i PEb i Bl
Tatal : 14862400
Total in Million 14.8624 -
. _j"j‘":- g}}
1
I : ’
I : S
1 N :
: , i ;
o ’ I !
!

) e
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Strengthening & Capacity Building of Public Health Engineering Di_?par_t

Name of Work:

L _ _ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -
. Sub Head:' . - . Drawing Instruments !
. - ‘ ¢ - i
.'- . ) . . :
11 s Description Qunatity [Unit .{Rate (RS)  |! - Tatal Cost
1 Plain Tabte _ 24 P.NoO 4300 103200
2 Total Stafi.on 24 P.No 231000 = 5544000
" 3 SuNey Staff R 2;;. P. No ‘2150 ] _. 51600
4 Sprvey Tripod 24 P.No aaoo | 81600-
5 |Compass 2 P. No- | 14520
: : 605
6  |Spiritlevel ' 2% P. No N 6480
270 |- I
EE P []
E I P Errow ) . 24 P.No . : 7200
t ° 300 |
8 . {PlumbBob | 24 P.No - 245 : ' 5880
) in
o] d Ranging Rod . 24 P. No 450 - . 11760
(
10 {Survey Chain 24 P.N : 7920
. . 0 1580 - | | 378 .
I . . - ' '
Yo 11 Alided . 2 P. No ; 28320
2l : 1180 | !
12 [setSquire 24 P. N ' : 3008
| - ° 125 -
13 GPS Device :
v 24 | p.ono rag00 | | 350400
” . Total . | 6245880
HEE Total in Million . Bl 6.24588
Sy iy et o
Y survey Qe Qe £ 24588 wn
3 ,93,9,,,;7 Qv Q. 0376286 am
, : o Al 13
N o, B 61620136 M
.'v'! .
4

[ vgraveien iy
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Strengthening & Capacity Building of Public Health-Engineering

,ﬂ@e_d_\/\!o_rlt: Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -
Sub Head: Drawing Instruments .?
. N A
S.No - Description Qunatity |Unit Rate (RS) Total Cast

1 |Stapler Machine 34 | P.No 2050 ¢ 69700
2 Stapler Machine 34 P. No 250 ¢ 8500
3 ’|Stapler Pen 136 P. No S0 . 12240
4 ' - [Stapler Pen 136 P. No 28 . 3808
5 Set Square 34 P. No 138 | 4692
6 . {Paper Cutter 34 P. No 103 j 3502
7 Correction Pen &8 . P. No 58 ! 3944
8 - |MarkerSet 68 P. No 55 . 3740
9 {Paper Pen 68° P. No " 30 . 2040
10 Butterfly paper 136 P. No 310 T 42160
1% |Masking Tape 2"Size | 136 P. No 108 .. 14688
12 Magifier 34 2. No 350 ., 11900
13 |Stapler Pen 68 PNo | 33 | 2244
1a Stapler Machine .68 P. No 545 ]| 37080
15 Rubber 1224 . P.No "12 " 14688
16 Piano Ball Point 102 - P.No 45 i 4590
17 Caiculatar 68 - P. No 795 . 54060
18 File Cover 216 P.No 10 . 2160:
19 Parlour Ruler 12" 68 P. No 1155 . 78540

Total ‘ 1374256

. Total'in Million

0.374256

t

3o




. N A . . & . e s s ..
_ ‘Name of Work: Streng.them.ng Capacity Building of Public Heaith o
. - Engineering DepartmentiChyber Pakhtunkhwa = .-
Abstract of Cost {Computer / Survey & Drawing Equipments)
. S.No : Description Total Cost in Million
1. |Furniture™ : 1.184 =" -
2 Fixtures N 2546w 2 r BT
Total . 3.830 Z..508
i
4
. ;
i ’
ljé . [
i a
3

T T e T




Name of Work:

Strengthening & Capaci

Building of Publlc Health En ineerins

Department Khyber Parchtunkhwa

Sub Head:'-. Furnituré Details i
S.No Desc}iption Q\.;natity Unit Rate (RS-). T-O‘ta.l Cost
1 |Executive Table 2 P.No | 22500 45000
2 i JExecutive Table 2 . P.No: 16500 33000
3 Office Table HMF 8 P. No 15236 121:888
4 Office Table HMF 16 P.No 14755 | : 236080
5 Office Table HMF 8 P. No 12665 | | 101320
6 |Office Table HMF 18 P.No | 5850 |i 107100
7 Computer Table HMEF 2 P. No 7743 15486
8 . {Revolving Chairs 6 - P.No | 13409 80454
9 Ravolving Chairs 24 P. No 6816 163584
10 Office Chairs 64 P. No 2193 140352
11 {Side Rack 2 P.No 4851 | . 9702
312 Side Rack [ P.No 3324 0 195244
13 Office Chairs (Steel) 12 P. No. 1861 . 22332
Total - i 1096242
Add Sales tax 8% 87699.36
Total in Million 1.18394136

R

e




- Name of Work:

Strengthening & Ca agi

. R cLt
Building of Public Health

Engineering Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

FROE R IAE R MY Y

Sub Head: Furniture Details
i 2
S.No |Description Qunatity |Unit Rate (RS} Total Cost ;
1 |Photocopier. Canon .2 P.No 300000 600000
2 ' e
Refregirator Dgw!ance 3 P. No 26000 ‘ 78000 :
3. [SteelAlmirahs——————{— 210 {__ P Np 1o 950000 o~
. . S - 12000 ! :
~F , ; 1
4 ~|Split Air Conditoner 247 4 P.No WP 280800 T :
v | v 00007 | | yseet ;
5  |Microwave Oven 3 . No ) 18600 {
: 6200
6 Desert. Room Caooler Local )
' Made 12 PNo 15000 ! 180000
7 * |Water Dispensar & Cooler E - : 1
P P. No 23000 132000 t
8  |Laser Fax Machine 35 PN -
) . No ; g0 v -
., - . 20000 | 1050000 |
-9 Digital Cameras 3 P.No 5 55300
% ’ 18433 . .
V239397
Total .| 264588899
2 3aec
Total in Million i 2.64589999

A

g ! -

2. 32y
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. Name of Warl:

. . . . cLonr i . co -: . .
. Strengthening.& Capacity Building of Public Health Engineering -

}-
H
i

3
|

DepartmentKhyber Pakhtunkhwa .

Abstract of Cost {Traniﬁg Unit) K

~

S.No

Description

Total Cost in Million
1

Traning Unit

' s
2.037 3-285"7

Renovation/Rehabilitation of PHE

Secretariate

¢

32.373 :3.. 258

L

Tranings

2—@@9" 2

Total

8409 | S 75F

S




" Name of Work:

Strengthening & Capacity Building of Publi¢ Heaith Engineerin

‘Departmenthyber Pakhtunkhwa

Abstract of Cost {Traning Unit}

-

S.No.

Descripfion

ES;ti'matéd Cost
| (Rs)

Civil Work .

11,272,349

Conference System/
Networking

4

-;—26‘9‘22‘0
2. 29 g

Furniture / Furnishing .

" 524,900 7725

Total

| 3066460 3285£55

i

Total (Millien)

| 3066~ 3-5%

o
.
i

N .
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T
-
'
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!
= _Civil Work _
- o Sch: i Amount
3. No. Description csrooos | QW Unit; Rate (Rs.)
g ?&F 'alfjrpiniu_r-n door/window, premium 4 ' 2_53.5_01 he Mz- | 435117 50,952
- |sect. sliding window R} K
© o |S&F aluminium ddo‘r/yviqdbw, other it‘[a_ms; 1253.02 | 5018 M2 | 2774791 - 13.924 -
Fly screen shutter for Premium model : A : .
. }
3 PiF Qranitto floor Tiles (Emeo. National or | 10-48-c 56 M2 2151.63 120,491
i eq) size 24"x24" : .
. |S&F of dewdér wood rail bourder 7-1/2" i .
4 |wide ilc Omamental golla/beading on top &~ N.S.| 102 “Rit; -450 45,900
bottom complete as specified. '
 |S&F of Brazillian wood Omamental comnic :
5 beading of 1.25"1.25" i/c cost of moulding N.S.I 69 - Rft- 95 - 6,855
eic complete as specified. j ”
6 [SFof Hydraulic Door Close (Best Qualty) |~ N.S.| 3 Eachl 2250 6,750
S&F of teak wood brazilian paneled door | ; -
7 . |shutter of approved quality & design 1-1/2*] NS 65 Stt: | - 1850 120,250
thick -
L S&F of Glazed tiles having size 8°x12* of ’ :
8 lapproved colour 8 design 1/2" thick plaster]  N.S.| 616 'St f 200 " 123,200
in (1:2) ' ' |
o [S&F of Gla order 23" widé and: |
g : of Glazed wall border 2"-3" wige and NS 2 Each .| 450 15,300
. 112" long . N :
Scrapping: Ordinary Di i ' ' :
1 Crapping: O nary Ulstemper, Oil Bound NS 918 . Sft : 22. . 20,186
Distemper or paint off wall . ,
. Prepare surface using wall patty ICi paint . ' !
-1 ; . S b
el o eproed s R L Y | 1,016
L Pre#are surface & applying of 3 coats of ) l
12 [approved type of plastic emlsion palnt | 13.30- g+ b B30 1 M2 | 126 | 1031
elc: complete ’
13- . |Prepare surface & applying lacquer polish ' | N
E ?3 [to w09den surfac?e complete in all respect N.S.J 154 . . 8it - o1 o 14.014
|14 S of imporied door logk NSL |3 | Gl | mow T 5o
[ 15 SIF of‘Towec; Brass 10" Long N.S.! 3  Each 700 . - 2,100
|16 [SF of Vertical Bind Cartain N.S. 126 St | 250 . [ 31,500

("3
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| Be
. . . o > i B -
Wiring of light/fan/call-bell point in 3107029 | ] -
_:”—17 PVC insutated bare cable in PVC pipe 15-50 21 Eachg 867.02 18,207
recessed !
" |SIF of 2/3 pin 5 Amp plug point in 3/29 .
18 |PVCinsulated bare cable in PVC pipe . 15-51 10 | Each | 43275 4,328
" - |recessed ’ ' -
19~ |SIF of Energy Saver bulb 25-25 Watt NS 4 | . Eachi 305 4220
20 T [SfFof fancy br.acket 2 long 3 No holder of N.S.I 1 Each' 3000 - 3,000
aaproved quality . :
. . |S&F of electric AC exhaust/fresh air ;
‘2 1 circulation (fjoub_le way) 220/230 single 16.77 1 Each | 5196.62 5,197
phase plastic frame hody and blade . . )
complete 12°x12* |
" |P&F of 1.5 ton spiit type Air conditioners " _ : P '
22 |{Dawalance or equivalent) i/c frame forout!  N.S.| 2 Each: 69000 138,000
door u_nit complete in all respect. :
* |Providing & fixing of 2' x 2' ifc tube light : '
.23 complete with 23 watt energy saver buibs N.S.I 14 Each; 4800 67,200
etc: complete- ‘ h’ ‘
24 |Providing & fixing of Telephone wire . N.S.t 320 Rit g8 . 2,560 .
25 |SIF of Dimmer Switch for ceiling fan 15-80 3 Eachi 122 366
. . ]
+ 28 [S7F of Asia Porcelin Power Plug 30 Amp N.S.| 4 Each: 1038 4,144
Wiring of main & sub main in 2 single core o SN ‘
2z PVC insulated cable 1547 - 18 M i 34248 6,507
o apr |S/Fof 3 pin switch & plug combined . : , . .
0 B |recessed type 5 Amp 15202 | 5 Eacn! 15993 800
Providing & fi ixing ceiling fan 56" sweep . - .
29 {Lahore Fan) premium modet N'S'l 3 Each:, - 4500: 13,500
. - {Providing & making of bath vanilry having C
§ size 4'%2'ifc cost.of marble (Verona |
- . |[crystal), slab, RCC bars, slab, Oval shap . i ' .
+ 30 |ceramic bowel, heavy duty mixer, chrome: | N.S.| 1 Jobi [ 22500 22,500
: finish (Master), chrome finish botie trap e ’
! - 1and 2 Nos, tee stop cock (Master) etc
X complete in all respect.
! ' Providing & fixing of bavel edge looking : - ) .
31 lglass imported having size 4'%2.5' ife: cost N.S.! 1 Each|l 14000 - 4,800
.- loffixing material. S ' .
| [L32__ |P&F CP Tolletpaper older 14:15 1 | FEach | 29548 205
- 33 P&F CP Mixing Valve 1/2 N.S.1 1 Each 6240 . 6,240

MR




: ;
A _ @e |
z{ .;_l;- 34 |P&FCP Towel rail-24" long, 34" dia * | 14-16-a i Each | -403.77 404 o
:._'9‘ ~__<35-. '|P&F CP tee stop cock heavy type: 1/2" - 14-25 3 Each ‘34?.27 - 1,030 C - §J

36-  |P&F CP diuble angle cock 1/2* NS 1 Each. 750 750 o
-~ .t a7 P&F CP Saap Dish 14-13 2. Each 395.3 © 791 1 :
: . SIF ofMuslimghower(Master) with double NSI- |4 b g w | 10 - . ;i
L cock complete in all respect. ) R . B ‘f
, 7 i
, S of lavotary set (IFO) consisfing WC ; :
¥ European type with seat, 2.5 Galions NS 1 ‘Each 25500 . 25,500 :
capacity low level cistern of approved color - ' , \
and quality ' R
,  [Supply & fixing of Sui Gas Room Heater -l f
39 ‘ ‘ 00
Vses NSI+ 2| Eah || 10 | 20
o l' . S/F accoustic miliér fibre tile ceiling fixed i ] _ .
o 40 (it aluminium tee hung by Gl wire fxed in|- 1240 | 5985 | M2 l|319148 | 191010~
i . . |roof. ) ) . o A g
' 5. §vfr2) . TOTALRs. | 1147070 .-
Add 20%-Fremium (on Rs.424675-) | 125279 =~ |.
* TOTAL Rs. 1,272,349 >
. |
2 5 a v
!' i
' |
it P
;- ¥ ,I.
’ ;
s
o
iit C . -
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- S CONFERENCE SYSTEM ..t . : . g
- . . ‘ v
T A - Sch: ; Amount ,
Je | 8 No: [ | _ Description - : CSR-2009 Qty: Umf . Rate (Rs.) .
i Supply & instatlation of Conforence System BOSCH CCS 800 ULTRO System )
" a Cenlral Amplifire Contol Unil BOSCH CC8-CU 1o C3 NS 1 Eﬂcil 221500 71500
800 Uitro , _ o _
Chaimman unil BOSCH LBB 3331 CCS (333150 1ong |\ o ; Each | 75700 76,700
. nock modal) witl all nacossiy conlaf o . T
i ' ] R . R B :
2 : Networking _
" _-a{S8/F Wireless D-Link Ro_uter N.S.| 3 - Each 25000 75,0600
biSIF Wireless D-Link USB Dongel 1 ONS! 25 Each 2400 60,000
cinstallation of Fire wall Software ‘ N.S.) 1 Job. 15000 15,000
. _d|Natwark Configuration/(nstallation N.S.1 1 Job, 15000 15,000
i e|Mulimedia with all accessories .| NSJ 1 Each | 50000 50000 |
5 ; TOTAL Rs. : 1,238,400 >
FURNITURE / FURNISHING : . 1
] - ' Sch: - Amount
{ S.No. Description csr.2o0g | QY Umt! Rate (Rs.)
- : |
!j i ~ {Supply of conference lable size 22X6'x2-6" wilh 40- ;
i 1. |chairs {Execulive Chair + 39 rchairs wihoularm) | N.SJ 1 Job | 520000 520,600
- * |finishing with best quality lacquer polished., - : ' .
2 ISfFof _wa!l clock of approved make and quality N.S.i 2 Each’ 1200 2400
3 s |siFof Quaid-r-Azam portriate NS | 1 Each 2500 2,500
Y _StelAlmirzhs No 21 Each, 12000 252000
. ITOTAL Rs. 776,900 ~ ’
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RENOVATION IN PHE SECRETARIAT l
! i
{ABSTRACT OF COST} i ;.
— n E
S.No Description CSRltem | Unit | - Quantity 1 Raté | Amount :
CIVIL WORK :
Granite tilus floor 1/4" thick lasd in csm (1:2) ar R X
1 [3/4" thick in csm (1:2) {imported tle vae) 24"x 10-48-c m? 758,60 2151.63 1,632,227 |
24" "‘
ng
2 P/t Emulsion painting an wall 2 caats on ald 15-30-a+b ~? 1342.52 121.60 163,250 1:
surface
3 |Painting on old surface 2 caats to door/ windows, 13-05< M2 200,74 107.4} 21,562 ! :
] Fr-cnnh'pnlishing to wonden works old surface 13-08-b m? 170.63 203.50 35,826
1
5 P/L Glnzad barder 2“+3* wide camplata as spfd NSI Nos 413.00 sso.ul:) 227,150
" [P/ Marsble Fi . 12 '
P{LM s Ie. ine Dresseo Stone 4-5 feet and 12! 10-26-d 4165 142098 52,290
wide 17 thick for stairs steps ‘
Pacca Brickwerk In 1;5 €SM as in Kitchen Walf « 07-05-a-05 446 3721.99 16,604
i
5/F af MS-pannelled Door wath forged Chokat 12-37 1.63 4316.00 7.020
R/F Pre east Slab for Shell 09-15 0.74 1664.93 1.253
:;ﬁ of 1/4* Glazed File in Bath Room & Lavotary 10-45  gz.83 789.26‘ . 68,312
Warer Supply & Sanitary Installatian , 2,233,382
‘.l‘/,- 5/| WHB with Pedestal 14.05-a-01 Nos 5.00 IEII.DL 8,055
L}
2 - |S/i low tevel Flash Tank 1410 Nos s.00 1484.00 7.420
3 ./‘ SIF :.h'l" 8lb Cack 14-24-b Nos 20,00 343.27 6,865
4 {s/Fof 172" Stop Cock 18-25 Nos | 20,00 34327 6.865 '
5-  [s/f of looking Mirror {best Quality} 14-17 M 5,00 SQS.OOI 3,225
- I
|
6 [|5/F of 1i/d Gl pipe with speci -55- ’ ‘
/ /d GI pipe with specials 14-55-d M 30.00 - 261.40' 7,842
7 S/F of 3/4" ifd G) pipe with specials 14-55-¢ M 15.00 ‘203,20. 3,048
S N ’
8 S/F.al::l/‘Z" i/d Gl pipe with specials 14-55-8 ] 15.00 153.98 2,310 !
Elecreicification 45,631
1 S/E facm!'v fabricated Steel Mainboard Open Typa 15-75-a Nos 12.00 8821.50 117,658
) 5/€ af 100 Amp Auto Transpower Main Switch 500 ’
Valt 1570 Nos | 2000 5724.77: 114,135 R |
3 S/E Slnnln' Phasp Aulo Circuit Breaker 20 Amg 15.71-¢ Nos 50.00 558.67;: 52,980 : -
' S/E of Flourscent Tube Light 4: Rod 1 Choke & 1 . .
Starter 15-61-a Nas 40.00 784.50° 31,386 o T
S S, n . N
/f of Exhaust Fan 12" fan 15-69-a Nos 6.00 1571.40[ 9,428
I.. 326,)58
2,605,170
Add 29.5 % {Rs. §82743.. - )
{Rs. 682743.475} on Schedule tems )-2 Rs 2533058 3,287,911
Tal 3,288




242 (2010-11) : :
Detail Estimate o /‘\ B
Length | Width | Depth | | Qty utl% ‘
S.No Daescription . No (Ft} (£t} (7t} I (FP5) —i | (MIKS) ,:
)
g g N o 3
1 Granite tiles floor 1/4" thick laid i esm (1:2) or 3/4" thick in esm {1:2) (imported tile uae}16"x16" !
Graund floor . 5
Irfan Sb 1 x | 2 16.00 | 10.75 172.00 . 15.99
11 x| 2| 00| 050 . 1600 - 1.49
. 1] x| 2 | 100351 ase 1075 - 1.00 )
Isiirat Sb 1 *x 1 16.00 10.75 172.00 15.99 i B
1 x. | 2 | 1600 | 050 16,00 1,49 ) . 3
1) x| 2 {0 oso W75 . .00 : : ‘
Sanaber 5b 1 X 1 26.00 | 10.25 164.00 15,24 . r
- 1 x 2 | 1600 | 050 16.00 | 143 )
1 X 2 | 1025 | 050 1025 0.95 l
Yunys Sh 1 X 1 16.00 | 10.25 164.00 ‘15.29
1 X - 2 16,00 0.50 16.00 N 1.49 . . . \
1 X 2 10,25 0.50 1025 .95 o .
Behramand 1 X 1 | 1600 j 10.25 164.00. 15.24 .
1 % 2 1600 | 0.50 16.000 1.49 y
1 X 2 10.00 0.50 10.00 0.93 L ?"‘
Salfurehman Sh 1 % 1 11600 | 10,25 164.00 15.24 L
1 X 2 ;1600 } 050 1600 . 1.48 i
1 X 2 10.25 0.50 © 10,25 ~ 0.85 .
Sami sb 1 | % [ 1} 1600 1600 25600 | 23.75
1 X 4 16.00 | 0.50 3200 297 :
Dispatch Section 2 x 1 | 1000 [ 850 85.00 7.90 3
1 X 2 10.00 | 0.50 10.00 0.93 !‘-,
1| x| 27 850 | 050 8.50 0.79 J
- [PA DPm 14 ox |1 | 1000 800 8000 . 7.43 I
. 1 x 2 | a10.00 a.50 10.00 g £.93 (
. 1 x 2 8,20 10.50 168.00 B 15.61 . . . %
First Flaor . : ¥
1 X 1 | 1600 | 10.75 172,00 ¢ 15.99 i
1 % 2 | 1600 | 050 1600 1.43 75
| x| 1] 16007 2075 17200 | 15.93 . .
1 x| 2 | 1600] cso 600 | 1.49 .
1) x [ 1 | 1600 1075 17200 . 15.99 4
1 x | 2 | 1600 | oso 1600 2.49 s - %
1 x | 1 | 1600 [T1075 17200 15.99 :
1 x| 2| 1800] D30 600 149 ]
1 X 2 | 1075 | 050 10,75 . 1.00 : . T ,j
1 X 1 16.00 | 10.00 ] 160.00 i 14,87 S 3
1w T 71600 080 600 149 i
1 x | 2 [ 1000 050 . _1go0 | 0.93 g
1] x 1 ! 1200 | as0 11400 10.59 8
1 X 1 6.00 6.50 1900 - | 3.62 -’
1 x 2 | 1200 [ os0 12.00 ! 1.12.
1| x} 2 ) 950 | pso 950 0.88 . : :
1) x| 1 | 1600 [ 2200 182,00 | 17.84 C S 2
1 x 2 16,00 0.50 16,00 : 1.45 . v
1| x| 2 | 1200 | 050 1200 - 112 I | R .
1 x 1 | 16.00 | 2100 176400 16.36 - : . .
1 % 2 26.00 Q.50 16.00 . ©1.49
1 X 2 171100 | 0.50 11.00 - 1.02
L] x {1 1{1600] 1200 192,00 17.84
1 X 2 16.00 Q.50 . 16.00 1.49 -
_ 1 x 2 12.00 0.50 322.00 1.12 . .
il_{thicd faor 1) x| 2" 1600|1100 176,00 16.36 R 3?!
Tl x| 2| 1600 0sp | 1600 | 1.48 D B i
1 X 2 11.00 | p.50 21.00 p 1.02 : - : - ke
1] x |3 T 2300 3600 368,00 34,20 ;
i
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b

Ey x 2 | 1500 | 0.50 1600 1.4y
1 x 1 | 17.00 | 36.00 27200 25.28
1] x| 2] 1700 050 17,00 1.58
1 X 2 16.00 {.50 16.00 1.49
1 X 1 16.060 11.50 184.00 { 17.10
1 x 2 | 1600 | 050 16.00 1.49
1 [ x| 2 | 1150 ] 050 1se ! 107
1 x 1 16.00 1. 12.00 192.00 | 17.84
1 x 2 | 16.00 | 0.50 1600 - 1.45
1 X 2 | 1200 050 12,00 1,12
1 X 3 4.00 1.25 30.00 2,79
1 X [ 4.00 1.25 30.00 2.79
1 X S 4.00 1.25 25.00 232
Corridor 1 X 3 ) 6500} 7.00 1365.00 126.86
. 1 x 6 | 6500 { 4.00 1560.00 144.98
v Entracnce 1 x 1 26.00 12.00 312.00 ’ 28.00
1 1 16,00 5.00 80.00 7.43
v_[Lannding 2 | x | 1 ]1300} 700 18200 . 16.91
2 X 1 5.00 5.00 50.60 8.36
total 8594.50 798.75
deductien of door o{ x| 27| 400 | 400 432,00 , 4035
net total 8162.50 758.60
I 1
2 P/L Emulsian painting on wall 2 ¢coats on pld surface
1 X 1 | 1600 | 10.75 172,00 15.99
1 x 2 | 1600 | 13.00 352.00 32.71
1 X 2 1D.75 11.00 236.5C 21.98
1 X 1 {1600 | 10,00 160,00 |} 14.87
1 X 2 | 1600 | 1100 352,00 32.71
1 x 2 10.00 | 11.00 220,00 ' 20.45
1 X 1 | 1600 | 10.25 164.00  ° 15.24
1 X 2 ) 1600 | 1100 35200 ° 3271
1 X 2 10.25 | 11.00 22550 ' 20.56
kY x 1 16.00 15.00 256.00 23.792
1 X 4 16.00 | 11.00 704.00 65.43
1 % 1 | 1000 | 850 85.00 7.50
1 x 2 | 1000 | 11.00 22000 20.45
1 X 2 850 | 11.00 187.00 17.38
1 X 1 | 1000 | 1600 16000 § 14.87
1 X 1 10.00 | 11.00 22000 ! 2045
1 X 2 16.00 | 10.50 336.00 31.23
1 x 1 ! 1600 | 122.00 192.00 17.84
1 3 2 10.00 | 11.00 220.00 2045
1 13 2 16.00 | 11.00 352.00 32,71
1 X 1 | 1600 | 1075 172.00 15.99
2 X 2 | 1680 | 11.00 352.00 32.71
1 x 2 1875 | 1100 236.50 21,98
T x 1 | 1600 | 10.00 160.00 ¢ 14.87
1 x | *2 [ 1600 | 1100 352.00 32.71
1 % 2 | 1000 | 11,00 220,00 | 20,45
1 x r | 2200 | s.50 114.00. . 10.59
1 X 3 6,00 6.50 39,00 3.62
1 X 2 | 2200 | 2100 264.00 24,54
1 x 2 9.50 11.00 202,00 19.42
1 X 1 16.00 | 12.00 192.00 172.84
1 X 2 | 1600 | 1100 352.00 3271
1 x 2 | 22,00 | 11.00 264.00 24,54
1 x 1 | 16.00 | 11.00 176.00 - 16.36
17 x| 2| 1600 12.00 35200 | 32,71
1 X 2 {1100 | 1100 24200 2248
3 x 1 15,00 12.00 152.00 | 17.84
1 x 2' | 16.00 | 11.00 35200 32.71
1 X 2_} 1200 | 11.00 264,00 24,54
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1 x| 2| 160011100 352,00 un
1 % 2 11.00 | 11.00 242.00 22.4% 4
1 x 2 23.00 16.00 36800 34.20 : K
1 X 2 23,00 | 11.00 506.00 - 47.03 p E:
1 X b 2 [ 1600 | 1100 35200 , 3271 _ :
1 ® 1 | 17.00 | 16.00 27200 ' 25,28 %
1 x 2 17.00 } 11.00 374.00 i 34,76 | k
1] % |2 [ 1660 | 1200 352.00 3271 %
1 X 1 16.00 | 11.50 184.00 17.10 2
1 X 2 | 1600 | 12.00 352.00 32.71
2 [ x [2 | 250 | 1200 N 253.00 2351 F‘ﬁ
1 X 1 16,00 | 12.00 192,00 | 17.84 . '
1 X 2 | 16.00 | 11.00 352,00 - 32.73 ¥
1 X 2 | 32.00 | 11.00 264.00 24,54 o . l’ﬁ
1 X 6 | 400 | 125 3000 - 2.79
1 X 5 | 400 | 1.25 30.00 | 2,79 :
1 X S 4.00 2.25 25,00 1 2.32 j
1 x | 3 | 6500 7.00 1365.00 ! 126.86 :
. 1 X 6 | 6500 | 7.00 273000 ¢ © 25372
[Tatat 1844150 1713.89
Deductions
Doars | 27 X 2 400-{ 850 1836.00 ! 170.63
Windows 30 X 2 6.00 6.00 2160.00 200,74
Total deductions 3996.00 371.38
Net tota) 14445,5¢ 1342,52 !
Painting on ald surface 2 coats to door/ windows . ) : i
Windows 30 x 2 5.00 6.00 2160,00 200.74 N 3 g
- [Total 2160,40 200.74
) 13-05-c
. French polishing to den works ald surface ) -
daors 27 | x 2 4.00_|_ 850 1836.00 ¢ 170,63 %
" |Torat 1836.00 170.63 '.%
' 13-08-b i
P/L Glazed barder 2"-3° wide complete as spfd 1
G/Floor 136,00 85,00 i
first ftaor No's 13500 35.00
second flaor 142,00 © o 85.00
Tatak 413.00 285.00
j . P/L Marhie Fine Dressed Stone 4-5 fest and 12" wide 1* thick for stairs steps )
Tread i x [ 8] 18] S0 860 1] 20 S E -
Riser 3 [ x [ 18] 058 | so0 15660 14.55 ' &
Total 448.20 . 41.65 4
Pacca Brickwork In 1;8 CSM as In Kitchen Wall : g
. - i
Hitchen Wall 1|« 1177260 [ 07 [ 200 200 ] 390 .
Shelf Supparts | x| 2 500 | ors ] 200 600 . 0.56 'i
. Tatal 48.00 . 4.46 . B i
S/ of M5 pannelled Door woth forged Choliat )
! T x {11 2507 700 17.50 163
P/F Pre cast Slab for Shelf ) "
1 x T1 400 | 2,00 8.00 0.74 : -
P/F of 1/4" Glazed Tllz In Bath Room & Lavatary hall | . 000 ’ o T
2 X 2 5.00 5.00 100.00 : 9.29 L . . R
2 | x 4} s00 | Boo 320.00 29.74 . ' PR
1 x 2 1000 | s.00 50,00 R 4.65 . o !
1] x [z {1000 | 800 16000 . 14.87 . Y
. U % [ 2] 500 | 5 8040 743 L
1] x 11 1 700 | soo0 35.00 R N ’ -
1 X 2 7.00 8.00 112,00 « 10.41
1 X 2 5.00 8.00 §0.00 7.43 . 3
Yol 545,00 §7.83 . - :
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Stren thening & Capacity Building bf Public Heaith En ineéring De artmehtl(h ber s
Name of Work: ) - |
Pakhtunkhwa ] ! v
Detail 6f Trainings [ N
S.No . Description CSR Item Unit [ Quantity Rate . Amount
1 . Purchase of Furniture & other Equipment
i_.__|White Boards NA No 2 ] 3000 6000
i |Stationary. NA No {As per Detall 50000
iii__|Flip Board with Stand NA No 4 ] E@) 49010 16000
. {As per Detat
i K o 18000
iv  |Crockery NA N ait ached) )
Sub Total H 90000
In-House Trainings
Proposed Tainings for Sub Engineer/Drawing Establishment/ Office Estab!:shment etc
Traniner's Fee foe total working hours i-e 247 hours
i Trainer within Department NA Day 120.00 1000.00 120,000
i |Trainer outside Department NA Day | 12000 | 2000.00 , 240,000
it Refreshmient charges for Trainees NA Day 120.00 J.{IDDO.OO 120,000
Sub Total ! - 480,000
Proposed Courses for SDO's/ Xen's
{Traniner's Fee foe tatal working hours i-e 247 haurs :
{___[Trainer within Department NA Day | 100.00. | 1000.00 100,000 |-
i |Trainer outside Departmant NA Day 100.00 | 2000.00 200,000
i Refreshment charges for Trainees NA Day 100.00 1000.00 100,000
Sub Total : 460,000
Total in House Tranings | $80,000
__Out-House Trainings | i
Proposed Tainings at UET, PARD, IMScieces for Engmeers | .
| 1 [|Training @ UET, Peshawar NA Per 60:00 - | 8700.00 622,000
. Person !
i [Training @ PARD/Imsciences NA PP er 60.00 | 12000.00 720,000 4
. i erson ; g
. L Total Out-House Tranings 1,242,000 :
Total 2,211,000 :
’ i
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To

. OFFICE OF THE _ - R
"EXECUTIVE ENGINEER PUBLIC. HEALTH ENGG
DIVISION NOWSHERA. g

No._ " @4/WO  DATED2S] 5112012

M/S Pervaz Khan & Sons
Gowi Cantraclor

Subject:- STRENGTHENING & CAPSITY BUILDING CF PHE DERPARTMENT
KHYBER PUKHTUN KHAWA ADP NO.ZZBI‘IDOQQS- 2011-’.12

Sub-Head "CONSTRUCTION OF COMMITTEE ROOM IESTABLISHEI‘#}IENT OF TRIANING -
. - UNIT AT PHE SECRETARIAT ESTIMATED COST RS.30 QO 000/~

Ref:

Your tender date 05/02/2012 & Underlaking date Nif .
. As approved by the Chief Engineer {South) Public Health Engineering
,Departmemplghyber Pukhtun Khawa Peshawar vide his letier Ne.31/G-2/PHE

dated 24/02/2012 the loweslirebaled Rate of amounting lo Rs.30, 36,649/-
(Rupees Thirty Lac d Thirty Six Thousand six Hundred and Forly Nine only)
the work is hereby altoted to you will ime

limil (6) Six Month from Ihe actual dale-of commencement of work. The lerms &
condition of work will be as pes your lender docurnents and contract agreement

You are hereby directed 1o contacl the Sub Divisional Officer Publi
Heaith Engineering Sub Division Nowshera- il for having the instruction Lo slarl

the work within a week tme and aiso attend this office immadiately for signing
the contract Agreement

Wark ) - Rate _
“SCHEDULE ITEWS!

: —
[ Allitems of Civil Work & Allied 25 IiC 1 the - 29.50%‘(Twen'tyf\line Point Fifty
composite Schedule of rates RalesCSR 2000 | Percent) Abovi on CSR 2009 with

wilh approved premium approved promi

}

em of

il

Sm— e oaes o vy

Nale :- AI} lhe items of works menlianed |

—e, . PR S i r—— e .

) - : o o i
{B} NON-SCHEDULE ITEMS AT PAR with approved estimated rates
h—"a—_.- .

o e e e e s e -

i e e e——a— en L

t & Comparative Statemen

: : n Ihe above table are in accordance. to their schedule
lem Nos, as quoted in the BOQ/Bid Sheg |

"1 The execution of WOrk v

Copy forwarded to;. '

TERMS & CONDITION
—=2 o CONDITION

¥l be according 1o the standard specification of PHE &
approved PC-} according wilh the pravisian ol conlract agreement.;
The execulion of work shall be subjeci to (he release of funds,

- All Govt Taxes should he deducled as per Govl Rules,

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER . -
. t

W

1 The Chief Engineer (South) Public Healln Engineering Deparunenl‘khyher Pukhtun -
(hawa Peshawar vide his lelier No.31/G.2/PHE daled 24/02/2012 -

i
direc_led o (i) The work may be coinplelad in sllpu!ale;l‘perlod.'(ll) The contractor may
be directed 10 sign he coniract agreement per {

- The Divisional Accounts Cificer {Lacal) /. |
Conlrac! Agreemen ! A i
: 4
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. BID SHEET ’
Mo of o Culatistmeni of Tuwog Ung + | Appravid Cost = 3 Millon T
- . “Eormest Masiey = 60,012.00 Time _
Sleengthening & Capacily Building of . Lumil = As pcl):NDrk Ordar
PHE Depanment Khyber Pakhiunituvp
V# Under * ADE No 2201300090 .
) Canslruclion of Gomaylies,
HoomiEslablishmen( ol T:amning Und at,
Sub Hoao - PHE Secrglanal .
Clvit Wark . . Amount
. Sciv .
. No. Descriplion Ly: + Unil Rate
$. Mo escriplion csg.a000 | W . (Rs) _
v |S&F aluminium dooriwindow. premiom 12.53-0-01 | 3171 m2 | a4aseaz [~ 50,952
4" secl. shiding vangow,
.- S&F alyminiuny doorivindaw, ather .
2 |ilems: Fly screen shulier (o Prowyums 1250002 5010 M2 | 2774.79 . 13.924 v
! mogel :
3 |P/F Granilto (loor Tiles {Emcs Nalianas 1018 s& M2 215163 Lo 120,401 v
gt of o) sixa Fa"x24~ 3
! S3F of dewdar wood rail bourder 7.
4 |2" vide ilc Omamental golialbeading MS) 102 | Ril W50 45,900
' on lop & bellom camplele ag speafiod
S&F atf Brazdlian viaod Omamenint
: 5 joome beadngof 125125 e costoll Ny | g RN g5 6.555
‘ maulding ele complete a3 specificd i
= gl“Fn:‘r Hyarautie Goor Clots (Dus - 'T%n ’ 3 Each 2250 6,750
. S&F of teak woad braziian pangipd .
1 jdoor shuller of appraved quakly & NS) 65 | sn 1850 120,250
dnsign 1-1/2% 1uek e
SAF of Glnzed LWos haviog 220 .
t ! =1 8 |of anproved colowr & aes:;n 142" thick N.S.1 816 | sn 200 123,200
} plasiar in (1.2, '
oF ~od ve o 23 v -
- g S :ul‘ :g-?:i:—d vall border 2°3" vaeg NS 29 | goen 250 15.300 -
: Sérapeing: & 5 G0 .
N ¥ Bound Disiempce o'r gl off vaail NS1 2 1 Sh 2 20,336
: . Prepate surtace using viall patly ICI
iR a0l el of approved guanly NSI 918 | m 2 noe -
T Picpase surfaca & applying of 3 coals
1 12 lof approved lypo of plaslic emulzion 1330-a+h ) 85,31 M2 1216 10,374 \/
o [ [pan eic: campipic ! i
Ty Prepare surtage & appiying Incquer .
e / 13 PoIsh lo wonden surfaco campl®ie 1n N.St 154 Sn o 14,014
L] : all respecy -
i’ A i “"s;s af \mpoAcd door ook ] 3| Eeen| 3000 3,000
HEEN 13 _|S/F of Tavier Brags 107 Long NSI o 3 [Eaen 100 2,100
4 16 |SI of Vorical Bhng Curlaia NS! 126_[_sn 250 31,860
4 Wiung af hohUnaicall-bol sunlin
i ¥ 30,025 PVC insulaieg vare cabie in 15-50 21 ¢ Eachy 86702 18,207 \/
: PVC pine recessed )
! SIF ot 23 pin 5 Amp plug poinl 1n 29 .
: ) 18 [PVC msutaied bare cavla in VC pgo | 158y 10 [Each! 432,75 w328 \/
. recessad
. ; 19 |SIF o Enorgy Saver buin 25-25 wors NS 1 {Each| 305 1,220 °
4 r—
3 SIF ol lancy brackel 3 lang 3 No holder. .
§ 2 |of ansrover vty 00 NS 1 | Eaen| gopo 3.anp
’Il n! . S&F of clecitic AC exhausiiresh aw
(4 Curculation (double Wiy} 2201230 single .
e 2 phase plasiic frame body ang blage 15-72.¢ ! Each | 5196 G2 5.197 \[
f'- ‘ . CeEmMpien 13 a9y 3% ——t e
. PEF ol 4.5 ton spif fype Air
' condikaners {Davealance Of equivalcniy : - .
! 2 e frame for oul door undt compicts i HSt 2 | Gaen|  cuoon '30.c00
:' all fnnpuct, f '
i Frovicing & GiAng of 2 % 7' 78 tubg i , —
i 23 Tcomplete wilh 23 wail energy sover NS 14 [Bachi dggo 67,200 .
] buths ole; compl v
e | 23 Broviding & fixng of Teiaphone ware | NST " 173206 | @R a 2,560 I
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e e T . w7
25 _[S/F of Duomer Svaleds (or colng ln R Ul
2 S7F of Asia Porcehn Paswer Plug 3G a 4,144
- Amp_ > - q T
) / . 27 Wiring 0! main & sub main in 2 single 15447 19 W 342.48 6,507
i core PVC insulaled cable y
- - - 1
. - 28 SiF of 2 pin SN'I-II'J\ & plug combined 15.30-3 5 | Eacn 159 63 . 59 e
3 recessed Iype 5 Amp : g
Providing & fixing ceing fon 567 sweep W5 cach 45G0 13.500
2 |(Luhere Fan) premum model NS 3 1 Eac -
Proviging & making of bath vaailry
having size 4'x2’ vc cosl of marble
(Verona crystal). siab. RCC bass, siab,
., Ovat shap ceramic Boveel, hoavy duly 22500 22.500
‘ b mixer, chrame fimsh (Masler}, chiame i ! 4ah *
fiish Lolel irap and 2 Nos. 1ee stop
cock [Master) el compicla in all
taspoect.
Proviging & fixing of bavel edye looking N B
N T s NS 1 | €aen 4900 4,900
olassumeetcd havina size 4a2.37#e 1 Vg
32 |P&F CP Tade paper holder 14.15 1 | Each| 28548 295
33 _|PRF CP Mixing Valve 112 NSl 1| Each| 6240 5,240
34 |PAF CP Towel rait. 24° long, 314* dia 14-16-a 1 |Eoch) 40377 404 V-
-1 3 [PEF CPize sop cack heavy lype YT | 14,25 3 YEaen| 3327 | 1030 ) —
»n| 36 (P&F CP dwble angle cack 142 NSi 1 Cach 7450 750
37 |PEFE CF Soap Dish 1413 2 | Cacn 3053 J61 S —
SIF al Musiim shaower (Masler) witn oy o .
3% | doubie cock comglee n al iespeci NS ! jEach 200 1an
S/l ol lavalary sel {{FO) consisting WC
Ewopean lype vath seal , 2.5 Gall <
Capoaty row lvel mietare of oppovea | M54 t jEBach) 25500 25,500
color and quahly
Supply & fixing of Sui Gas Roem ,
a9 |UPRYS g ol lSS | 2 |Each| 12500 27600
Haaler Mas Gas
SIF aceauslic miller Lbea bWlo cuikng
40 |fixod vawh aluminium ee huag by GI 1240 spos | M2 3191 40 1D1.01D ot
wire fixed in rool :
- TOTAL Rs. 1,147,070
Add 20% Prenvum {on Rs 446366-) Jo2] b’,___
JOTAL Rs. 71,236,343 ]
\__/
. B, CONFERENCE SYSTEM !
Scht Amount
. No, ipti . o i
S. Dascription CSR-2000 Qty: | Unit Rale (R}
Sunply & installalian al Confarcnce .
t  |Sysiem BOSCH CCS 806 ULTRO .
System . . -
Cenlral Amphing Coniral Ui BOSCH . T .
Bl C o el o £ o i NS 1t {lacn| 221500 ¢ 21500
Ciiurman unl DOSCH LOG 3337 GCS . -
b{12331450 lenp neck model) wilh ali NS 1 Each 75700 Y- B 75,700 -
neensairy cnnhot ‘
Beiegate slaiion BOSCH LLE 336 ~| ~° 0 T[T T4 T m e e mmer v ame w2
€|C55 (2330150 laan aech maa o NS 12 {Lacn| 66600 v ¢ 7ava00 2L
Motveorking . -
3 ISIF Wircless D-Link Rowler N 3 JEach | 25000 -|— 75,000 1 _
b IS/ Wirpless O-Link USB Donnel N. 25 [ Eaeh 2400 \|~ 60,000
¢ |insiofiabion’of Fice wall Solivware ] "Job 5000 75,000 3
! 8 _[Melwork Conliquration/lnstaliation N \__|_Joh S000 15,000 |
. e__|Mullimodia wilh all accesseries N.S. )| Each 0000 [ 50,000
TOTAL Rs. 1,230,400
1
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2 N
. FURNITURE | FURHISHING .
-~ Sch: . Amaunt
Descriplion coragos | O \ Umt‘ Rale 1 Ay l

Supply of conference latle size
22'%B'x2"-6" valh 40 CRaIS {Excculive

Job | 52000C 520,000

1 Chant + 39 ¢ chairs wath oul arm} 5 1
finshung with bes! qually lacquer i
polished -
SiF ol wall clock ol approved make and NS 2 1 Each 1200
quality
SIF ol Quaid-e-Azam pornale N 1 Each 2500
TOTAL Rs,
Tolal (A«B+C}
R liam 2009

Add 20 % Promium gn CS

Grand Total

3,000,000.00

Al item of the schedule ol th
Add -

Aed “%nge aboverehy

Head Draliman

LR O Rige g

o Eanty

Grano Tolat (Soy) 1
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PROVINCIAL INSPECTION TE.;\M, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Subject: Inquiry Regarding Ivegularities and Embezzlement in

“hold an inquiry into the case in hand, passed on a note

CONFIDENTIAL -

Tea

e
.-'fh\
/’,,-’
o
-

INQUIRY REPORT

the Project “Strenglthenin ‘rﬂd_(}umcil ' Building of PHE

Department ADP No. 228/100098 (2010-11)" Carried out ' o

- . B

by PHE Division, Nowshera. ]

Order of Inguiry.

Orders of the Chier Secretary. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa to

submitted by Public Health Engineering Department, were
communicated to Provincial Inspection Team on 01-04-2014

{Annex-A}.

Backeround.

2= A note for Chief Secretary, Kh)'lim-= Pakhtunkhwa
regarding irregularities and embezzlement in the
project the scheme “Strengthening and Capacity
Building of PHE Department ADP No. 2287 100098
(2010-11)" Carried out b}; PHE Division, Nowshera

- was  submitted by Secretary,  Public  Health

Page 1 of 28
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Engineering (PHE) Department on 25-02-2014. In the
note, it was stated that complaints were received-

from different quarters regarding certain .
mis-appropriations/irregularities made in the
procurements in- the instant project. Taking-'
cognizance, Superintending Engineer, PHE Circle
Timergarah was appointed‘as Inquiry Officer to -

prabe into the matter. The Inquiry Officer submitted

his report to the Chief Engineer (North), PHE:- ..

. Department, which was forwarded to Secretary, PHE

Department vide Chief Engineer (North) letter dated
29-01-2014 (Annex-B).

It was further mentioned in the note that the Inquiry

~ Officer had pointed out gross irregularities/mis-

appropriation in the project and had recommended

that a high level committee comprising of IT

persolqnel, auditors, and . site inspectors may be
constituted or an independent investigation agency -

.may be given the task to probe into the matter in

-detail.

In the note, the PHE Dép-artmén-t recommended that

in view of the magnitude of irregularities and

quantum of work, the inquiry .may be conducted
through Provincial Inspection Team (PIT). The Chief

Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa approved the said

‘recommendation vide Para-5 of the note ~and’

forwarded the case to PIT.




3- Inquiry Proceedings.

a=

Provincial Inspection 'i"cam {PIT) requested: the
Executive Engincer, PHE Division, Nowshera on
‘82-04-2014 to imniediatel_v provide relevant record of
the case {Annex-C}. Since, the record was not
proviﬁcd, therefore, a reminder was issued in this
regard on 10-04-2014. {(Annex-D). The record was
partially submitted to PIT on 18-04-2014 (Annex-E).
The matter was discussed in detail with the
incumbenl staff of PHE Division, Nowshera on
28-05-2014,  17-06-2014, and  11-07-2014. The

remaining record of the case was provided to PIT on

- 07-08-2014.

All the concerned offices of PHE Department
throughoul the province were asked on 18-09-2014 to
provide their relevant ' briefs . regarding
verification/authentication of the quality and

quantity of the items delivered to them in the instant

. project {Annex-F). Some of the PHED offices didn‘t-

furnish their briefs, therefore, the issue - was

g reminded to them vide leiters dated 25 09-2014,

30-09- '7014 01-10-2014, 02-10-2014, and 20-11-2014
‘(Annex-G).

Detailed discussions were lield “with - the

concerned staff of PHE Department on 27-10-2014,

05-11-201¢, and 11-11-2014  (Annex-H), During

discussions, they asked for some time so thal they

could consult the relevant rccord before responding

TR S R

"thén
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o . : ' - ihen
o questions fram PIT. Mr. Ghulam Mujtaba,. the thes
o que : (

Chief Enplneer (South), PIED aubmitted his writien
troaghseer (v

statement on 11-11-2014 (Annex-I).

. rn TS items was
Phystenl verifleation of the purchased ite

: . v LG fiCOS

careled out by PIT at randomly selected PHE of
) - Y , shera on

af Peshawar, Charsadda, Man_clan, and Now i

LO-11-2014, 11-11-2014, and 12-11-201d (Annex-J).
PI'T co-apled Prof. Dr. Inayatullah Babar, Chairman,

i ingineeri er
Department  of  Eleetrical  Engineering,  Khyb

. 7 : ing and
Pakhtunkhwa  Universily  of Enﬁ“‘“_'-‘“"g “ ,

Technology (UET), Peshawar as technical expert

(Annex-K). The equipments were inspected in PI-IEl

Secretariat by PIT and technical expert in the
presence of the concerned staff of PHE Department
on 19-11-2014. The samples of stabilizer and UPS
alongwith  batteries were collectad from PHE
Secretariat and were tested in UET Laboratory. The

relevant test report of UET, Peshawar is placped at

~Annex-L,

Alter inspection and tost results, the then concerned
“staff of PHED were again called to attend PIT on

25-11-2014 so as to obtain their. view point with
regard to the new observations vide letter dated

24-11-2014 (Annex-M). The matter was discussed in
detail with the following officers of PHE Department

and they submitted/recorded their written

statements on the dates mentioned against their
names;

! Page 4 of 28
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5.No Name Designation Date Annex
i. Mr, Sikandar Khan | The then 25-11-2014, N
Superintending 26-11-2014, &
Engineer (HQ), 01-12-2014
PHED.
ii. | Mr. Nasir Latif. The then Executive] 25-11-2014 o
 Engineer, PHE
Division, Nowshera.
Mr. Ghulam Mujtaba, the then Chief Engineer
(South), PHED didn't attend PIT till finalization of
this report. .
4- Obscervations.

Based on the scrutiny of the available record[docynients,

—i_detailed discussions & written statements of the concerned

“staff of PHE Department, random physical inspection of

the. purchased items, and test results, PIT observations are

" as under:

The project “Srrengtheningl and Capacity Building of.

~ U'Public Health Engineering Depariment ADP No.

' 242/100098 (2010-11)" was approved by the PDWP in

ils "méeting ‘held on 13-12-2010. Administrative’

approval of the scheme amounting to Rs. . 96.40

million was issued on 02-02-2011 with a completion

period of two ycars having the following scope of -

work (Annex-P);




VT b ) kG

S.No Description Amount
. [ Vehicles Rs. 54.555 M
2. | Computer/MIS including Survey Equipments | Rs. 28.788 M
3. | Rent/Utilities/POL Rs. 5..280 M
4. | Furniture and Fixlure Rs. 3.000 M V]
5. | Training Rs. 4.768 M
Total Rs. 96.40 M

b- As per statement of Mr. Nasir Latif, the then

Executive Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera, t:l'te

project was divided into three parts which were
carried out through Peshawar, Charsadda, and
Nowshera Divisions of PHE Department. The

purchase of vehicles amounting to Rs. 54.555 million

was done through PHE Division, Peshawar, while

procurement of the following items amounting to

Rs. 41.748 million was carried out through PHE

Division, Nowshera;

L Sl A L T Lo el s s ik e Pl e A 0 e 20 b AL

T oy e
(%

S.No Description Amounl
1. | Computer/MIS including Survey Equipments | Rs. 28.788 Mv
2. Rent/Utiiities/I’OL Rs. 5.280 M-
3. |Furniture and Fixture Rs, 3.000 M
4. (Training Rs. 4,768 M

Total

Rs. 41.748 M

BN A Y

i
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proj nti to
Technical Sanction- of the project ~amounting
) 05 » . icf Engincer
Rs. 89.198 million was issued by Chief Engin
s. 89, .
(South), PHED on 12-06-2012 as per following
outh),

LT R =D RATI R
T A T R
0N

(Annex-Q);
: , unt
S.No ] Desbription Amo
Rs. 55.749 M
1. | Vehicles ' "
i .453
2. Computer/MIS including Survey Equipments | Rs. 21
Rs. 0.000 M
| 3. |Rent/Utilities/POL 4 A
: Rs. 3.508 M
l 4. | Furniture and Fixture ‘ P
’ . 8.708 M
LS. Training » Rs
L Total Rs. 89.418 M

S o e B

d-

It was ob-served that apparently rates for most of the
items in the approved PC-I were on higher side and
no rate analysis and market survey was done before
submission of the PC-I for ihe project. Nothing was
made available to PIT which could have proved that
some real working had been done before pProcessing
the estimate. The concerned staff of PHE De
failed to produce anything during the Inquiry
proceedings in this regard. Fﬁrther;

Committee and Inspection

relevant

no Purchase

Committee having
technical experts were formed for the
purchases in the instant Project and most of the
pProcurement had been done throu

. Nowshera . except

gh PHE Division,
the vehicleg which had been

reportedly purchased from the authorized dealers

through PHE Division, Peshawar. [n reply to

questiops from PIT in this regard, Mr. Nasir Latif,

B ' Page 7 0f28
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ihe  then  Exeeutive fingineer, PHE  Division,
Nowshera stated in his writlen siatement that the

\ : : the
procurement was made on .the orders of th

Compelent Authority ie. Chief Engineer (South),
PHEDR who had neither notified any such commitiees
nor gave instructions for the purpose. Mr. Sikandar
Khan, the then Superintending Engineer (HQ),
Peshawar stated that it was mandatory for every
Procuremenl Entitly to have made procurément
according lo Delegalion of Powers, General Financial
Rules (GFR), and Public Procurement Regulatory
Authority (PPRA) Rules (Annex-R). The Procurement
Entity shall constitute Procurement Committee for

purchase of equipments according to PPRA -

Rules-2003. In this regard, Mr. Ghulam Muijtaba, the
then Chief Engineer (South), PHED stated that since
the Capacity Building of PHE was a project oriented,
therefore, there was no need at all of Purchase

Committee and the Executive Engineer was

authorized to complete the project assignment after .

fulfillment of all the codal formalities,

Tenders for the following items were advertised in

e-
daily newspaper “AAJ” on 09-03-2011 and 14-03-2011
(Annex-S); ‘

S.No | Description Quantily | Total Cost

I. | Computerization  of revenue 01 Rs. 0.60 M
record/waler billing software,

2. | Branded Computers, 62 Rs. 7.13 M

3. HI* Laser Printers, 62 Rs. 2.66 U

Page §of28
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’S.No Description

Quantity | Taotal Cost

62 RS. 0.65 M

Stabilizers.

62 Rs. 3.10 M
upPs.

Rs. 0.30 M
Photocopier Machines. 02

N

04 Rs. 0.30 M
Laptops,

‘| Rs. 0.50 M
Multimedia. o1

01 Rs. 0.50 M
Server,

. . ) 67 M
Survey and Drawing Equipments | As in PC-I | Rs. 6.67

Total

Rs. 22,41 M

g-

It was observed that an amount of Rs. 0.60 million
was paid to the consultant M/S Rehman Technology
Corporation for the item “Computerization ‘of
- fevenue record/water billing software” (Annex-T),

- however, nothing was available on record as how the

consultant was selected and on what basis the .

payment was made to him, The then -executive

engineer was asked to justify the payment for the

purpose. In response, he stated that payment was.

made for development of water billing software and

training of Revenue Clerks of PHE divisions, The

éxecutive  engineer fajled to  produce any
document/record like how many staff was trained

and what was the Per person rate for the training etc

- to support his Stance.

It was observed that . Core-i

whereas Comparatively g]q mode]

of Core-i5
computers @ Rg. 1,14,500/- Per computer were

g Page 9 of 28
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purchased (Annex-U&V). In this regard, Mr. Nasir

Latif, the then Execulive Engineer, PHE Division,
. ’
Nowshera gave an unplausible answer that he was

not sure about the approval of Core-i7 computer in

the IPC-I, One wonders that if he didn’t lanW that

Core-i7 compulers were approved in the PC-1, then
on what basis he purchased Core-i5 computers and

. . . 5
haow he got the specificalions of Corc—'IS computers?

All this shows the non-seriousness and incapability

of the concerned Executive Engineér in the instant

procurement,

H was also observed that in PC-1 the approved

specificalion for laser printer was HP-2055 or latest
and the same specifications were also given in the
advertisement (Annex-W). The supphers gave rates
for the said specifications and comparative statement
was accordingly prepared and forwarded to the Chief
LEngineer (South), PHED for approval, which were
dpploved as such by the Chief Engineer (An'nex-X}.

Work order was issucd to the supplier M/S

- Muhammad Rashid on 27-04-2011 for supply of laser

printers HP-2055 @ Rs. 42 :800/- per printer, but the

 supplier provided old - model HP-2035 printers,

Instead of taking action against the supplier or
forcing him to make the supply as per tender ang
work order, the Executive Engineecr made payment to
the supplier @ Rs, 42 800/~ per prmter as per supply
order even for lLelow specxfxcatmn printers, In this

regard, Mr. Nasir Latif, the then Executive Engincer,

"PHE Division, Nowshera stated that HP-2055 were

l : Page 10 0f 28
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nol available in the market at that time, therefore,

HP-2035 printers were '
Mr. Nasir Latif is unacceptable on the basis that since
HP-2055 laser printers were approved in ;the PC-I by
the PDWP, therefore, non-availability of the said

printer in the market was-out of question.

PIT carried out survey of the market to find oul the
actual cost of the printer at that time. ;During the
survey, PIT was informed that the market price of
most of the items/equipnmnts procured in the instant
project at that kime were much lower than their
purchased costs, however, no relevant - documents

pertaining to that specific period of .time were

provided to PIT. In order to obtain some

documentary proof and ascertain the factual position,
PIT carried out extensive search on the internet for

all the purchased items. From the data available on

the in'ternet, it was abserved that cost of an HP-2055 '

laser prihter was Rs. 34,200/- while that of an

HP-2035 laser printer was Rs. 24,500/~ in the year

2011 (Annex-Y). Il is pertinent to mention here that

in the Year-2011, the Government reduced the
General Sales Tax to 8% while the Income Tax ‘was |

completely waived off due to the devastating flood of
2010 in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Sp, ‘the cast of an
HP-2035 Printer at that time was Rs, 26,460/ -
(Rs. 24,500/- plus 8% General Sales Tax). In the

instant case, each HP-2035 laser Printer had bcen
provnded @ Rs. 42 800/~ instead of Rs, 26,460/-.

Thus, there was a difference of Rs, 14 340/~ in the

ét:rchased. The plea of .

‘Page 11 of 28 |
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puréhase of each printer, The total loss to the

Government exchequer in . purchase of 62 No. .

HP-2035 laser printer was Rs. 10,13,080/- (62x16,340
= Rs. 10,13,080/-)

-PUMA Stabilizers (1000 Watt) were purchased each at
a cost of Rs. 10,000/-. From the data available on the
internet, it was observed that the rate of a PUMA
Stabilizer (1000 Watt) was Rs. 4,200/ in the Year
2011 (Annex-z). By adding 8% General Salgs Tax, the
total cost of a stabilizer comes out to be Rs. 4,536/-,
~which creates a difference of Rs. 5,464:/- in the

pPurchase of each stabilizer at that time. Thus, in th.e

purchase of 62 No. PUMA Stabilizers (1000 Watt)

4

- total loss to the Government was Rs. 3,38,768/-

(62%5,464 = 3,38,768/-).

In the approveq PC-I, an amount of Rs. 3.10 million

was allocated for supply and installation of 2-KVA

UPS (Compiete). Generally, a 2-KVA UPS requires a -

24-Volt single dry battery or two dry batteries of 12-

Volt each. During

were having two dry batteries each of 12-Volts while

the other offices of PHE Department were having
only one dry battery of 12-Volts. A sample of the
purchased UPS was tested in the UET Laboratory so -

as to know its actual output. The resylt showed th

at
than 2-Kva
Sets of UPS: provided to

the UPS was actually 1.KVA rather
(Annex-AA). The 55 No.

inspection, it was observed that
the seven sets of UPg provided in the PHE Secretariat -

e L T e e
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- Rs. 400,000/, My,

with a single dry battery of 12-volts, meaning

thereby that the supply in this regazd was half of the

purchased amount of Ks. 15,000/~ in each case. Thus,

the total loss to the Governmenl in the supply of 55

Nu. 2-KVA UI'S (Complele) was Rs. 12.3.7509/'
(55%23,500 = Rs. 12,37,500/-).

An amounl of Rs. 500,000/~ was allocated for the

purchase of multimedia in the approved PC-1 without

" mentioning its specifications. The record shows that

a maltimedia {2500-3000¢ [umuens) had been purchased

at a cost of Rs. 3,50,000/- (Annex-BB). During

inspection, PIT was shown that multimedia Vivilek

Model-13330 was purchased.

The inlormation gathered from - the internet
transpires that the cost of a Vivitek Model-D330

mullimedia  was  US5-499  in  the year 2011

(Mnex-CC).- By adding 8% of General Sales Tax, the

cost reaches to USS5-755., The. US Dallar rate in

Pakistani Rupees at time was about Rs. 86.00 .

{Annex-DD). From this account, the cost of a Vivitek

Model-D330 multimedia comes out to be Rs. 64,930/-
(Bo%755= Rs. 64,930/-). Thus, loss te the public

exchequer in the purchase of Vivitek Model-1530

mullimedia was Rs, 2,85,070/- ¢3,50,000 - 64.930."—"
Rs. 2,85,070/ ~}.

lf was }3bsert*ecl 4t a server was purchased at a cost of

Nasir Latif, the

then Executive
Enginver, PHE Division,

Nowshera staled that the

\ Page 13 of 28
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server was installed in the PHE Secretariat but was
non-funciional. In response to a question from PIT,

he  further stated that the specifications . and

'opcration of Lhe server was not verified through LT '

expert. In order to ascertain the factual position, PIT

visited the PHE Secretariat alongwith technical

expert of UET, Peshawar and the concerned staff of
PHE. During inspection, the concerned staff of PHE

‘Secretariat informed that the room in .which the |

~Server had been installed was sealed/locked and its

key was not available. On the insistence .of PIT, the

reom was uniocked and astonishingly there was no
server available and the room was full of dust as if

no one had ever entered into the room for years

m-  An amount of Rs. 3.00 million was allocated xn-the '
approved PC-I for the followmg items; |
$.No. | Description Quantity Total Amount
1. | Photocopier 02 - |Rs. 600,000/-
2. Refrigerator 02 Rs.'_60,000/-
3. | Split Air Conditioners 04 Rs. 200,000/-
1. ‘Microwave Oven 02 Rs..30,000/-
5. | Desert Room Cooler 08 Rs. 80,000/~
6. Water Cooler | 02 Rs. 30,000/-
7. Fax Machines. - 32 Rs. 800,000/
-T Furniture As Estimated | Rg, 1,200.000/-
Tolal Rs. 3,000,000/ .
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Two photocopier machines ecach at a total cost of
Rs. 300,000/- were approved without mentioning its
specifications in  the PC-I. Tender for tw_o
photocopier machines alongwith specifications were
advertised in the newspaper on 14-03-2011. The then
Executive Engineer purchased only one photocopier

machine @ Rs. 300,000/- instead of two photocopier

machines from tfxe supplier M/S Rehman Technology
Corporation, Hayatabad, Peshawar (Annex-EE). The

ini i i again
remaining one photocopier machine was g

advertised in the newspaper on 21-01-2012 without
mentioning its specifications (Annex-FF). The sgppl)’

order was issued to M/S Pervez Khan & Sons, Govt.
Contractor on 17-02-2012 with a time limit of three

months. The photocopier ‘was provided aftexj four
months and payment of Rs. 300,000/- was made to

the supplier on 22-06-2012 through a bill voucher

where there was no mention of specifications of the
supplied photocopier machine (Annex-GG).‘ It is to

mention here that time for completion of the supply
order to the first supplier was one month while the
second supplier was given three months for the same
purpose. PIT asked the then executive Engineer that
whether the supplier M/S Pervez Khan & Sons was

eligible to take part in the tender proceédings for the
photocopier machine, but he failed to answer.

During inspection, PIT was informed that two
photocopier machines “Canon ImageRunner-1024"

and “Canon ImageRunner-2530”

at a cost of Rg, 300,000/, Tt was observed that bofh

l - Page 15 of 28
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’the models could not be available at a same price as
there was a,l\_ugé difference inithei; specifications
and functions. The present mark;et‘ rate available on .
the internet shows that cost of “Canon ImageRunner-
1024“ is USS: 780.00 whilei that of .7Canon
ImageRunner-2530" is USS: 2,331.00 (Annex-HH). The

difference  in rates of both the models s

USS: 1,551.00. Based on US Dollar rate against

' Pakistani Rupee (1 USS = 86 PKR) in the year 2011,

the said rate difference in Pakistani Rupee comes out
to be Rs. 1,33,386/-. Henee, an.amount of at least
Rs. 1,33,386/- 'was loss to the l::ublic exchequer in

purchase of one photocopier machine. -
: !

In the approved PC-I, an amuunt%of total Rs. 60,000/

was allocated for purchase of Two Refrigerators, but

‘three Refrigerators had been épurchascd through

~quotation at a total cost of Rs. 78,000/ - {Annex-JJ). It

-is to mention that the said items %WCFG required to be

purchased through tender rather than quotation

because, as per rules, : the q‘.ijxota_t'ion limit. was
Rs. 40,000/~ al that time. .

A total of four Split Air Conditioners (AC) each
costing Rs. 50,000/- were appfoved_in the PC-l, -

Accordingly, tenders were floated in the newspaper = -

.on'21-01-2012 and the relevant cofnpamtivestatement '

was submitted to the Chief Engi;ﬁleer (South),; PHED _
for approval. The Chief Engineer (South) approved

the rate of Rs. 280,000/~ for supply of four Split ACs

offered by M/S Pervezr Khan: & ‘Sons, Govt.

Contractor (Annéi-l(!(). But the “then _ Executive ;-

+
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~machines.

from M/S Junaid Group of Companies on 22-06-2012.
(Annex-PP). Hence, an amount of Rs. 1,02,000/- has

been irregularly spent on the purchase of water

dispensers/coolers.

A total of thirty two (32) laser fa;c machines were
approved in the PC-I at a total cost of Rs. 800,000/-._
The said quantity of fax maf:hines of Panasonic
KX-FT983CX was purchased through tender at a total
cost of Rs. 960,000/-, each @ Rs. 30,000/-, which was
approved by the Chief Engineer (South), PHED.

Afterwards, the then Executive Engineer, PHE

Division, Nowshera procured three more laser fax

machines through three quotation processes each at a

cost of Rs. 30,000/ -.

It was observed. from the data available on the

internet that cost of each Panasonic KX-F_TQSSCX.fax
machine was Rs. 10,899/-/ By adding the 8% General
Sales Taxi at that time, the cost of the said fax o
machine comes out to be Rs. 11,771/- instead of -

Rs. 30,000/- in the yeair 2011 (Annex-QQ). The
difference " in cost of !each fax machine was
Rs. 18,229/-. Thus, there. was a total loss of

A
Rs. 6,38,015/- (35%18,229 Rs. 6,38,015/-) in the
purchase of 35 No. -Panasonic - KX-FT983CX fax

It

Regarding the furniture,|it was observed that an .

amount of about Rs. 1.20; million had been paid to

Pak German Wood Worka‘rilg Centre, Peshawar in the
I

year 2011 but the furnitur:'e has not been received by

% Page 18 of 28




the Department till date. Mr. Nasir Latif, the then

Executive Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera stated
that the furniture could not be obtained due to non-
availability .of office accommodation for the said
furniture and correspondence of PHE Department is
in progress with Administration Department in this

regard.

It was observed that stationary items amqunting to

total Rs. 71,945/- were not purchased through tender

and rather these were procured through two

quotation processes on a single date and the payment
(Rs. 33,555 + Rs. 38,390 = Rs. 71,945) for both the

quotations were also made on the same date of

22-06-2012 (Annex-RR).

Three Sony Cyber Shot Cameras were purchased
through quotation on 22-06-2012 at a total cost of

Rs. 55,300/- whereas these were not even approved
in the PC-I. Similarly, an amount of Rg. 18,000/~ was

spent on the procurement of water set/tea set/dish

plates which were also not approved in the PC-]
Moreover, the item “Cash Safe” costing Rs. 30,000/~

was not in the approved PC.I, but the same was also
purchased (Annex-§§),

It was observed that in most of the quotations
submitted by the suppliers in the instant Project,
there was no mention of the reference of the
quotation & its relevant date, authorized signatures

& stamp of the concerned suppliers, quotation

submission date, client address, and also the

—
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quotations of different suppliers were filled with

similar hand writing (Annex-TT). Mr. Nasir Latif, the

then Executive Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera
failed to give any plausible reply to the -
aforementioned observations of PIT regard.ing
purchase of unapproved items, excess quantity of

items, and irregularities in the process of instant

procurement,

5- Findings.

Based on the observations at Para-4 (a to w) of this report,

findings are as under;

a-  That, PC-I of the project “Strengthening and Capacity

Building of Public Health Engineering Department

ADP  No. 242/100098 (2011-12)" amounting to

Rs. 96.40 million was prepared without carrying out

the necessary rate analysis and market survey and

the exorbitant rates of different items thereof were
based on assumptions. Further, there was no mention
of the specifications of Multimedia, Server,
Refrigerators, Split Air ‘Conditioners, Microwave
ovens, Photocopier Machines, Desert Room Coolers,
and Water Dispensers/Coolers in the approv-ed PC-I,
which clearly shows that rates for the said items in
the PC-I were arbitrary. Also, no specifications were .
written against the aforementioned items in the
respective tenders and quotations. Moreover, no -
approval was obtained from the competent
-authority/forum regarding quality/specification of .

the said items before making payments for the same.

! Page 20 of 28
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The whole process, starting from 'p'r'vj\\ii'ulimi ,u'f'
defective PC-1 till {mymunls lor lln.-'suppliml iloms,
was  engineered Lo give  financial  benefits o
individuals having vested  interests  rather  than

safepuarding Government interest,

As per standard procedury, Purchase Commitlee al

the time of the purchases and an Inspection ..

Committee for verification/confirmation of the

quality/specifications of the supplied items, both

having relevant technical experts, were required to
\
have been constituted for the project keeping in view

the nature of the items. But in the instant case,

neither the Chief Engineer (South) PHED nor the

Executive Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera had.

formed any such committees. Resultantly, the quality
with regard to'spccificatim\-s of items amounting to
millions of rupees have been put at stake on one
hand and, on the other hand, the items were
purchased at exorbitant rates causing loss to the

public exchequer.

That, selection of the consultant M/S Rehman
Technology Corporation for the Jdtem

“Computerization of revenue record/water . billing
software” was not transparent, Also, the payment of

Rs. 0.60 million to the consultant for preparation of

the software and training of staff was not justified. - -

Proof of the required output of the consultanl in the

shape of traini illing
ap f training and development of water billing

software has not been made available to PIT,

meaning thereby that the amount has been pocketed,

E Page 21 of' 28
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d- That,

no Server .

- whatsoever

‘had been

provided/installed in -the PHE Secretariat and the

payment of Rs. 400,000/- for the puréhase of Server

has been loss to the Government.

e- The following losses to the Government exchequer

have been made in the procurement of various items;

| 8.No. | Description Loss

1. Printers Rs. 10,13,080/-

2. |Stabilizers Rs. 3,38,768/-

3. {UPS2-KVA Rs. 12,37,500/ -

4. | Multimedia Rs. 2,85,070/-

5. Server Rs. ‘400,000/-

6. | Photocopier Rs. 1,33,386/-

7. Fax Machines Rs. 6,38,015/-
Total Rs. 40,45,819/-

f- - The following irregularities have been committed in

the instant procurement process;

j-

ii-

Specifications of computers were changed from

Core-i7 to Core-i5 without getting approval

from the Competent Authori'ty/Forﬁm and the-

Core-i5 computers were purchased almost at

the rate of Core-i7 computers without getting

~ opinion from technical expert af any stage by

violating the rules.

Tender for HP-2055 laser printers was approved

from the Chief Engineer (South), PHED but the

Page 22 of 28
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supplive provided ol modil TR 087 fase -

printers amd  the Bueculive Hngineer, P0G

Privision. Nowshera traududently made Paviient

Sty N

tor latext waadel HP-Q2088 Tasey pPrinters, thus

causing  a lossof Rse W00LALDR0- - the

Guvertinent.

Nu  technical dnput was oblained  from the

e
L

-
-

televant expert in the purchase of UPS (85 No.)
and LAVA UPS with a single 125Volt battery
have been purchased instead ot the approved
2RV A UPS with two balteries of 12-Vollxs cach,
whivh vesulted into loss of Rs, [2,37,500/- 1o

the public excheguer,

iv-  Teaders  were  called  for  two phulnc'opivr'
machines on 4032011 and the supplier also
fave rates  for two  units,  but only  one -
ﬁhnlucopior wmachine wasx  purchased at that
tme without any reason, The remaining one
photocopier machine was again advertised on
17-02-2012 and purchased at the same rate as

lhat of the first phatocopier machine without -

giving any justification.

V- Three Relrigerators, four Desert Room Couolers,

T e
"

six o Water Dispensers/Coolers, three  Fax
Machines, stationary amounting to Rs, 71,95/ -,

and  three Sony Cyber Shot ' Cameras were | »

purchased  through quotations  ralhery "lhilll.l “
tender despite the fact that casts of vach of (he

aforementi i ; i :
{ nentioned Hems  were crossing  the -

Cage 230628




2

?
|

quotation limit of Rs. 40,000/- at that time. In

the said purchases, even the laid down rules of

quolations were also not followed as detailed

for each case at Para-1 (Observations) of this

repaort,

from
s the

Most of the was made

unregistered and unauthorized suppliers a

concerned staff of PHE Department failed to

procurement

produce anything in this regard.

That, the following items were irregularly purchased

g-
over and above the approved gquantity and rate as in
the PC.[;
! ' | P [+, -]
§.No ltem Quantity Rate Ier Unit Total Total Exces
: Rs)) Amount | Purchased | Amount
PC-1 | Purchased | PC-I Purchased | Allncated | Amount (Rs.)
in PC-! (Rs.)
(Rs.)
I, Rcfrig::ralor 02 LEX] Jogouw/ 26000/ 60000/- 78000/~ 18000/-
2. isplita.Cc 04 03 <0000/ | 70000/ | 200000/- | 210000/ | 10000/-
' 3 Desert Room | U8 12 10000/ 15000¢/- 80000/- 1800Q0/- 100000/
i Cooler .
4. Wiater Cooler 02 06 15000/ 22000¢- 30000/- 132000/- 102000/
5. |laser Fax | 32 3s 25000/ 30000/- 800000/~ | 1050000/ | 250000/
Machine .
6. | Water sctiiea | Nil Nil Nil 18000/- Nil 18000/- I 8000/
setrdish
plates
7. | Seny Cyber| Nil 03 Nil 18433/- Nil 53300/- 55300/~
Shot Cameru ‘
. B. ".(falbli Sufe Nil 01 Nil 30000/- Nif 30000/ 30000/-
| Total l:l 7(110001 1\753:3001- 583300/

h-

That an amount of about Rs. 1.20 million had been

paid to PAK German for the furniture but the same

has not been received cven after three years.
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Recommendations.

. On the basis of <1Echr\'ations’,‘ém!, findings of -this repory}

%
recommendations of PIT are as follows:

The loss to the Government exchequer amounting to
Rs. 52,29,119/- for - mis-procurement, allowing

exorbitant rates as well as embezzlement in missing

items may be recovered on equal share basis from the -

following two officers of Public Health Engincering

Department (PHED);

S.No. | Name Designation

T.

‘Mr. Ghiulam Mujtaba | The _cthen:Chig ngineer

{South), PHED;

Mr. Nasir Latif o 'Thé"thén-j-"‘E'.:.c‘éct.t';.tive‘n'E‘q'g‘fineer,
| PHE Divisior Nowshera.

b

Strict d'iséiplinary action may be taken against the

above mentioned officers of PHED for embezzlement,

- malpractices, and irregularities pointed at Para-5

(Findings) of this report.

Mr. Sikandar Khan, the then Chief Engineer (South) as

well as Superintend;ng‘ Engincer (Fleadquarter),
PHED, Peshawar was found responsible for
preparation of Iaultf PC--.I.without carrying out rate
analysis and market sufvey for the pur'pose, t\'ln'ch‘
provided the basis for ~procuremcnt' of below

specification items and that tee on exorbitant rates

and causing loss tc the public exchequer. It is -.
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ipli io iy be taken
ecommended that disciplinary action may be faken
r
against him and he m

his present posting of Chief Engineer, PHED.

The Planning and Development Department may be
' ially ‘ ike

directed not to entertain PC-1, especially of such 1i
specificati arket
projects, which lacks proper specifications, marke

. Wit as. avoid
survey and rate analysis for each item so as to 2

i yney and .
wastage/embezzlement of public money

safeguard the Government interest in future.

Disciplinary action may be taken against 'the

following staff of PHE Department for not cooperating

in the inquiry proceedings despite hectic pursuance

and efforts from PIT resulting into delay in disposal

ay be immediately removed from

R R R A R T T o

of official work;

S.No

Name

Designation

Mr. Kaleem Ullah

Director P&NI

2. | Mr. Fazal Ahmed Planning Officer

A 3. - | Mr. Sved Abid Planning Officer
4. | Mr. Muhammad Ikram |Section Officer (Technical)
3. Mr.'Nasir Zaman Section Officer (Technical)
6.

Mr., Johar Ali Shah

Section Officer (Establishment)

Mr. Rafiuliah

Section Officer (Budget & Accounts)

\ Page 26 of 28
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The PIE Department may he directed to immediately |
lt(‘ti\&l all the furniture from PAK German for which,
1l y 1) iy {

payment has already been made about three years

ago.

PYE R S L . :

 Engr. Mohammad Yaqoob

Member (Tech_nical), :
Provincial Inspection Team,
' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Engr. Owais Islam
Senior Enginecr,
Provincial Inspection Team,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Jamal-ud-Din
) Chairman,
Provincial Inspection Team,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
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. Respondent (s) by.%alé Qou Sanr ,4_&’ _S'MM(W v ~

© instant petition, under Article-199 of the Constitution of

. Islamic Republic of  Pakistan,

T2,

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, '20111,,

Judgment Sheet

I THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT. PESHAWAR
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT.

Writ Petition No. 3440-P/2015.

SRR

Ghulam Mujtaba...VS...Govt. of iChyber
Palkhtunkhwa.

JUDQMENT

Date of hearing........... 1462016

Teressdartcsnnnn

.Fetitioner(s) by Qazi Jawad Ehsan Ullah. Advocate. *

= foaetn

S e e Ty e S LA

LR RS2

ROOH-UL-AMIN KHAN. f--

Throogh . . the

1973, the petitioner

impugns  the - notice bearing Endorsement No. .

SO(Estt)/PHED/$36/2014 dated ll.2.2015~issgcd by

respondent No.4 communicating . him the final show

"o

cauvse notice issued by the authority/ the Chief Minister -

Khyber Pakhrunichwa by imposing a penalty of recovery

Of Rs. 2614,560/- as well reduction to the lower grade for

five years.

In essence, the grievance of the petitioner is

that the impugned final show cause notice purportedly

been issued under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa: Government S

but -
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__'.;!?L'.:r-: o d ’.
. admittedly it is not preceded by any departmental inquiry ‘
| under the above sajd rules, therefore, on the face of it is
.llegal for having not followed the imﬁdatory.px':cacedun'e
R - laid down in the fules ibid, thus, liable to be set aside.
S 3. Initially comments of rcsbondents ‘were .-
.o - called for wherein the allegation urged in the vv'rit.;petitio’n .
| - ‘ were denied on the ground that upon receipt of various :
complaints regarding illeg,a]ity and embégzlement in the . R

" Project and scheme under

the name and style .of «
|

St’rcngthcning and  Capacity Bixi!ding of PR

| '. ! . ) .‘
Department ADP No. 228/100098 (2010-2011),;. Mr... = oF

Abdul Latif, Superintendi.

g Engineer, PHE, was deputed’ © - " -
to probe into the matt

er and submit report, who

.accordingly  pointed oy certain illegalitics‘ and

.irregulan'ties in the above said scheme, thus the  matter R

was referred to the Provinc

i .
ial Inspection Team (PIT) for"

conducting  fact tinding- { inquiry. Resultantly, great

monitory loss to the Government Treasury was observed

.By the P1.T followed by the impugned, final show cause . -

. hotice. Hence this writ petiti

{
3(/( 4, Heard. Redord

y carefully.
S.-

on.

» available, gone th‘ré‘ug‘h‘

Admittedly, the notice impugned has been
s d O] ' .a . - . o -v
erved upon the petitioner Pursuant to  the inquiry -
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] - Coaducted by the Provineial Ingpection Team (PIT) on

S dircctions of (e authority / the Chief Minister Khyber -

>a e B S A R VI T EIRNoFAva ik . N
Pakhtun I\;hwa.«&,sﬁ?pd\.pi.w|dc.g_qg&ﬂ%@,!@gl@&%ﬁ;‘ﬁ& :
czté‘:i'ﬁéﬂ%ffeqsﬁ$ha?:“}:’.?.".tﬂ?}i.i.i«?:‘?8‘33&%?&&&{%%%?&%&% :
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%ﬁ!ﬂ‘!éﬂf.c.iﬁﬁ;ilﬂ@.ﬁ:ﬁﬁ'C.iﬁ'sﬂ:&am;&r.athﬂatbsizﬂﬁ&ea‘waa@;nzw. '
DadibrentEshidieTeg ;:qg@i;ﬂa_ag&,,;)\ceording to Section 5

of the Kl:-Ayber

S 0 TR O T

© emmmie emen

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

(Efﬂciency & Discipline) Rules, izon, if the competen(

itSf own  knowledge - or . i i

3 AT "
» = o 2

- informatiop placed before it, is of the opinion that there

LEDA S 1
O e,

=

are sufficient grounds for ipitiatin:'g proceedings against

o ) ) : u]
. the Government Servant, under the rules, BT -

it shall proceed

AT A e

against the Bovernment servant for reasons to be recorded -

L - . :ir.n writing and the delinque

———— . ‘

}xt shali alse be provided ap -

Opportunity of personal heating to Edc!lsnd. In the instang

cise, the impugncci notice dated 1.2.2015, Visibly s

authority to initiat -

| \? Proceedings agajnst remiss, but contrary to the procedure " - &
N

the respondents have taken Penal: actipn against the ‘

AT

o




impugned notice. The authority has not made adherence
o the mandatory provisions of law and impugned motice

has been issued without following due process of law.

Moreso, on receipt of the report of the Provmc:al

IHSDECUOH Team the respondents/departmcnt was under

legal obligation tg comply with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa :
Gevernment Servants (Efﬁcxe'lcy & Dlsclphne) ‘Rules,

2011, ‘_'_a_g.ﬁms:beigfn‘dlﬁgﬁfo‘f‘*met facll Edlngl,;pgﬁlﬁfcpqlg'j;

&ﬂlm’hi.;fn'é:‘aex S i asa

B3NS
Peiticher 1t has been time and agais

CdTgionzaen HRstRes |
ruled by the august -
Supreme Court of Palqstan that every cmzen has an
unalienable right to enjoy the protection of law and to be

treated m accordance with law and where an order has

been passed by any forum or Coust Which was patently o

illegal and Violative of law, would be amenab!c to

vdicial review of this Court undey its constltutlonal ’

Jurisdiction. 1t ; 1s also wel| celebrated pr mcuplc of law that
where the law requlred an act to be done jp parucular
manner it has to e done in that manner alone othervwse

not. In the instant case as observed abgve wspondent/
.
Mmade deviation fiom the..”

Mandatory Provisions oflaw'

Competent authority has

thus the i impugned, notucc is
not sustamable in the eye of!aw

6. In this view of the matter, the mstant wnt

Petition g allowed, The 1mpugned nouce Beaung
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i’ The subject inqu'iry h‘a's been completed and is submitted alongwith
— ..... . its” enclosures (in original) for approval of the Competent ‘Authority i.e. Chief
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12, Office Order/Personal Files. i < .
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The Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Public Health Engineering Department,

Peshawar.

| INQUIRY . REGARDING __IRREGULARITIES
‘ EMBLEZZLEMENT;IN THE PROJECT “STRENGTHENING
. AND_-__CAPACITY' _ BUILDING __OF | PHED __ADP

NO.228/100098(2012-13) COMMITTED BY PHE DIVISION
NOWSHIRA :

S R » I\mdlyrrefer to PHE Department letter No. SO(L'SF)/PHED/S -36/2014
dated b9 09 2016 on the subjecl nolecl above.

— Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. : i

! o

~ . i .
dr . 1y Masdav| pArsns
- (HA ' VIASAUD MIAN)
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INOQUIRY REPORT

i
'f; 1INQUIRY|  REGARDING __ IRREGULARITIES &
4 ' EMBLEZZLEMENT _ : IN THE PROJECT
‘; '“STRIINGTI—IENING AND CAPACITY BUILDING OF
" PHED ADP NO.228/100098(2012-13) COMMITTED BY

" PHE DIVISION NOWSHERA T : g

e . 4 Bﬂcl(ground

' L : : l
T R oL “
i i : M

l

he' undelslgned were appomted as Inquiry Ofﬁcers/lnquny
Committee - by the Chief Minister Khybel Pakhtunkhwa vide ius orcler No.

TR R e

AR e ——

' Enomem ing; Department (heremafter refen ed to as the accused).The Charge Sheet

TS I B !
!‘ iﬂ” “ 1 and Statem%ntl of Allegauons duly SIgned by the Chief Minister Khyber
i 11; :

Pakhtunkhwa were received with the. aforementioned letter. Copy [yf fact finding

inquiry conducted by Provincial Inspectlon Team (PIT) was also 1ece1vcd along
with the above mentioned documents (Annex-B).

.‘I cd

SO(Estt)/PHED/8-36/2014 dated 09.09.2016 (Annex—A) to probe allegaixons “

levelled against Mr. Ghulam Mujtaba, Supenntendmg Engineer, tPubhc Health 4

Proceadmﬁ 1 ;' e l

f P l - o |
I i

; Coee |
“The' "LCCUSCd was summoned to the office of Secwizuy Finance

VD NTREE
L IR ISTT D D WWTLLTS

FATA where the committee conducted its proceedings from date, to date. First
hearing  took  place on  19.09.2016 at - 10.00. ivicie letter
No. PS/FS(FATA)Inq/G Mu_jtqba/337 dated 09.09.2016 (Anne i-C) whereon

i coples of ChLlrge Sheet and!Statement of Allegahons were pelsonaoty delivered to

. the accusedu He was qsked to sublmt 1eply to the allegations contained in the

charge sheet and to inform as to whether he wanted to be heard 1 m person by the
‘ © competent authority. Written reply of Mr. Ghulam Mujtaba (‘che| accused) was

1ece1ved on ;26. 09.2016 (Annex—D) T'IB Departmental representative Mr.
f.0 o
E; Rt ,[ Muhammad hu‘faxll Deputy Secreueuy attended the proceedings regularly to assist
i . . N
I
(5

the commlttee in dlggmg out the facts Mr Habib Rahim, Executive Engineer
C&W Depamnent was also available:during all the hearings and adtively assisted

the commiittee in arriving at conclusion.

— e~
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. Another letter was wutten to the Executive hngmeer Public Health
Engineering Division Nowshera vide Cluef Engineer (North) (member of Inquiry

Comlmttee) v.lde his letter No. 95/65-4 clated 27/09/2016 (Anmléx-E) to provide
" relevant 1écoxd of ApplOVEd PC-1, detaﬂ of Purchase Committee | lMembels detail

of tenders 'md payments. In response to the letter, record was pmvu:led by Yasin

Khan Sub Eng1nee1 o/o Executive Engmeer PHE Division Nowshera

Criteria adogted by the Commlttee ! 1
SN 3F B £ l

¥ ki I | z- l‘
H B D] : i

L ’ Flom the pe1usal of the PIT report it reveals that rthe members of
PIT have Based their findings and tonclusions on comparison of actual market

e —
-

B o

1 e ———————

rates with the rates approved by PI—IE Department while purchasmg/procurmg
i _ various items. But after thmouch debate and discussions the comnittee arrived at

the conclus onl that it wou.lcl be unfair tol compare the payments |zv1th the market

rates- msteqd of comparmu the same with the rates mentioned and duly approved
in the PC- 1 If the PC-1 rates were not in accordance with the prbva;lmff market

rates none’ but the auihormes/pexsons ‘preparing and applovulg PC-1 were
responsible” therefor, The accused _was not involved in prcparpnon of PC-1,

f ther efore the rdlfference of PC—l rates Wlﬂl market rates, if any, carinot be ascribed

;" F{ o lns fauitt TR P I i
0 N ;
.. ‘The accused, who granted technical sanction of 1he PC-1 and in
some cases made :actual purchases by approving tenders { can be held
it accountable/r esponmble to that extent. B&IR Code and CPWD CoclI which are the
i': El “ . .1 bIbIeS of Wfrks Depanmcx{;ts mdmatmg the power limits of VaI'IOL}S categories of
i §F¥ oﬂ]cels hacl ito be followed by the accused if he was making the prl)cm 'ement as a
’ part of a packacre approved in the fonn of PC-1. Under the aforementwned code
the maximum limits by which the PC-1 1ates can be exceeded by the engineers
] . including Ch1ef Engineer (who is procmmg entity in the instant case) is 15
ih‘ E’ i; a p f pewen Any payment m e}!(cess ‘of 15% of the approved PC-1 rats is to be taken
I;l S to. the ougxn’ll forum fof approval whlch in this case was PDWP.! Similar is the
1{] ‘ case with 1n'1te11a1 variations in quannty or specification which vlvere to be got
» approved from original forum. o
R . | o |
TR (| B S
4 4 :
a
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11 Ochers/och:al S co
12..Office} Order/Perso

tarv (Admn
n emed . ) PHED Kh
nal Fiies ‘.- !

e
o o ey e

SETSTT

i S-S
S g o e




l Page 3 of 14

A : , :
ST : 4
a

i 'Inthe fmthcommg paras the conduct of the accused wlth regards to

the allegations mentioned in the chalge ‘sheet has been analyzgd in light of

R T S et B S

~ foregoing dis_cussion. ; |
2 . e oo ! i
i RE a

: 'In 1esponse to the ex01b1tant rates of the procured itemns the

e e

: i ‘ accuscd told th'n PC-I appxoved rates have been used in the pr ocuung of items.

He also told that the PC-I has not'been prepared/signed by hu‘n and it was

b . prepared and 31g11ed by his predecessor. He also informed that the ploculed rate 4
by i i Cot 111c1uded 8% ‘General Sales Tax 6% Income Tax and 15% OVelheadS in the shape 5
!‘, v f_f Gy 'i- Sl it ;
' ,i :_ - of afte1 sales ‘services and conhactor proﬁt etc. He also told that he was then %

- posted as Chxei" Engineer : (South) PHE' Department during the procurement

ST

process and the duty of chief engmee1 is of administrative nature land he has no

ol ‘ 1e51301131b1hty of keepm quality and quantzty confrol and cannot be involved in :
iii i‘! . R any klnd of’, ¢)$qcutlon of De.veloprnental or Procurement Process. . n response to
E| 5 r el 1
I " payment f01 se1v1ces not rocured he informed that as chief engineer he has no
o
5 !té part in pxocurement process and tms context refers to plocme ent body i.e.
Divisional /'Sub Divisional Level. In response to excess in pur chase he informed
i that he has no role in quam]ty and quantlty control, A ? E\
) "; t !‘ . i
[P :u.“." j I: i
;g_: ﬁ LI Companson| of. Approved PC~I and Techmc'll Sanction B Estxm'ltie
N ' ! !
o i
s 1 The compa.l ison is gwen in the following table. 1
B i
' S Description Approved |Technical [Increase(+) Remariks 5
= No. PC-I in|Sanction in|Decrease (-) : : ‘
DR . {Milliens  Millions i T
. {1__[Vebicles ; . 54.555 . [55.749 1| |+1.194 .
;.‘ F :';: l 2 |Computers/MIS! :28.’488 . 21453 | . 1-7.335
i=‘ I e including Survey ; : '
! .E‘ : Equipment " t S !
f 3 [Rent/Utilities/ POL _|5.280 0.600 -5.28 ‘
b 4 IFurniture and 3.000 3.508 +0.508 i
i Fixtures - - i
& BB Training 4.768 8.788 +4.02 ,
S 96.40 89.498 . |-6.902 . i
i - N ‘. i ¢ I
. o . . . -7; | . ’
igg ";i’: AR S S ';: ; : i | The above companson shows that there is increase arnd decrease in
1 E
: ’52 : every. sub 1ead cost The 1nc1ease in cost in item No. 5 is Rs. 4|02 Million. In
Pl
i 555 technical sanction (Anne\—F) the amount has been spent on, (i.) Training Unit
(Rs.3.289 Mllhon) (1) Renovation /'Rehabilitation of PHE Secr etariat (Rs.3.288 )
b . Mxlhon) and (iif) Trainings (Rs.2.211 Million). So the expenditure of Rs.3.289 ,. i
o, g i Cob - : '
o E !',’ ik
§ORE : : ! el

10. PA o Deputy Secretary (Admn) PHED Khyb

- 11. Offi ers/off‘ cials concerned.
T 12: Offqe Order/Persoan Files.
' g
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Million on Tr ammg Umt and the expenchfmf. of Rs.3.288 Million on Renovation /
Rehabilitation of PHE Secretariat, have been made in violation of app1 oval of that

mcluded in PC-I (Annex- G) : ||

i .l , 'l 1' R ' : ! ’ i
| F1om 2 pelfunctory ook '1t the table it would appear that the
i

: technically | sanctioned cost s lless than PC-1 cost. 'But in-depth

appxecmnon/'malyms as included in’the following paras would reveal that the
overall cost reduction has either been achleved through substandard purchases in

. some mses delen]no some apploved LtE,‘Fn from purchase list mcluchng other

: [
' unapproved items! Wthh wele beyond the competency of the Chlef Engineer

without' referrlng lhe PC 1 fol xevmon 16 the PDWP |

g

Findings

A. NOl"l'll"ll Procurement i
P l i : [ <; :{ ' ‘l ‘ .
Stabxllzer :: : ;

T the approved PC- I cost OI:St'lbll‘ZBl is Rs. 10500 each, "fender has been

. approved for Rs.10400 Per No. As per |apploved PC-I 62 No. of

stabilizers have been purchased, There is 110 Ioss to Govtj' Exchequer in

. p1 ocu:rement of th_ls utem 1

b 4 ! . I
'; H ' L ,! v H
R : Dt )

A l 3 Lo . (

i UPS2KVA. | '

In all ‘documents hke PC-I, TS estimate, Tender documents (Annex-H),
- T&P register, paid vouchers, 2 KVA UPS complete in all respect has been

y mennoned As per PIT report’ 55 out total 62[pu.rchased UP units were of
1 KlVA theleby toss to Govt: iExchequel has been 1orked out as
. SS*{Z?SOO =Rs. 1237500 Alsa in the paid vouchel the specxficatzon of UPS

~ has been given 2 KVA. Hence the spemﬁcatlon has been changed at

Divisional and Sub Divisional level during nme of supply of the item. The
accused. cannot . be, held 1espon31b1e for th1s loss becausle he approved

féi?tendex}s( and acco,rded Techmcal Sancnon for the lltems having

::'spec1ﬁcat10n and cost as per- appmved PCI The XEN, |SDO and Sub

-Dngmeel concerned are 1esponslblc !

1t o ~-SECTION |

10. PA to Deputy Secretary (Admn) PHED Khyb khtunkhwa Peshawar
11, Officers/officials concerned. - Ly
¢ 12, Off ce O:;d:er/Pe.rsonal Ftiles. | : ’___‘I,.-’
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To estz.li‘)l-ish'ldss to Govt: Exchequel on the part of DlVlSlOI‘lal Emd Sub

X Divisio'ﬁal Staff of PHE Division Nowshem further nwestlgatmn is ‘ -
S ' needed to ﬁnd out Wthh type of UPS stabilizers have been prowded to the > )

.‘,

I Pubhc; Health Engmeenng Department offices of ﬂge Khyber

! o Pal&ﬂunkhwa Provmce ‘and what was thelr actual cost? 1
! e

i N 3 N H
Ly : ' i
: P . '

iii. Mulhmedn ,
No specification has been given in the PC-L. However the speciﬁcation

menuoned m tender h'ls not been followed by Dnusmnal/Sub Divisional

i1 !. S P J :
ztz'f‘” E [ D staff 1n purchase Even in-the vouche1 and Technical Sanctmn, the same Al
i P
i

spemﬁ,cauon as in tendm has been followed and submitted t the accused

for technical sanction. But another type of Multimedia has been accepted

from the supplier at Divisional and Sub Divisional Level. I—Iowever there

is a sav*mg of Rs. 1 50000 as cornpa.led to the cost of the item in the PC-1.

i
! i ) 1

W ' 3
; A rf" | P4 b . l , < o
i : “No excess payment “has been oqcu.rre.d in procurement of this item. : g
H
~L

However, responsibility for compromise in quality solely Lllests upon the

P ‘ XEN concerned.

TR _ﬂl_gt_JO_C_Omﬂ'.l\M i | o
’ ©ob iNo spec1ﬁcat10n fo; 2 No. photo COplCl machines has been mentioned in
E

PC-P Two* separate tenders have been called by Division [Ofﬁce XEN).

i ‘ * One tende1 has been appmvea by DlVlSlOl’lELl Ofﬁce and Oﬂ;el 1S apploved
_ by Supcrmtendmg Engmeel mentioning no spemﬁcanorlls in both the

co tenders There arg 2 units in Techmcal sanction estm'nate also not
gioo B " i f

$E munﬁomng any. Spe01ﬁcat10ns Keepmg in view lack of spcmﬁcauons in
PC: 1 ‘and tender documents no respons1b1hty can be ﬁxed[ on the accused

who was authority for techmcal seu10110n |

i

v. Furnlture ;

. |
0o Expendnule of 1'200 Mllhon has been made to Pak German Wood : ;

Woﬂcmg Cenire Peshaweu in the year 2011. At present the furniture has o N
been supphed to the PHE Department and no liability 1 left against the : 1

A e it el

S SRS e

e e

manufacturer/supplier in this regard. Delay in the supply by Pak German

S s

. . 10, PA to Deputy éecrefary.(Adrﬁn) PHED Khyb khtunkhwa Peshawar
‘ - 12. Officers/offi icials concerned. -~ - N
i | TR 12 Of‘Fci:e Order/PersonaI Flles i
o s R RN T e
L | SEE TS S ' ~“SECT 'om OFFICER (ESTT:)
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Lo : ] ,,\1 t ;-' ‘ ‘I
“ s a' comimon feature due to theu monopoly in the ﬁield created by
Government instr uctions,
vi.  Trainings. . o ! ;
et HiRs, 2l7L1 has been spent on the 1tem In the available’ record Rs.1700,000/- S
.'has been pzud to Hnman Resomce Development Centle Institute of
Management Sciences Peshawal ‘(Annex-I). The expendlture includes
payment to teachm}, staff, ;TA/DA to the participants . and stationary
L : char ges etc. The payment has been made by Divisional and Sub Divisional .
1’ f’ T ilf:staff of PHE Dmlsmn Nowshera Technical Sanction f01 the amount SV
i R i
i i Rs 2 211 MIHIOII has been accoxded by Engr. Ghulam lel]t"tba as Chief
Ll P
' j% Enomcel bouth RO
. B. Procur emeut ot low qu'lhty items. _ | ‘
i ';. SR T ' ! ' :
ii ' Cromputers 62 - in number w1th 'coxe 1‘7 spemﬁcauons W 1e app:oved in
P

the PC-I. Tende1 and teclmlcal sanction estimate mentlonmg Core 15

computms has been plocessed by -the Divisional and Sub Divisional

_ . o . ; aff 1ecommended by Supenntendmg Engineer and fﬁnally approved

bW s b by the accused a; Clnef Engmeel South, PHE Depaltmemt : :
J RS O | ’
i Lo R IR
: 1, - Rate for Cme 17 computel *m approved PC- [ =Rs. 11’5000 per No.
# Rate for Core i5 computerin Tender and TS =Rs.1 14500 per No.
- ' - Bxcess in payment due to change of specification of computels from

core i7 to core i5is glvcn in theifollowmg detail. f : i

A R 5y
[[" ‘ ‘f!i B : iﬁs] a result of ma1ket survey ;and consultation with experts it is :
! N . . b
%) ¢
i ,u S concluded that core 15 computer 18 less in cost by 10@ from core i7

computms o ; ,

] ~ Payment on computex cow 15 15 =114500 x 62 . i=Rs.7099000/-
ooeh : . ' .

) Excess payment madeis - =10% of 7099000 - A|=Rs.709900/-

i!'é *lp i A t DU | i
Yol ob . .
| g' : pr th:s excess payment the accused as Chief Bngmeer South (for
Pl
L ' appmval of tende1 and acccxdmg Technical Sanction for low quality
A : computers as compared to approved PC-I) and conceuged XEN, SDO

i ' : i
ooy S : b | '
PR T P b ' 4
E ’ ‘ ' .: ' | H ;: ; : i ;l R
1§ S : o

" 0. r';\ L wepuLy et e PR
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and Sub Engmeel of PHE Depamnent are held 1espons1ble who have
connmtted the same cheuoes For incurrence of this loss five levels of

government officials i.e. Sub-Engineer, SDO, XEN Supenmendmg

_ Engmeer and Chief Engmeer have to share the resp01151b111’ry

b ,

b . . .. I : i .t ! . '1 1||
it Prmtels v : S i

Appmval in PCI is for purch'lse of 62 No. printers '(A4 HP laser
Pnnters) @ Rs.43000 per ! No. Tenders have been callecll for HP 2055

W : : pumels ‘While HP 2035 printers instead of HP 2055 @ @ Rs.42800 per
) ..:'iﬂ Loro {;i; 1tem have been pmchased As‘per record the speclﬁcanon of Printer i
.r: 1;' el = been changed at dehvery stage from HP 20355 tq HP 2035 by :
; '2 ' D1v1510na1 and Sub Divisional ‘staff. While at Chief Eng1nee1 level |
‘ tender for the specification as per PC-I, has been appmivved. No mala . g
i . ﬁde has been observed on the part of the accused. However he has
R o cwei}_ ' technical sanction to HP 2035 instead of HP 2055 i m the technical g !
:I !E' i" s w ‘ s.:;,n‘ct;lon esumatel on work done basis. He, as Chief Engmeer South is g 3
: Ig ' _ leSpOHSlble for accmdmg Techmcal Sanction estimate for HP 2035
, pnntels which were of low;r quahty instead of HP ZOSSEpnnters which §
‘, were of higher quality. A |
' S I E . -
.@_’l o b Tfndel Costy | | =Rs.42800
h Cost of p11111e1 HP 2035 as;per page from Net (Annex-J)=Rs.27999
| !‘z . Total ovelheads =8% GST +6% IT + 15% ovelheads “29%
‘ Per printer cost with overheads ' =Rs.36119
i Excess in purchase of 62 printers -Rs.414422 :
I ﬂ.iL w L g ‘ g
| vt The 'accused lhas techmcally sa11ct10ned HP printers 2035 on work done "
|“ : , basm mstead of HP 2055 pnnters and has thus committed irregularity.
I ' ;
i iii. Server: |
'Eii} : ~ No specification has been- menuoned for the item in the Bpproved PC-L
pHE Atltender stlage SpCClﬁCELthl‘lS Ihave been mentioned which have not { §

been followed by the plocuren‘llent staff and low grade $erver has been

mstalled However as pe1 expert opinion of IT Spemahst in FATA
secretariat the cost of thc installed unit is Rs.150000 'causmg excess

P

I b
E! k r '
.
11. Ofﬁce_fs/ofﬁcia]s concerned.
i 12. Office Order/Personal Files.
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Rs 250000 for which the D1v151onal and Sub

il‘l I
g
| i

e cost amountmg to

D1v131ona1 staff is 1esponsxble i

In techmcal sanction documents the same specifications ; *13 per tender
documents have been submitted "for sanction to the accused as Chief

P Engmeer for w111c11 he has g1 mted technical sanction. Thus the accused

- I
©olis not at fault so far as purchase of this item is concerned. |

I
i
: . 1 |
C. Irregular Procurement

i I"u. Machines. :
: 35 No fax maohmes have been purchased as per the’ fcllo‘%ung detail.
. Tender 32¢ @ OOOO—RS 960000 Tender has been apploved at Chief
En‘gmeel Level (the accused) I
Quotation by XEN: |
. 3@30000 =Rs.90000 |
i Tolal o | I'Rs.1.050 M}lhon
' Nq spec1ﬁcat10ns l'xave be,en mennoned in the approved PC-I Technical

Sanction Estimate and Tender documents. Six offices of; Public Health
Engmeenng Department wcle inspected by the IT Expert of FATA

Secretariat and found that Fax Machmes have been mstd}led (photos at

e Annex-K) Wth'l {are-superior in; functlon and cost as comipared to those

st rnentloned in' PC I and TS estlmate In PC-I approved ce st of the item

18 Rs 800000 and the total: payment cost on the item 15 1050000 which
is'Rs. 250000 more than the approved cost. As far as ratc of the fax
machine is concerned it has been exceeded by 250000 w}uch is beyond
thj: pe11111551blc hnut Oof Rs. 130000 ' ‘

,ll

' ] i Appﬁoved cost in PC- I ' | =Rs.800,000/-
Maximum Limit of PC T cost mcludmg 15% more —173.920,000#

Paid Cost - '-Rss.1050,000/—
Payment above maximum limit on the item - “'Rs 130,000/-

Rf 130 000/- is lnegulm payment on the item for whlchu the Divisional

an Sub Dms:onal Staff in held responsible. For according Technical

Sanctmn to the .amount Rs 1050 000/- including the irregular excess

payment amounung to Rs.130,000/- the accused including Subordinate

11. Officers/officials concerned.

12. Office Order/Personal Files., .

su PR W ueputy Secretary ( Admn) PHED Khybvtunkhwa Pfeshawar
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Staff cf ﬁcld ofhces are heId reSponslble However it is to be seen that

B 1he|qual1ty pm chased is far bettm than the quality appr oved

Digital Cameras :
There was no provision for ‘di gital cameras in the approved PC-Iand 3

;. cameras were plOCuled by XEN Tender has been approved by the
. i

‘ Thls payment has been tech.mcally sanctioned by the accused on the

:‘ii?Xl%Ni o |

W(Tk dOne basns v o {

Payment made on'the item —3 x 18433 =Rs.55300. ,
Divisional and Sub D1v1510na1 staff is responsible f01l the irregular

payment.

- D. Etems that have not l)een provnded and Pavmen‘t has been

made:

a.

e
[

.i
Computenzqtlon of revenue recor d, water billing soitwar
Pagment has, been made on “Computenzatmn of rcvcnuc record, water
blllmg softwaxe” and the 1tem ‘of wark has not been completed.

. Payment of Rs.600,000/- has been made for the item. : :

No specifications have been mentioned in the approved PC-I and

tende1 documents for the item..The accused (the then Ghlef Engineer

South PHE Dep"utment) accorded Technical Sanction fo% the item.
Hence the D1V151onal and Sub Divisional Staff of PHE Division

Nowshera are responsuble for the total payment on the item amounting

to Rs.600,000 and failing to exegcute work through contzactm/suppher

The accused is not 1esponsxble for the losses reFulted in the

procurement of this item. ;i !

e I |

E. Payment lhas been on some Items having no provision in Approved PC-1:

f . !
" ' !
H
H
H

Desert room coolers

12 number desert room: coolers have been purchased @Rs 15000 per

~ 1tem havmg total payment Rs. 180000 and there is p{owsxon in the

Al } 1 I ':~F. ,.
appmved cost esnmale for 8 desert room coolers @ Rs'lOOOO per No.

Wlth total cost Rs. 80000/— The procurement has been made by the

- 11 Ofﬁcersjofﬁaals conce‘n_-aeu.
12, Office Order/Personal Files.
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i

i

: E%DIVILOHB.I Offlce Eu‘ld Sub Dmsxolnal staff Total paymentjon the item 5.
. is Rs 180, 000/- The accused | ‘as Chief Engineer §outh PHE ﬁ} |
De‘aalunent has given Technical Swnctxon to the item, and approving
excess rate for the item, making hnn responsible for glvu}g Technical
» Sancnon to excess payment on the;item. f
PC—I pl‘OVlSlOlll i =Rs.8000b .
| ;Payment made S =Rs.1800!00 !
PC rate 2 ~R5.10000 per No.
‘Paid rate =Rs.15000 pér No.
o };:“.xcess rate above permissiblflz limit of 15% =Rs.3500: per No.
g Excess paxmeht : ! =RS-420q0 :
S TR o | g
’lhe Divisional and Slib:D':ivisio:nal staff are also respoésible' for the g
excess payment on the itcrnh. : 3}
il. 3 Spht Air COI‘ldlthﬂCl‘S . éo . : i ‘ ' g
ik 4 xlmmber Spht an; ‘Conditioners wele approved in the PCI-I ‘which have \g -y
no lelthCl sPemhcatlons of quahty and tonnage capaclty These were - !
tendmed and tcchmcally sanct1011ed accordingly [w1thout any N
spec1ﬁca‘uons
Appxoved cost of 4 gplit units @ Rs.50000/- per umt iRs 200,000/-
T J"ldel Cost- | - ' . : " =Rs; 170000 per unit
Payrnent made { 3 units @ Rs’:'?O 000/- per unit +R5.210,000/- i
Maxxmum 'ﬂlowable rate mcludmg 15% above on PC-1 ~-Rs 57500/-
Excess rate paid per unit =Rs.70000 — Rs.57500 ,TR:,.IZSOO/-
‘ Total excess in the plocurement of the item II—RS 37500/-
3 ;‘ "R OF ' this paymant the accused 1ncludmg thc D1vxslonal and Sub
2 | 1?}1y1§10na1 ‘Staffare held 1::.flpon'31ble !
1il. T.r;aining Unit | I .
" Rs.3.289 Million has been speﬁt on the item which has no pfovision in :
i T:he‘ apploved BC-I. This amclmnt has been spent on the - following E .
1 works gEE . 1 -
LA A ) i il
. ' : A
'
" R | .
1L Off cers/off uals concerned | -
12. Office Order/Personal Flles i//ﬁ-‘)
e AR SECTION OFFICER (ESTT:)
b 0 i

Py Cocrermryy
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0" C1v1l work Tlns ﬂmolunt has ‘been: psud 0111 repair and
1 oo e i

- ‘~re110vat10n work 1 111 the PHE Secretmat bulldmg Tender for L ! :

L the item has been apploved by the accused as Ch1ef Engineer . ‘ g

South. Also the item has been technically sa:ncn‘oncd by lpnm

The cost of the item 1s Rs 1272349/- P

I 1 . i
011fe1ence System Netwcnklng This e‘{pendnure has been - ;‘

rnade on the sound system of the conference 1oom of the Public

T

Health ]:ngmeenng Secretariat. As noted above (the tender and

. . ° | .
technical sanction has been accorded by the accused as Chief
L ]ﬁngineergSouth. The cos;t on the item is Rs.1239400.

urmtm e[T ur mshmg ThlS itemm includes furnishing of the
c conference TOOIM of the PHE Secretariat with confe1 ence table ‘ &f

and accessories. As noted wbove the tender ancl technical

e o sanction has been- acco1ded by the accused as Cl'uef Engineer

South The cost on the 11,em is Rs.776900. l

J'J: !’ r

S e

e Sel I

5
';\
| R
0 | I
iv. Renovqtnon / Rehablhtatlon of PHE Secretariaf. I _

An amount of Rs3.288 has been spent on the 1enovat10n and

lehablhtauon of PHE Secletanat building. The tender a.é well technical
| b

ct1on fory: th::'1 item has been accorded by the acohsed as Chief g {
Eng1nee1 South The followmg sub works have been car Fwd out. A

|
.. ) . j
¢ Civil Work. . The expcnditm'e made is Rs.2233382 with

i contractor premium 29.5_% above CSR 2009.

1 : 5'. T
1 ;

.Water Supply and Samtatxon The expenditure ,,madé is ' : lli

¢ e e

Rs 45 631 with' conuactm premyium.

o Electrification. The expenditure made is Rs.326158 with

contractor premium.

P
i l,
&, .

i

=

PSRy Coorrd Tt ot ey

| | ﬁﬁrﬁg_ﬁi J

i ' ! " : .
E . i ': . i l l 1
; : ‘ 10 PA to: L)e|'3uty becretary SAamn ) FHAEL KnhyDbe nKkNwa-resnawar !
! . 11. Officers/officials concerried. ‘

12. Office Order/Personal Files.
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F. Concluswn i - - i ‘ ht 5
t K ‘ K - ,' : i)
A S [

'From the above' chscussmn it IS obvious that devmtlon has been made

f10rn the apploved PC-I dm ing making payments in 'th(-ll procurement
: i

of some of the items. The detail is given below.

1. Losses to Govi: Exchequer for work has not beiau carried out . ¥
SR i :according to specifications approved in PC-I and there is no 1l
RN iaultm-’accm ding Technical Sanction and Ap rdvql of Tender i
B f |
S.No. | Deseription - Losses
i Server has not been provided as per Rs.250,000
approved PC-I f :
R - .|i . | Computerization of revenue record, | Rs.6500000 ‘ g
i o - | water billing software. : H ]
i lEt feoon Sl I i Work not cartied out I )
f ’ét i | Total ~ Rs.850000
D ] : , P
’ . ‘Responsibility of losses on the accused for puréhase/woxk not . f
done and having no- fault in according Techmcal Sanction and g
i apploval of tendels—O . i
T R ST "Losses t G t Exchequer -d 3 i
i E N S I 0_Govt: Exchequer -due to approving tenders and I
{ l oo | : 'accordmg Technieal S'mctlon for low quality items (or excess é
s ' rate ‘ | |
C B K ! ~ i
. - ' @
S | Description Losses N |
l-l . . NO. ’ ’
. ' - i . | Loss,due purchase of 62 number Rs.709900 N
Sl i Lheo sl L+ | core i Computers instead of 17, | : e
zr H‘:” S I R 'Deselt room coolers (excess rate Rs.42000 A
: i ‘| and TS) :
! in Split Air conditioners (Excess rate | Rs.37500
and TS) !
: Total loss to Govt: Exchequer Rs. 789400
- | ‘3 Lossus to : Govt: Exchequer due to Accordmﬂ Techmcal . ’
iﬁ g' | | fmctlon ior low quality 1iem s
; : El- ” -
N | _S.No. Description - Losses

Loss due to purchase of 62 number HP R'F.414222
2035 printers instead of HP 2055 !

4

= i
Irregular payment due ito excess purchase/work cost than

and_technical :
'sanction has been given by Finer. Ghulam Muijtaba |

[

Beaienat

ROt aid

ATTESTED

i , i : ; oy .
e . S . . o f@ d
3 F O A I RO O L ! ' | i

i N
.9, PS to Secretary PHE Department Knyuer ragd s i
" 10. PA to Deputy Secretary (Admn) PHED Khyb Akhtunkhwa peshawar
11. Officers/officials concerned. ,
12. Office Order/Personal Flles

’ll\llvvu i e s

v
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r ... 4 8No. | Description = ! Irregular Payment | / : ' E o
: S EE A : In Million A
1 | Fax Machines ; Rs.0.130
: (Excess than max: limits) i
i Digital Cameras Rs.0.0553
. (No provision in PC-1) ;
i Training Unit Rs.3.289
' : S -] (No provision in PC-I) |
TIPS i sldv. | | Renovation / Relabmtatlon of PHE | Rs.3.288 g
{l “l TR I Secretsu iat. i bl
]: - " (No provision mP\,-I) :
i Total irresular payment Rs.6.7623 Million
Total losses in S.No.2, 3 & 4 above is equal to Rs. 7.9659 million. For
fir . . R ayqe ! A .
the. losses amounting to Rs.7.9659 million, the accused, concerned \\\\\Q
T Lk e ',] N . ; . | ) . . .
}g! l;pi He oo 'Superintending {Engineer, XEN SDO and Sub-Engineer are g
[[! , ' 1espons1ble on cqual share ba31s : ]
- Share of reasonability on the accused is amounting ito ‘Rs. 1.593 {‘9'
i - . . . | .
million which is 20% of the total losses to government exchequer =
;33 ﬂ oo T u'qitéqf ab:ove_‘ . I | ; 3 i
P SRR A .' | )
P SRR a E ‘*
o There are two ways of 1ookm0 into the mai:tpl If we look - ‘?
into the expenditure in comparison with the total cost of PC-1,itis on ig\
; the lower side and it seems that no irregularity has beqn committed.
i;.' IO o B’?I if individual! 1tems are ooked into in detail, it reveals that a lot of < z& !
1 IR R e 4 s
;? ”I ) T arbltlauness has! been exe101sed in the process by spellmdmg amount ti
‘; allocated for one item on another and on items not 1ncJuded in PC-1 /\
without the approval of competent forum i.e. PDWP.
H B Recommend‘atipxi i : ; ! _
Hfi‘ S f - ' } : o=
R ' | i
: sz i ' b On the ba51s of ﬁndmgs and conclusions of tlns repcPrt the Inquiry
kT Committee 1ecommends that- the - 1ecove1y of loss to government e’{ChequEl o
amounting to Rs.1.593 million attributable to negligence and faﬂm'e to.supervise
R i properly may be made from the accused (Engr-Ghulam -Mu)taba,.qupennten_dmg
; e B o i B :
4 RN R | S ! ‘
o o PR T
N it . . L . o E : ’ Ii
, L ’ T L f [ ? J ) : i ) ‘
ddn, G ;g'..‘iflo PA to Deputy Secretary (Admn) PHED Knyn |<ntun nwa resnawar - g
- e be icers/officials concerned. . N i
‘ ' 12 Oﬁ‘ce Order/Personal Files. : : ; T

——
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‘Engineer BPS-19) under Rule-4(a)- (1) '.of. Khyber ,:‘;Péil(htuﬁldiiﬁaE'-:Gdif'érﬁment

EServ’an%fs (Efﬁmencyl & Discipline) Rules,2011. - ,
oo i , i

NI i
KRR

{
I
b
1
]

st it
(PAS-BS-20) - |
Inquiry Officer . 4 op

(Syed Daud Jan)
(BPS-20)
ilnqpiry Qfﬁcer{._
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" XVIII of 1973), the Chief Minister of the Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa is pleased to make the B

T

GOVERNMENT OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA _
ESTABLISHMENT AND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT

NOTIFICATION

Peshawar dated the 16” September, 2011.

No.SOREG-VIE&AD/2-6/2010.-In exercise of the powers conferrcd by secnon 26
of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servauts Act, 1973 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No.

following rules, namely.

1. Short title, apnhcatwn and commencement (1) These rules may be called
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Eﬂ:'lc.lency and stcxplme) Rules,

2011

2) These shall apply to every person who is a member of the civil service

of the Province or is the holder of a civil post in connection with the affairs of the

Province and shall also apply to or in relation to a person in temporary employment in
the civil service or post in connection with affairs of the Province.

3 These shall come into force at once.

2. Definitions.—(1) In these rules, unless the context otherwxse reql.ures the

following expressions shall have the meanings hereby, respectively ‘assigned to them,

" thatis to say-

/

action is initiated under these rules;

" (b) “appellate authority” means the “authority next above the
competent authority to which an appeal lies agamst the orders of
. the competent authority; ’

{c) - “appointing authority” means an authonty declared or notxﬁed as
such by an order of Government under the’ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Civil Servants Act, 1973 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa' Act No. XVIII of

'1973) and the rules made thereundcr or an authority as notified
under the specific laws/rules of Government; -

(d)  “charges” means allegations 'framed . against ~the accused
pertaining to acts of omission o:r commission cognizable under

these rules;

" e

(a)  “accused” means a person in Government service against whom

T

E2

TR T




(e)  “Chief Minister” mieans the Chief Minister of ‘the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa; -

(f)  “competent authority” means-

®

1)

the respective appointing authority;

in relation to a Government servant of a. tribunal or court
functioning under Government, the appointing authority or
the Chairman or presiding officer of such tribunal or court,
as the case may be, authorized by the appointing authority

to exercise the powers of the competent authority under
these rules: :

Provided that where two or’ more Govemnment °

SCrvants are to be proceeded against jointly, the competent

authority 'in relation to the accused qugm:.'nent servant
senior most shall be the competent authority in respect of

- all the accused’.

(8)  “coruption” means-

(D)
(i) -
(i)

(iv)

accepting or obtaining or offering any . gratification or
valuable thing, directly or ‘indirectly,. other than' legal
remuneration, as a reward- for doing.or for bearing to do

any official act; or

dishonestly or fraudulently misappropriating, or indulging

in embezzlement or misusing ‘Government .property or
Tesources; or

entering into plea bargain under ény law for ﬂle..ti'me being
in force and returning the assets.or gains acquired through
corruption or corrupt practices voluntarily; or .

possession of pecuniary sources or . prdperty by a
Government servant or any of his dependents or any other

. person, through his or on his behalf, which- cannot be

(V)

(vi)

accounted for and which are disproportionate to his known -

sources of income; or

maintaining a standard of living beyond known sources o7

‘income; or

- having a reputation of being 6dn1.zpt; o

L.
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(h)  “Governor” mieans the Governor of the Khyber ?akhﬁxnkhwa;

(i}  “inefficiency” means failure to efficiently pe'rform. functions
assigned to a Government servant in the discharge of his duties;

_.% G “inquiry committee” means a committee of two or more officers,
L : headed by a convener, as may be appointed by the competent
authority under these rules; :

—_— (k) “inquiry officer” means an officer appointed by the competent

authority under these rules;

) “misconduct” includes-

(1) conduct prejudicial to good order or service discipline; or

(if) | conduct contrary to the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province

Government Servants (Conduct) Rules, 1987, for the time
being in force; or

(iii) conduct unbecoming ‘of Govermnment servant and a

gentleman; or . | | .
! ~(iv) involvement or pam'(jipation for gains, directly - or

indirectly, in industry, trade, or speculative transactions by
abuse or misuse of official position to gain undue
advantage or assumption ofsuch financial or other
! " obligations in relation to private institutions or persons as
‘ _ may compromis¢ the performance of official duties or

! functions; or

{ © - (v) any act-to bring or attempt 1o bring - outside . .influence,

: directly or indirectly, to' bear on the Govemor, the Chief
‘Minister, a Minister or.any other Government officer in -
respect of any matter relating” to the appointment,
promotion, transfer or other conditions of service; or

' . (vi) making appointment or ‘promotion _or having been
; appointed or promoted on extraneous grounds in violaticn
“of any law or mles; or : ‘ :

i _ “(vil)  conviction for a moral oft‘ence by a court of law. -

statutory order or rules of Government for the time being in force, .

e

%]
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3. Grounds for proceedings.—-A  Govérnment servant’ shall ‘be liable to be

proceeded against under these rules, if he is-

(a)

®)

(c)
()

(e

(D)

inefficient or has ceased to be efficient for any
reason; or

gﬁilty of misconduct; or
guilty of corruption; or

guilty of habitually absenting himsélf from duty without prior

approval of leave; or

engaged or is reasonably believed to he engaged in subversive

activities, or is reasonably believed to be associated with others
engaged in subversive activities, or is guilty of disclosure of

official secrets to .any un-authorized Pperson, and his retention in -

service is prejudicial to national security; or

entered into plea bargaining under any law for the time being in
force and has returned. the assets or gains acquired through

- corruption or corrupt practices voluntarily.

4. Penalties.---(1) The foliowing are the minor and the major penalties, namely:

(2)

(®)

Minor penalties:
6] censure;

(i)  withholding, for a specific period, promotion or increment

subject to a maximum of three years, otherwise than for

* unfitness for promotion or financial advancement, in

- accordance with the rules or .orders pertaining to the
service or post: '

Provided that the penalty of withholding

increments shall not be imposed on a Government servant |

who has reached the maximum of his pay scale:

(ii) - recovery of the whole or any part of any pecuniary loss
caused to Government by negligence or breach of order;

Major penalties:

@) reduction to a lower post or pay scale or to a lower stage in

a time scale.-




(i1)  compulsory retirement;

(i) removal from service; and
(tv)  dismissal from service.

(2) Dismissal from service under these rules shéll‘di-s.qualify"é'Go‘\iernment
servant from future employment under Government. ‘

(3). Any penalty under these rules shall not absolve a Government servant

from liability to any other punishment to which he may be liable for an offence, under

any other law, committed by him while in service.

5. Initiation of proceedings;-(l) If on the basis of its.own knowledge or

information placed before it, the competent authority is of the opinion that there are
sufficient grounds for initiating proceedings against a Government servant under these

. rules 1t shall either:- '

(a)  proceed itself against the accused by issuing a show cause notice

under rule 7 and, for reasons to be recorded in writing,: dispense
with inquiry: : ' '
Provided that no opportunity of showing cause or personal
hearing shall be given where-

(i)  the competent authority is satisfied that in the interest of

security of Pakistan or any part thereof, it is not expedient
to give such an opportunity; or

(i1) a Government servant has entered into plea bargain under
any law for the time being in force or has been convicted

. on the charges of corruption which have led to a sentence
of fine or imprisonment; or ’

(iii)  a Government servant is involved in subversive -activities;
: or .

(iv) it is not reasonably practicable to give such an opportunity
 to the accused; or

(b)  get an inquiry conducted into the charge or charges against the
accused, by appointing an mquiry officer or an inquiry
comimittee, as the case may be, under . ‘rule 11:

Provided that the competent authority shall dispense with
the inquiry where-




(i)  a Government servant has been convicted of any offence
other than corruption by a court of law under any law for
the time being in force; or

(i)  a Govemnment servant is or has been absent from daty
without prior approval of leave: : ‘

Provided that the competent authority may dispense -

with the inquiry where it is in possession of sufficient

documentary evidence against the accused or, for reasons
to be recorded in writing, it is satisfied that there is no

need to hold an inquiry.

(2)  The charge sheet or statement of allegations or the show cause notice, as
the case may be, shall be signed by the competent authority.

6. Suspension.—A Government servant against whom action is proposed to be
initiated under rule 5 may be placed under suspension for a period of ninety days, if

in the opinion of the competent authority, suspension is necessary or expedient, and .if
the period of suspension is not extended for a further period of ninety days witkin

thirty days of the expiry of injtial period of suspension, the Government servant shall
be deemed to be reinstated:

Provided that the competent authority may, in appropriate case, for reasans to

be recorded in writing, instead of placing such person under suspension, require him

to proceed on such leave as may be admissible to him, from such date as may de
specified by the competent authority.

7. Procefiure where inguiry_is_dispensed with.---If the competent authority
decides that it is not necessary to hold an inquiry against the accused under rule S, it
shall-

(a)  inform the accused by an order in writing, of the grounds for
proceeding against him, clearly specifying the charges therein,

alongwith apportionment of responsibility and penalty or

penalties proposed to be imposed upon him;

(b)  give him a reasonable opportunity of showing cause against tke

proposed action, within seven days of receipt of the order or
within such extended period, as the competent authority may
determine;

(¢)  on receipt of reply of the accused within the stipulated period or
after the expiry thereof, if no reply is received, determine whether

G )
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the charge or charges have been proved against the ‘accused or
not:

Provided that ‘after receipt of reply to the show cause
notice from the accused, the competent authority, except where
the Chief Minister himself is the competent authority, shall

decide the case within a period of ninety days, excluding the time
during which the post held by the competent authority remainzd

vacant due to certain reasons:

Provided further that if the case is not decided by the.
competent authority within the preseribed period of ninety dasf's,
the accused may file an application before the appellate authority

for early decision of his case, which may direct the .competent
authority to decide the case within a specified period;

(d) - afford an opportunity of personal hea}ﬁng 'before"'passing ary
order of penalty under clause (), if it is determined that the
charge or charges have been proved against him:

. -

(e}  exonerate the accused, by an order in writing, if it is-determined
~ that the charge or charges have not been proved against him; and

()  impose any one or more penalties  mentioned in

rule 4, by an order in writing, if the charge or charges are proved - ‘

against the accused:

Provided that where -charge or charges of grave 'corruption

are proved against an accused, the penalty of dismissal from
service shall be imposed, in addition to the penalty of recovery, if
any. .

8. Action_in case_of conviction or plea_bargain under any law.-—Where z

Government sérvant is convicted by a court of law on charges-of corruption or moral
turpitude or has entered into plea bargain and has . returned the assets or gains
acquired through corruption or corrupt practices, or has been acquittéd by a court of
law as a result of compounding of an offence involving moral turpitude under any

law for the time being in force, the competent authority, after examining facts of the
case, shall- . ‘

(a)  dismiss the Government servant where he has beéx; convicted on
chatges of corruption or moral turpitude’or has entered into plea

bargain-and has returned the assets or gains acquired through
corruption or corrupt practices voluntarily:

_ ‘ Provided that dismissal in these cése's shall be with
immediate effect from the date of conviction by a court of law;
and




(®) proceeﬁ against the Goveminent servant under rule 5, where he
has been convicted of charges other than corruption or moral
turpitude.

9. Procedure in_case of wilful absence.-—Notwithsfanding anything to the
contrary contamed in these rules, in case of wilful absence from -duty by a

Government servant for seven or more days, a notice shall be issued b){ the competznt
authority through registered acknowledgement on his home address directing him to

resume duty within fifteen days of issuance of the notice. If the same is received back

as undelivered or no response is received from the absentee within stipulated time, a

notice shall be published in at least two leading newspapers directing him {0 resume

duty within fifteen days of the publication of that notice., failing wl:xich an
ex-parte decision shall be taken against the absentee. On expiry of the stipulated

period given in the notice, major penalty of removal from service may be imposed -

upon such Government servant.

10. Procedure to be followed by competent authority where dinquiry is

necessary.-—(1) If the competent authority decides that it is necessary to hold an
Inquiry against the accused under rule S, it shall pass an order of inquiry in writing,

which shall include-

(8}  appointment of an inquiry officer or an inquiry committee,

provided that the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the

case may be, shall be of a rank senior to the accused and where

two or more accused are proceeded against jointly, the inquiry
officer or the convener of the inquiry committee shall be of a

rank senior to the senior most accused;
(b)  the grounds for proceeding, clearly specifying the charges along

- with apportionment of responsibility;

(c) appointment of the departmental representative by dcsignétion; ‘

and

' (d)  direction to the accused to submit written defen'se;‘to the inquiry

officer or the inquiry committee,. as the case may be, within -
-reasonable time which shall not be less than seven days and more -

than fifteen days of the date of receipt of orders.

(2) © The record of the case and_( the list of v?itnes'ses, if ‘aﬁy, "shall be

communicated to the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be, -

along with the orders of inquiry.

(3)  Ina case where preliminary or fact finding inquiry was conducted, and
?he competent authority decides to hold formal inquiry, the inquiry officer.or the
quiry committee for the purpose of conducting formal inquiry shall be different from.

the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee which conducted the preliminary inquiry.
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11. Procedure to be followed by ingquiry officer or inquiry cor.nmit'te‘e.'—(l)l Qn
receipt of reply of the accused or on expiry of the stipulated period, if no reply is

R S . e
. received from the accused, the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the cas

may be, shall inquire into the charges and may examine such oral or documt_antar}"
evidence in support of the charges or in defense of the accused as may be considered
necessary and where any witness is produced by one party, the other party shall be

entitled to cross-examine such witness.

(2)  If the accused fails to fumnish his reply within the stipulated period, the

inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be, shall proceed with the
inquiry ex-parte.

3) The inquiry ofﬁcer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be, shall
hear the case on day to day and no adjournment shall be given except for reasons to be

recorded In writing, in which case it shall not be of more than seven days.

(4)  Statements of witnesses and departmental representative(s), if possible.
will be recorded in the presence of accused and vice versa. ) :

5) Where the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be,

is satisfied that the accused is hampering or attempting to hamper the progress of the

inquiry, he or it shall administer a warning and if, thereafter, he or it is satisfied that
the accused is acting in disregard to the warning, he or it shall record a finding to that

effect and proceed -to complete the inquiry in such manner as may be deemed

expedient in the interest of justice.

(6)  If the accused absents himself from the inquiry on medical grounds, he
shall be deemed to have hampered or attempted to hamper the progress of the inquiry,

- unless medical leave, applied for by him, is sanctioned on the recommendations of a

Medical Board; provided that the competent authority may, in its discretion, sanction
medical leave up to seven days without such recommendations.

(7)  The inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be, shall -

submit his or its report, to the competent authority within thirty days of the initiation
of inquiry: :

Provided that the inquiry shall not be vitiated merely on the grounds of non-
observance of the time schedule for completion of the inquiry.

7

12. Powers of the inquiry officer or inquiry committee.—-(1) For the purpose of]
an inquiry under these rules, the inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the cas

may be, shall have the powers of a Civil Court trying a suit under the Code of Civil >

Procedure, 1908 (Act No.V of 1908), in respect of the following matters, namely: /

()  summoning and enforcing the attendance of any person and
examining him on oaih; )

s
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(b)  requiring the discovery and production of .documents, aad

receiving evidence on affidavits; and

) issuing commissions for the examination of witnesses. or
documents.

(2)  The proceedings under these rules shall be deemed to be the judicial
proceedings. within the meaning of sections 193 and 228 of the Pakistan Penal Code,

1860 (Act No. XLV of 1860).

13. . Duties of the deparimental representative.—The departmental representative

shall perform the following duties, namely:

(a) render full assistance to the inq}u'.ry officer or the inqui_;'y
committee, as the case may be, during the proceedings where 2e

shall be personally present and fully prepared - with all the
relevant record relating to the case, on each date of hearing;

(b) cross-examine the witnesses produced by the accused, and with

the permission of the inquiry officer or inquiry committee, as the
case may be, may also cross-examine the prosecution witnesses;

and

(¢) - rebut the grounds of defense offered by the accused ‘before the
inquiry officer or the inquiry committee, as the case may be.

14.  Order to be passed on receipt of report from the inquiry ofﬁcer or inquiry -

committee.—-(1) On receipt of report from the inquiry officer or inquiry committee,
as the case may be, the competent authority, shall examine the report and the relevant

case material and determine whether the inquiry has been conducted in accordance B

with the provisions of these rules.

(2) If the competent authority is satisfied that the mqun'y has been

~conducted in accordance with the provisions of these rules, it shall further determine

whether the charge or charges have been proved against the accused or not;

(3)  Where the charge or charges have not been proved, the competent
authority shall exonerate .the accused by an order in writing, or it shall follow tke
procedure as given in sub-rule (6) of this rule.

(4)  Where the charge or charges have been proved against the "adcused, the

competent authority shall issue a show cause notice to the accused by which it shall-

(@  Inform him of the charges proved against him and the penalty or

penalties proposed to be imposed upon him; . .

I T




(b)  give him reasonable opﬁortunity fof-showi:ig cause -against the _

penalty or penalties proposed to be. imposed upon him and to

submit as to why one or more of the penalties as provided in rule -

4 may not be imposed upon him and to submit additional defense
‘In writing, if any, within a period which shall not be less than
seven days and more than fifteen days from the day_the charge or
charges have been communicated to him: provided that the

accused shall, in his reply to show cause notice, indicate as to
whether he wants to be heard in person or not;

(¢} .Provide a copy of the inquiry report . to  the
accused; and ‘

(d)  Direct the departmental representative to appear, with all the
relevant record, on the date of hearing.

(5)  After affording personal hearing to the accused the .compefent authority

shall, keeping in view the findings and recommendations of the inquiry officer or
inguiry comrmittee, as the case may be, facts of the case and defense offered by the

accused during personal hearing, by an order in writing- .
® Exonerate  the accused if charges had not been
proved; or

(i) Impose any one or more of the penalties specified in
rule 4 if charges have been proved. . : '

(6)  Where the competent authority is satisfied that the Inquiry proceedings
have not been conducted in accordance with the provisions of these rules or the facts
and merits of the case have been ignored or there are other sufficient grounds, it may,
after recording reasons in writing, either remand the inquiry to the inquiry officer or
the inquiry committee, as the case may be, with such directions as the competent

authority may like to give, or may order a de novo inquiry through different inquiry
officer or inquiry committee. : .

(7)  After receipt of reply to the show cause notice and affording o'pporttinity
of personal hearing, the competent authority shall decide the case within -a period of

fifteen days, excluding the time during which the post held by the competent authority .

remained vacant due to certain reasons.

15.  Personal hearing,-—The competent authority may, by'::an,‘brder‘ihwriting, call "
the accused and the departmenta] representative, alongwith relevant record of the case,

to appear before him, for pérsonal hearing on the fixed date and time,

i
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16. Procedure of inguiry apgainst Government i servant lent to ~otl:er
governments or organizations ete.---(1) Where the services of Government servant
to whom these rules apply are transferred or lent to any other government departmest,
corporation, corporate body, autonormous body, authority, statuto.ry body o'r any otltt;r
organization or Institution, hereinafter referred to as the borrowing organization, the
competent authority for the post against which such Government servant is posteé mn

the borrowing organization may-

(a)  Suspend him under rule 6; and

(b) Initiate proceedings against him/her under these rules: _

Provided that the borrowing organization shall forthwith

inform the authority which has lent his. services, (hereinafter

referred to as the lending organization) of the circumstances
leading to the order of his suspension or the initiation of the

proceedings, as the case may be:

Provided further that the borrowing organization shall
obtain prior approval of the competent authority in the lending
organization before taking any action under these rules against a

- Govemment servant holding a post in basic pay scale 17 or

abave.

) If, in the light of findings of the proceedings taken against the accused in
terms of sub rule (1), the borrowing organization is of the opinion that a penalty may

have to be imposed on him, it shall transmit the record of the proceedings to the
lending organization, and the competent authority in the lending organization shall
thereupon take action against the accused under rule 14,

(3)  Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in sub-rules (1) and
(2), the Chief Minister may, in tespect of certain Government servant or class of

Government servants to whom these rules apply, authorize any officer or authority in -

the borrowing organization to exercise all the powers of the competent authority under
these rules.

17.  Departmental appeal and review.-—(1) An accused who has been awarded

any penalty under these rules may, within thirty days from the date of communication ~

of the order, prefer departmental appeal to the appellate authority: ’

Provided that where the order'has been passed by the Chief Minister, the
accused may, within the aforesaid period, submit a review petition directly to the

Chief Minister.

() The authority empowered under sub-rule (1) shall call for the record of

the case and comments on the points raised in the appeal from the concerned
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department or ofﬁéé, and on consideration of the zfppeal‘o'f the review petition, as the
case may be, by an order in writing-

ta) Uphold the order of penalty and reject the :dppeal' or review
petition; or . -

(b)  Setaside the orders and exonerate the accused; or:

()  Modify the orders or reduce the penalty.-

(3)  An appeal or review petition preferred under these rules shall be made-in-

the form of a petition, in writing, and shall set forth concisely the grounds of objection
in impugned order in a proper and temperate language.

18.  Appearance of counsel.~-No party to any proceedings under these rules at-any

stage of the proceedings, except proceedings under rule 19, shall be represented by an
advocate.

19. Appeal before Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province Service: Tribu'n'al.-—(l)

Notwithstanding anything contained in any other law or rules for the time being in

force, any Government servant aggrieved by any final order passed under rule 17 may,’

within thirty days from the date of communication of the order, prefer.an appeal to the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Province Service Tribunal established under the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Province Service Tribunals Act, 1974 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No. I

of 1974),

(2)  If a decision on a departmental appeal or review petition, as the case

may be, filed under rule 17 iz not communicated within a period of sixty days of filing
thereof, the affected Government ‘servant may file an .appeal in the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Province Service Tribunal within a period of thirty days of the expiry of =

the aforesaid period, whereafter, the authority with whom the departmental appeal or
review petition is pending, shall not take any further action.

20. Exception.---Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in these rules,
in cases where Government servants collectively strike . work, wilfully absent
themselves from duty or abandon their official work, the competent authority in
respect of the senior most accused may serve upon them, through néwspapers or any

other mean, such notice as may be deemed appropriate to resume duty and in the event -
of failure or refusal to camply with the directive contained in the notice, impose upon -

the defaulting Govemment servants any of the major penalties prescribed in these

iles. - o

21, Indemnity.~-No suit, prosecution or other legal proceedings shall lie against

the competent authority or any other authority for anything done or intended to be
done in good faith under these rules or the instructions or directions ‘made or issued

there-under,




22.  Jurisdiction barred.---Save as provided under these niles, no order made -or
proceedings taken under these rules shall be called in question in any court and no
injunction shall be granted by any court in respect of any decision so made or
proceedings taken in pursuance of any power conferred by, or under these rules.

23. Repeal-—(1) The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa government servants (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules, 1973 are hereby repealed.

(2)  Notwithstanding the repeal of the aforesaid rules, all proceedings
pending immediately before the commencement of these rules ‘against any

Goverinent servant under repealed rules shall continue under these rules.

(3)  Notwithstanding the repeal of the aforesaid rﬁles,'_all'pr_oceedings

- pending immediately before the commencement of these rules against any employee -

under the said repealed rules or under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Civil Servants Act,
1973 and rules made thereunder, or any other law and rules shall continue under that

law and rules, in the manner provided thereunder.

SECRETARYTO .- .

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW.
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT. -




GOVERNMENT OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
ESTABLISHMENT AND ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT..

NOTIFICATION

Peshawar dated the 18" July, 2012.-

No.SO(REG-VI)E&AD/2-6/2010.-In exercise of the powers conferred by section 26
of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973 (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Act No.

XVIII of 1973), the Chief Minister of the Khyber Pakhtunkhiwa is pleased to direct

that in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules,2011, the follow:ng

amendments shall be made, namely:

AMENDMENTS -
I Inrule 4,in sub rule (1), in clause (b), for sub-clause" (1), thc followmg shall be

substituted, namely:

“() reduction to a lower post of pay scale or to a lower stage in a time scale fora | I

maximum period of five years:

Provided that on restoration to original pay scale or post, the penalized
Government servant will be placed below his erstwhile juniors promoted to

higher posts during subsistence of the period of penalty;”.
2. Inrule8, in clause (a), in the proviso, the word “immediate Comumitiee”,
occurring second time, the words “subject to sub-rule (7) of rule 11* shall be added
3. In rule 14 in sub-rule (6), after the words “Inquiry Committee”, oceurring ‘second
time, the words “subject to sub-rule (7) of rule 11” shall be added.
4, In rule 19, in sub-rule (2), for- the word “thirty”, the word “nmety’ shall be

subsntuted
5. Rule 22 shall be deleted.

CHIEF SECRETARY - .
- GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
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s K GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
g;f\ PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT
e No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-36/2014 |
AR o Dated Peshawar, the December 04, 2017

_ under Rule-14 (5) (ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &

MOST IMMEDIATE

To -
The Accountant General,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Subject:  RECOVERY OF RS. 1,0621 MILLION ON ACCOUNT OF TIRREGULARITIES -
AND EMBEZZLEMENT IN _THE PROJECT "STRENGTHENING AND .

CAPACITY. BUILDING OF PHED ADP NQ.242/10009 8(2011-12)", .

I am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to state that after -
getting approval of the competent authority, the subject formal inquiry was conducted
by Mr. Hazrat Masood Mian (PAS BS-20), the then Secretary Finance FATA Secretariat .
Peshawar. The Inquiry Officer recommended the recovery of Rs.1.0621 million from
Mr. Sanobar 'Khan, ex-Chief Engineer (BS-20) Public Health Engineering Department, for
the irregularities committed In the project ”Strengthenihg and Capacity Building Of
PHED ADP N0.242/100098 (2011-12)", '

2. Subsequently, the Competent ; .thority after having considered the
charges, material on record, inquiry report tud in exercise of his powers conferred

Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been ‘pleased to approve. "Recovery of Rs. 1.0621

million® from the pension of Mr. Sanobar Khan, ex-Chief Engineer (BS-20) PHE
Department, as he has been retired from service on 30-08-2016.

3. In view of the above, it is requested to please take necessary action for
“recovery of Rs. 1.0621 million” from pension of the ex-officer concerned on

account of pecuniary loss to the Government exchequer, under intimation to this
department . .

' SECTION OFFICER (ESTT) "

" ENDST: NO & DATE AS ABOVE:

Copy of.the above alongwith a copy of the decision of competent is
forwarded for information to Mr.,Sanobar Khan, Chief Engineer PHE (retired), -
R/o House No.33, Street No.2, Sector{=4, Pahse-1V, Hayat-Abad Peshawar.

,>§”" .
..__-SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)"
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Subject: -

Reference; -

The Secretary Public Health Engg:
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

RECOVERY OF RS, 1.0621 (M) ON ACCOUNT OF IRREGULARIE
EMBEZZLEMENT IN THE PROJECT “STRENGTHENING AND CAPACITY
BOILDING OF PHED ADP NO. 242/100098 (2011-12)”

Your letter No. SO (Estt)/PHED/8-36/2014 dated 04/12/2017 addressed to Accountant
General of KPK

Please refer to your above letter (Annex-A) and in this regard, I submit the following

facts into your knowledge to let you understand the factual position of the case. It is cleared that due

to some confusion in your Secretariat Office the losses reported in the tenure of some other

Superintending Engineer has been placed against me erroneously.

2.

3.

1 retired as Chief Engineer PHED on 30.08.2016 (Annex B)

I remained Superintending Engineer Peshawar from 06.01.2010 to 01.08.2011
(Annex C)

From 01.08.2011 to 29.05.2013 I was Chief Engineer (North), having no jurisdiction
over District Nowshera. .

The inquiry report by itself is defective due to not signing by one of the important
technical member Sayed Muhammad Daud Jan, the then Chief Engineer (C&W) and
action on this -defective inquiry is violation of rules and regulation. In the
recommendation, . the inquiry officer only recommended .losses only from
Mr" Ghulam Mujtaba the then Chief Engineer and there is no recommendation of

recovery from other officers (Annex D).

b

Also the undersigned has not been given any chance to be ififormed or heard in person

to explain my viewpoints.

The Secretariat Office placed the losses against me blindly without checking my

incumbency period, which may be ignorance of the Secretariat staff,

Following are the defails of those losses mentioned in the incuiry report

(Annex D) and the record of the work orders, technical sanction estimate/letter, vouchers etc. which

are almost all done in the year of 2012, where I was Chief Engineer (North) having no concern with
Nowshera District,

i,

il.

ii.

Loss of Rs.709,900/- for purchase of computer. In this regard it is stated that the tender
was approved by the then Chief Engineer Ghulam Mujtaba. The rates were covered in

the technically sanctioned estimate vide No. (2/2-PHE dated: 12.06.2012 and it is not
signed by me as I was Chief Engineer (North) at that time (Annex E),

Loss of Rs. 42,000/ for desert cooler. The work order issued vide Executive Engineer
PHE Division Nowshera No. 07/WO dt: 15.06.2012, which is not my tenurz (Annex F)
Loss of Rs. 37,500/ for split AC work order issued vide Chief Engineer {South) No.

14/G-2/PHE dated: 13.06.2012, wherein I was Chief Engineer (North) in this time
{(Annex G) '

‘Contd P/2)
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Loss to Govt. exchequer due to accordmg technical sanction for low quality 1tems of

Rs. 414,000/-. .
As already stated that the undersigned is totally not involve

Technical Sanctioned estimate. . .
v. Loss of Rs. 0.130 (M) for Fax Machine. Work order issued vide Executive Engineer

PHE Division Nowshera No. 04/WO dt: 15.06.2012, which is also not my tenure.

v. .

d in the A.A as well as in

(Annex H) .
vi. Digital cameras, loss Rs. 0.0553 (M) I am not involved in approving or givirg technical
sanction, .
vii. Recovery of Rs. 3.289 (M) for training unit and Rs. 3.288 (M) for renovation of
Secretariat.

In this regard it is stated that the work order of the work was issued vide Chief
Engineer (South) PHED No. 31/G-2/PHE dated: 24.02.2012 for Rs. 30,36,649/- (Annex I) and further
enhancement from Rs. 30,36,649/- to Rs. 65,77,000/- was accorded by the then Chizf Engineer
(South) PHED vide letter No. 16/G-2/PHE dated: 13.06.2012 (Aﬁnex J) ‘

At the time of issuing work order execution of work and enhancement process the

undersigned was posted as Chief Engineer (North) having no concern with Nowshera Eistrict being -

under jurisdiction of Chief Engineer (South).

As per produced records and references the undersigned . is justified t> blame the

Secretary Office for not delivering as per rules and justice.

It is therefore requested that the letter of losses written to Accountant General Office

may please be immediately withdrawn, otherwise in case of pension stoppage; I will be compelled to

knock the doors of justice and sue the Secretary Office for wrong and illegal notice and putting me in

mental turmoil.

Thanks. =
% AV N . SANOHAR KHAN
- % ~ CHIEF ENGINKER (RETIREL) PHED

1. Copy of the above letter is forwarded toiAccountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa with

request that the above mentioned letter is disputed and based on false charges. Tharefore, my
pension may please not be stopped till the clerification by Secretary PHED office.

J -
Dated 4 /12/2017 . SANOBAR KHAN
G peptt . CHIEF ENGINEER (RETIRED) PHED
J\'?’:'ﬁ'g L 7/ . )
sweren s - ATTESTED
e
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