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VERSUS

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat

Peshawar.

2. The Secretary, Local Government Development Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

3. The Director General, Local Government & Rural Development Department, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa.

-

........_Respondents.

JOINT PARA WISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO.1TO 3.

Respectfully Sheweth! /

Preliminary Objections:

k]

i. The Appellant has no locus standi and cause of action.
ii. The Appellant has not come to the Service Tribunal with clean hands.

iii. The Appéllant has submitted incorrect & irrelevant documents and concealed the facts &

truth from the Honorable Service Tribunal.

iv. The Appeal is not maintainable.

ON FACTS

1. Pertains to record.

2. Pertains to record.

i
3. Incorrect, the show cause notice was served upon the appellant after proper inquiry
conducted by the Provincial Inspection Team, wherein action “against him was
recommended for his omissions / commissions. copies of show case notice, reply)

personal hearing and Provincial Inspection Team Inquiry report are attached as

Annexure-A, B, C & D.




4. Pertains to record.

5. Incorrect, the appellant being one of the most important functionary of the executing
agency is facing allegations of misconduct, inefficiency, slackness and iridifferent/casual
approach towards his duties, which resulted not only in loss to public exchequer, but also

deprived general public of the benefits of scheme in question.

As explicitly and rightly mentioned in the detailed Inquiry Report of Provincial
Inspection Team, it was the job of technical branch of the executing agency to have
identified the sites timely, obtained technical sanctions, carried out/ completed work

according to approved specification and kept files/record of the schemes in safe custody.

In the instant case, the appellant badly failed to perform his legitimate functions,

hence faced the consequences rightly and justly without discrimination.

6. Correct as explained above.
7. Pertains to record.
8. No comments.

ON GROUNDS:

| A. Incorrect, denied in light of above,
B. Asreplied in Para 5 of facts.
C. Asreplied in preceding paras.

D. Incorrect, a high-level committee of Provincial Inspection Team conducted the inquiry

and upon its recommendation, penalty was awarded after fulfilling codal formalities. -.

E. Incorrect, the appellant was given full opportunity of defense before award of penalty as

sufficient material was available, which could not be legally denied by the appellant.

F. Incorrect as explained above, there were other various functions, which the appellant

failed to perform.

G. Denied, detailed reply has been given above. L |

- B |




It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant Service Appeal being devoid of merit may

.

be dismissed with cost please.

Secretary LG,E&RDD, %

yber Pakhtunkhwa Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
espondent No. 3 Respondent No. 2

Ay

Chief Secretary
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Respondent No. 1
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PESHAWAR.
Appeal No. 1645/2022.
1Y Co O 0 T 01 | ) | OO o OO PR IR Appellant.
VERSUS

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat

Peshawar.

2. The Secretary, Local Government Development Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

3. The Director General, Local Government & Rural Development Department, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa.

rerrereesrenneeen RESpONdents.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Azaz-ul-Hassan Assistént Director BPS-17 (Litigation) in Directorate General Local
Government & Rural Development, Peshawar solemnly affirm and declare on oath that Joint
Para wise reply in Appeal. No. 1645/2022, Irfan Ullah VS Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa etc are true and correct to the best of my knowledge & belief and nothing has
been intentionally concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. It is further stated on oath that in this

appeal the answering respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense has been

struck off.
Deponent
CNIC #. 17301-2416976-9
Cell #.0336-9170959
Identified By

Advocate General
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE «%’ |

{, Or. S8hahzad Khan Bangash, Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakthunkhwa,
peshawar in exercise of the powers ynder the Khyber Pakhtynkhwa Government
servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, do hereby serve upon you, Mr. irfan Ullah,
assistant Engineer (BS-17), office of Local Govt. & Rural Dev: Hangu, as follows:-

@

(if)

That consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against
you by the Enquiry Officer Mr. Smal Ullah, Additional Deputy
Commissioner (F&P) Kohat on the basis of fact finding Inquiry of

Deputy Commissioner, Hangu and Provincial Inspection Team on -

account of charges of not properly processing files for payment,
misuse of government cheques, submitting of works and
misplacement of works files in the Developmental Schemes namely
“ WSS Gander) Dallan” and WSS Karbogha Sharif* under 10% Oil
and Gas Royalty Fund 2014-15, for which you were glven opportunity

of hearing and

On going through the findings and recommendations of the Enquiry
Officer, the material on record and other connected papers including
your defense before the sald Enquiry Officer;

| am satisfled that you have committed the following acts/omissions
specified in Rule-3 of the sald Rules:

a. Mis-conduct
b. In-efficiency.

2 As a result thereof, 1, as competent authority, have tentatively decided to

impose upon you the penalty of Egaugcm ke o lywex under Rule-4 of

the sald rules.

stage for enc jeav.

3. You are, thereof , required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penaity
should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be heard In

person.

4, If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its delivery in the
normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to putin

and in that case exparte action shall be taken against you.

i
5, A copy of findings of the Enquiry Officer is encl s)a'd,

Mr. Irfan Ullah

T

/!

(Or. ShahZad KK
Chief & creta?/

Assistant Engineer (B3-17
Office of Assistant Director,

Local Govt. & Rural Dev: Hangu,

i
1.
t
g
A2
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The Section Oficey (Esﬁblishtnent) ’
LGE&RDD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Reference  yowr letter NoSOE(LG)/35/ Gandai Dallan
Hangu/2021/1716/ WE Dated the Peshawar 16th Feb,2022 received by the undersigned

on 22/02/ 2022, wherein inquiry conducted by Mr.Sami ur rehman (ADC F&P Kohat)

ajong with show cause notice of competent guthority was forwarded. The inquiry
officer has partially praved following two charges on undersigned.

Charge 02 " you never turned to any sites of the said on-going project during his whole period of
your posting that reflects your disintersst in this important project.”

Charge 04 “with perusal of the following records and facts it is crystal clenr the you have not
only loss the files of the schemes in question bul also not given attention 3o prepare duplicate file
a3 yet, Resultantly the funds lapsed on 50-06-2020 and the scheme remained suspended.”

The reply of show cause notice in light of aforementioned charges is inked as under.

The undersigned visited the sanitation scheme at Bagato ample times and

asg visited WSS Dallan scheme (site visit report already submitted). The WSS
Kaf_bogha scheme had issues in it which needed to be resolved before site visit, The
!nlﬁ'lal approved list of Hand pumps was not clear and the contractor had installed hand
pumnps at location other than initial appraved list due to which community was furious
and divided into two groups. The diversion from initial approved list was done
thzgugh the MPA concerned withont taking into conslderation the technical staff. The
);E'.éﬁeof-duplicaﬂnn of Hand pumps was quite obvious which needed to be resolved.
(Copy of complaint by the elected representative endorsed by ADC Hangu is annexed).
Thé Technical staff have elready visited the sites and submit their reports. It is worth
mentioning that fack of official transport hampers the site visits. In this regards high-
ups were numerously requested for provision of official transport for site visits but all
in yain. (copies of letters are annexed).

As per standard proredlure the record keeping ot officis] record, including

. development works schemes is the prime responsibility of the nrinisterial (clerical) staff
working under the direct supervision of the Assistant Director LG&RDD. The record
keeping i neither my responsibility as per TORs nor the record was ever handed over
to me. Also as pex inquiry report of ADC (F&P) Kohat. technical staff is not responsible
for file work as they have to concentrate on site work (Refer to inquirv report page #20).

1t {5 worth mentioning that as per standard procedure sub engineer prepares bills, etc
and forward it to Assistant Engineer elong with-the fiie. If ny sup nrdinate staff (sub




Httested

It is further added that the

o above mentioned charges
from the inquiry report of

inquiry held by Deputy Cerarnissioner Ha
Deputy commissioner HMangu. The said ;

have been taken
ngu Office under

L . ' illegal
payment. (Copy of Note sheet attached) Furthermére the PIT in their repott at page#18

found out that " files of the schemes WSS Ganderi and WSS I(arb;agha had been

deljberately niisplaced having malafid'e intention by then Assistant Director LG&RDD
Hangu and then Deputy Commissioner Hangu; in order to avoid responsibility of
fraudulent payments." Inquiry conducted by sub ordinate of guilty person (DC Hangu)
has no legal grounds.

In light of the above it is requested that undersigrad 1tay be exonerated of
all the charges and the penalty may be removed. It is further reguested the opportunity
of personal hearing may be provided to the undersigned. '

Copy to
4. Director G :neral LG&RDD Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Tt




o

PROVICIAL INSPECW} IEANKL, TR LD
ouk Nuo 18, Attaeh g D N ux:w Cornplex,
r Mhyber Roaq, Peulﬁ?m1.t(.,‘untlv

(, ) T'ole; 9z log(‘;"‘lul

W (5 L i 2

K ditil o g Lo

e

o

:/;}wx % ) | /‘ /;‘/‘(y

!,{ f[,{fi’/}/fiﬂ /%’_/;10 lf//«:é Y ;,7 .
LY

10',6 C)E.R ‘\ at!v) Q'“U'L»QJ‘.U

18- OO0 hA

@ ‘“\\.‘--\Uwv‘i"b" "‘(’) H'“""‘al PWWP) at

D ahmn o
l,.,,'.l—u.l\wkw fg MM f’““"f” 1000

, at - VCML:D"@/L..\:\

M

=1

£ g s ég,
i 4

Losl,

o/ Iyﬂw

e Adllosing

Undle> /S'u, e.«%i\e-.a‘ ,
lawe e e”?—"“‘“,' ‘;J : P led Cob
’ere‘ Y Nawne g’.‘ (, " "-‘—‘—-—‘:—\f."_.____-*ihﬂ
O gb " x\.k”" Suln e Nt L.:n,.-.pLg 10 OC 1) N
1@ St

fre scheme ;
bc-“‘\-’- wn £ "“:4‘4‘ ‘CUL\ V\)‘L\-L"‘ & hmy

Le o~ \I;; vt_,;:z{

Sls - & Yo g
S uﬁ\ [ AW ] J S—’“' 0‘{ ‘\ &'y, end g Jr-

Snjld' A/(/‘ Saks - é’«w—é-\'v\c.ez .

-/

£ | ffyc,.m / /;&V cyé.)mf, fa/wwlé.f ‘5""?9/0‘/”[;(
ﬂfnnmmﬁ '

e Name  Geligun e Qe

7“’\“;5ID &

- — “} Sffor  Loan ,qo.,aah‘__;,. S.‘c.c.YA_,. we_of a, 4_\

A
b

W y a:/'@e
,/m;c %ﬂ/ﬂv) V% ;ﬁﬁwl /’Jy/w mé prdl ]Z"

jw, /%gwmi
74

o
L)

P

|
2&003444\'4‘%‘ SC/LI{Z-MAe MNis belo L"W“i“ : Sd/

—————..

S/,

Obstallab o 1l o -y —-
o VC Datle.. '*2:/ '?’t.)y




PROVINCIAL INSPEGT{op g, K PHC
Block No. 19, Attached Deyy s Cc;mpl“-"f-
Khyber Ro?d' P C‘Shawl..““& m’; ©
Tele: 92100g .;lr

m it ]L«mxﬂv ﬂ[U/ﬂ"‘/ ”f' /w%/,,wu/

r/ ,rpu‘z

G~ A IV “w

W'I : E

s A

No P | A ,A ) |
b (',\ ?.,..y\q’)/.l v Dallan 4, v L:'o(g/.l‘.g .
--L(’/vx.vlf VC\ C)‘V"” L2.’)'?} / P d‘t e ,& Irdcin V_J}L‘.cwc.c:—(
4 . T fon Y ,le"--\..._) < .

. Q“N{l“\/k o A’yb‘w L D
) .sﬂl'“'}‘ (- “)I Aoy “3)/«,‘-“ JL*C{\

A

/) i 21 f <
RIS S o/ ) pelane .
e Pwvwl‘ul o “‘*‘W’t‘j '(Avmexwﬁ P‘) N
Paace shpde  Azasens j /,t{'ﬁ/% in st Z
Schornés i gutihm’ ~ '
ﬂ'(’ ‘ ﬁ (. ) od ¥ é’mp 5 ﬂ'\' "r;l-l

B [ r? le"—‘-;sF
in edallon srednpime lssies "‘f wiavie
S iy - @i n>

Slow/h-’o gnes

Fw3 (',wlv‘».—e/‘(‘“
Ale, C oA eshn ..o-ﬂ't.a.ws/‘(

.' At l’“‘ j +
k., w{kw-k‘w /.’ole».zl(f-‘-' ‘..»J‘"- ok ve !'""““"""""T_.SL“?’ .
1AJ:A.C.: ce ?: WH A 06‘&;4,\ "“) f'\'lu Conilmoe
at “Butlaw ke w‘iﬁf«e—cl Ao veewive e eedlian 2l‘___,.-—i_‘-32
M we

P‘“awu&« 4 Se
v,
Moetay ey oot sLW&"Lm é;‘é\i ¢ elapmnnt e &
Lo € e -

Q‘MC_A uO’{’h'\ m*' ;A?&J“/Q Cor Pt ""'L'-G.
uéurguui vidde  leMes 4 A ghced o
KO O‘:) [ow;)a‘,. v v e <{~ e IOV\.-J‘ 1-( "\'h‘l\ W v-o o

Sike \'o’m.lw".c: ctle = WEwrs we vl ‘?GQ o sediboal .
s paR Aecord @i guwn ﬂl e 46’&’%"’/ - ' ..!.-

Wi Lanie hoaed '!".‘ Dallsn Lobsme - Dsof 24
¢ ; ’ o ' . , - . L
Shlis puntlss Tl iy o rRo sl o
Levf 7,“’ ' . .




F]

<

<N,

- . .
PROVINCIAL INSPEC1yeys ERM, HPHE
Block N;’)"hl 5b‘ -A_tmched Depgrments Complex,
~hyber Roag, Peshawar Canth.

e : ¢ 9210gg, : ﬁ _

o, | mowent P""P”LJ’ by il A W a5y oo /.
. ’u . Da?ﬂ‘m 1 Nb‘.r . 1 L\MQ 4),‘,.“ :m.afsl.“'?_,n/" < “-»‘?.-L

biﬂp ‘ l\Jo, e 42’]‘“ wewe v\-(ﬂ' L (-1

ppsn M 70(2 W4 Lo /Ww ‘Aﬁmﬁﬂj‘?’ oy

oo PYT T

|- L 'w«ﬁo S—— | L""\ gulo - o .«S'f»j'-?»{ AL,
Sy v L"“’Q}vvu-d l-,.,, Savne g, ,a:(?s,.s.\.\
o e B e, e e 1L
A M"P{Q‘J 4o Ak ACT e s m(,‘«?j:
loeet A AD W "”4’-'254«0 ¥ *‘aﬁm_e;wf
Moo Comncooidon (M]”I A el
< he P»wiclw’ o~ M_:;éa?) Ay'mé«'wce—c

. y
Wi  war  lThv St aﬁnmxé- Whin A4
o | ) ' -

way reasied o Woow sty Hew f,;r,/mg.j fa 1l

goed - Yo Anpout s % ;;% sppriesf
waon i -

. (ibt\:;cm Y «»«P-l'::vuyeea' = POC - 1 !,.é /7..'\-1‘

o W G fasued o 30207/ A ~

T8 e drmed o " 2819w

ot R . . 24 Fe b 280 (’ qu,

Toe ?vw?afe pt ~u MWJ‘M’) ([,\..,mamv* ¢

o Lo
- .m P gy g WAl shold -&fz«, G pel
s W gy g ]

'“f‘C P A o /')?1,0&6‘60/ ‘ﬂﬂwﬁt J\J}'/Asu" 7(;

7 “\lo(k ¥ “Wilve f Y En l"’(—"(‘-uu‘. \.M\] ..J.mlu.n &

[ ¢ ‘)\)&_" v .J ; \J.
. | . J e : ] S L bé' | be "u*] :! 4‘::44.&& e ;::‘b
b . . b,

- e
i AR
SRETY

S

A
Do

1

S 5 3,-‘0’_
S AN e
SRR R

-



- -

s @O I

, 4 3 . i s v 'ggiﬂ K’F{s{-
PROVINGIAL INSPE G TR
'I ck No. 15, Attacheg Depafcmc‘n ,'ﬁ.l,.
Blo Khyber Roar, Feshawar O
Tele: 921096

S . wtfl  ULLEBRTY  wndy

Wﬁ/ ) " ‘ j“‘_)gu',w\w\-/]‘ﬂ“
e s pied

o

.

” :-(
LA 4‘.»<').“X"‘ h
' . F;,M Vs & @ {1"""
1 o M e Lotole %o IWJ}[) Vé
ol be T e




@M.

.P,;!JAM/%’"”' “. / Hasim Sasfuthy, (b &

(2

e, _,."»
PROVINCIAL INSPECTION 1 s 1P, 557

plock No. 15, Altached Dgy
Khyber Road, Posh, vlvfmgm,. C;omplt‘)
Tele: 9210965 ar Cantt.

N uwl'/

40 Léi _/ﬁa’f . /Jw«'ﬂ}

. ., Yo
'- aks Y %
ﬁf(aﬂ/ le (4 / @gﬁ ‘¥ _

3 4 in guthin /pa%, ).
{
Y sbite O d;" “
/(/L utfl L'/}'VC)A)/(/ O‘/ ly f){‘ (i L—g,l
’/O,J (/tﬁy/ N ((( o “",;.'.’;D
(ﬁ U,J ({/U{/ol /J "é; Pt )?',,_\ \}:{)
Gw - t’// /// /"; Fnenere ﬂv :
57(//0»’/3)’ //’ -f::’// ,( J)/,,. e e
—55, -0 (J" o'’

_,Jﬂ'(:"/ i

yop s
?7,,,,,f it alasp it Pyt
(”7’! ﬁwnlM{ (/"/ ﬂ,,,/ et ))/" Ry
J s - c’( N (}/ PrEES .,I/J/pw//:f
U‘U"}@/W (///’/’ . / Lf/(/d ,Afé’:"

ﬁ/(}é/dg’/ u/ @ // w2 N ot
?, &l 74/ M i ‘7 |

S oS el

f/!’/)}@’ b ?I”“ d F e a‘ I r' "'.,.
. _ \-) 4 “. L [N -

. /"'" N V‘l",.;:‘.

yd RN

\‘ /' |

SR

. ,;- ""_. . ~-' ;
0302-UYp0330 e

T
i e,

ﬂ L-"{, (_,.4')

STt et




PROVINCIAL Iy

Blocle No. 15, Atta "
Khyber Ro id, Pex p'z”" cntnu,
Tela; 981( ‘“W'l Can

C/W /- i /Q%im \Q{,ﬁ’dq //i/ (M//' /zf.'ﬁf/}., gt el
s local Gt
Mn

e //mf v . _ L [

J,l y shld Aal [ g [fen iy Awsrshn
nersd Abwmm&/ /Wé/ /M /3. ep- 2el§
i Mo bt oWee -

/ e Hawomm Jﬁu/aé/,ui /j;mﬂ/n”/

..(‘M’ !%I'n((& /n N aé/m //a& .aw-/
7‘» e?o /- Ja,,?a

5mr0ﬂ@m1rﬁm %k#“ e

ornpledt.

W[’/' %/J/a?h/' é{?«.m.ﬂ,{;

Yoy/A

?/

s Ly A5

4.op 2006

. i
/4/( A Id 24A MIA’/&@/ /ﬂz' ,’.' [ /,W 3‘7: s’
: : / /:f Z d&;‘ﬂﬁ .fé( JW%'/L Lowels
Mu‘c L duced V-/Q Y/, L

) /0’” by Sehemt | ,MA;,». hav
‘ fa(& o&ﬂ4h W/Jmfn/ 7 v (7 /{S -,




>

(¥

(LEGIBLE COPY)

PROVINCIAL INSPECTION TEAM, K.P.K.

Biock No. 185, Attached Departments Complex,
Khyber Road, Peshawar Cantt,

Tele: 9210961

Question/Answer (Mr. Irfan Ullah Assistant Engineer LG Hangu.)

Q) Please provide the detail of the components with financial allocation of the scheme under

your supervision (Irfan Ullah Assistant Engineer).

A) Under 10% oil and gas Royality the following three schemes were executed/supervised.

S. No. Name of Scheme Estimated Cost
1. Sanitation Scheme Mishto Banda 10.00 M
2. Installation of Hand pumps at Dalllan 10.00 M
3. Installation of Hand pumps at Kasbogha 10.00 M

The scheme at S#)2 was further supervised by sub-engineer Karim Saifullah whereas the

schemes at S#01 and 03 were supervised by Sajid Ali sub-engineer.

(Mr. Irfan Ullah)

Q) Please furnish the details of physical and financial progress of the above schemes supported

by relevant documents.

S. No. Name Scheme Financial Progress | Physical Progress
1. Sanitation Scheme Mishto Banda 50% 50%
2. Installation of Hand pumps at UC Dalllan 12% 20%
3. Installation of Hand pumps at UC Kasbogha 30% 30%

Q) Please furnish detail of payment in above schemes.

A) No payments were given in scheme # 2, 3 i.e. hand pumps at UC Dallan of Karbogha in my

tenure. One bill/payment was released in Sanitation scheme bagato in my tenure.

Detail of payment in sanitation scheme at bagato should be provided on Monday. (Annexure A).

Q) Please state rezsons of delay in execution of the schemes in question.

A) Slow/No execution of physical work on site by the contractor in dallan scheme. Issues of

work done by the contractor without sub-engineer verification/identification at UC Karbogha.

Previously Advance payments were given to the contractor at UC Dallan, he wished to receive

another down payment so that he could execute the work.

Moreover at UC Karbogha of the scheme were executed without identification, the issue was

highlighted vide letter of note sheet to AD Dilawar for resolve but he took no action.

Site identification issues needed to settled.




| (LEGIBLE COPvﬂ
PROVINCIAL INSPECTION TEAM, K.P.K.

Block No. 15, Attached Departments Complex,
Khyber Road, Peshawar Cantt.
Tele: 9210961

Q) As per record an amount of Rs. 6495000/- was sanctioned in Dallan Scheme. Did you prepare

the bill or forwarded to A.D? Also state whether the Files of the scheme was with you.

A) No, T haven’t prepared the bill of Rs. 6495000/- in UC Dallan. No, I have forwarded such bill.
No, the files were not with me. '

Q) When did you come to know regarding the above payment?

A) I was informed by sub-engineer Sajid Ali, who was informed by someone from DC office in
June, 2020 then I filed a complaint to the ACE regarding involvement of AD in illegal payment
of the contractor. (Copy of which shall be provided on Monday), Annexure-C.

Q) When was the scheme approved. When A.A was issued and when was the technical sanction
issued. Please support your reply by suppbrting comments.

A) Schemes were approved in DDC on 17/10/2018 and AA was issued on 30/09/2019. The TS
was issued on 25% Feb 2020. (Copy of TS shall be provided on Monday), Annexure-D.

Q) How the work was started before TS and How was then payment processed without TS.

A) The payments were given before my tenure and work was also started before my tenure.

Q) Any other information deemed necessary may also be added.
A) In my opinion the provided information us adequate. Furthermore undersigned shall be

available for helping in the fair conduct of inqufry.

-sd-
Engr. Irfan Ullah
Associate Engineer
LG&RDD Hangu




(LEGIBLE COP

PROVINCIAL INSPECTION TEAM, K.P.K.

" Block No..15, Attached Departments Complex,
Kbyber Road, Peshawar Cantt.
_ Tele: 9210961

Question/Answer (Karim Saifullah Sub-Engineer AD LG.ofﬁc_e Hangu).
Q) Please state causes of delay in execution of the scheme in question (Dallan).
| ' - submittedf K1 o U & 1P ¥z
J(};w.f/l/fﬁﬁr(wfw
S S S r( dor i o 2 U2 n U7 deare A TOCES
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Q) Payment detail along-with physical» prcgress may be furnished.

J £ o2 e InUf Payment Ut it
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PROVINCIAL INSPECTION TEAM, K.P.K.

Block No. 15, Attached Departments Complex,
Khyber Road, Peshawar Cantt.
Tele: 9210961

Joint statement of Karim Saifullah Sub-Engineer and Irfan Ullah Assistant Engineer AD Local
Govt office Hangu. B

It is stated that I, Mr. Irfan Ullah Assistant Engineer remained posted from 13.09.2019 till

date in the above office.

I, Mr. Karim Saifullah remained posted as Sub-Engineer in the above office from
4.07.2016 t0 20.11.2020.

We have brought our detailed joint statement which is produced. The joint statement

covers he Dallan component of the scheme having allocation of Rs. 10.00 M.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
" PROVINCIAI. INSPECTION TEAM

INQUIRY REPORT

-

JQUIRY AGAINST OFFICERS/OFFICIALS OF LOCAL GOVT. OFFICE, HANGU
FOR __MISMANAGEMENT - & MALADMI\'ISTRATION IN

UTILIZATION OF 10% OIL & GAS ROYALTY FUND_FOR
DISTRICT HANGU (COMPLAINT NO. 116).

———— -

. ——




Subject:

4

IA 1'

*%

PROVINCIAL INSPECTION TEAM, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

INQUIRY REPORT

INOUIRY AGAINST OFFICERS/OFFICIALS OF LOCAL GOVT.-

OFFICE, HANGU FOR MISMANAGEMENT & MALADMINISTRATION

IN. UTILIZATION OF 10% OIL & GAS ROYALTY FUND TFOR
DISTRICT HANGU (COMPLAINT NO. 116).

ORDER OF INQUIRY.

Orders of the Competent Authority to conduct an inquiry into
the case in hand were communicated to the Provincial
Inspection Team (PIT) vide Section Officer, Chief Minister’s
Complaint and Redressal Cell, Peshawar Jetter No.
SO(C&RC)/CMS/KP/1-59/V-1/Noor Awaz Adv./App-

116/288 dated 25.03.2021, received to PIT on 01.04.2021
(Aﬁnex: A).

COMPLAINT:

a- Mr. Noor Awaz (Advocate), District President, Pakistan
Tehrik-e-Insaf submitted a written complaint to Chief
Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa on 12.11.2020 wherein

the (ollowing allegations were mentioned (Annex: B);

i That, on the request of the applicant, the Chief
Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in 2014-15 approved
development funds to tie tune of Rs. 30.00 million
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- neither did any investigation nor took any action

from the Qil & Gas Royalty Fund for district Hangu. i
But, due to negligence, inefficiency and incompetency l
of the officers/officials of the Local Govt...Office, ’
Hangu the $¢heme could not be completed till date. In ' ;
connection with the said ‘matter  the applicant !
alongwith other respectables of the area submitted
complaints to various fora. In the complaint, it was
mentioned that the Secretary, Local -Government
Election & Rural Development Department
(LG.E&RDD}conshftuted‘an Inquiry committee on his

application in July, 2020 but, no outcome of the same

had been seen. Similarly, on the d.z,"rections: of the
Secretary, LGE&RDD another inquiry 1as held in
August, 2019 but no action was taken till date. The

above situation showed that the said department

against the defaulters, thus, not only depriving the
general public from their riéhts, but, also created bad

nante for the government.

That, on repeated complaints and demands of the
general public, the Deputy Commissioner, District
Hangu constituted an inquiry’ committee which
conducted an impartial inquiry and finalized its -
inquiry report of eleven (11) pages in four (04)
months. In the said report action for Mismanagement

and Maladwministration against two (02) Assistant

Director, One Assistant Engineer and QOne Sub-
Engineer, LGE&RDD, Hangu, was

recommended(Annex: C). i

That the above LLquiry report was seunt to the higher

ups of the Local Government Department for action
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against the responsible. But, it was feaved that it

would meet the same fate.

*

" INQUIRY PROCEEDINGS: '~/ <

Consequeﬁt uéon receipt of orders of inquiry; the
Provincial Inspection Team (PIT) requested Mr. Noor
Awaz (A(;ivoca‘te), the complainalw’t'-.’fo'r attending and
recor_ding‘gtatemén't in PIT vide letter dated 02.04.2021
%ollowed by reminder dated 0‘5.04.2021(An‘nex: D). He
: :submitted his denial of complaint on affidavit to PIT

vide his letter dated 08.04.2021 (Annex: E).

L
The Secretary,.Local Government Department, Peshawar

‘was requested to provide their departmental comments

to PIT wvide Iletters® dated 02.04.2021 followed by

b
"9 ~~Teminders dated 12.0412021, 16.04.2021 and 21.04.2021
é (Annex: F). PIT did hot receive the reply of the

“Secretary, LGE&RDD, Peshawar till finalization of the

inquiry report.

c. The Assistant Director, LGE&RDD, Haﬁgu was
requested to inform all thie concerned staff to attend PIT
alongwith a detailed brief and all the relevant record on
06.04.2021 .vide PIT letter dated 02.04.2021 (Annex: G).
Mr. Abid Zaman, Assistant Director, LGE&RDD, Hangu

attended PIT on 06.04.2021 and recorded his statement

(Annex: -H). The following officers/officials of
LGE&RDD, Hangu office also attended PIT on

07.04.2021 and recorded their statements;
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S.No. |-Name Designation Annex
o . . The then Assistant Director, ‘
1. | Mr. Dilawar Khan LGE&RDD, Hangu 1
- 5 | Mr. Shahzad Husain The. then Junior Clerk, LGE&RDD R
. Office, Hangu
5 | Mr. Karim Saifullah The then Sub-Engineer, LGE&RDD, K
Hangu o
In the above statements, the officers/officials promised
“to provide the requisite record and attend PIT again for
.. “recording their statements. Therefore, on 09.04.2021 the
- following officers/ officials of LGE&RDD, Hangu office
attended PIT and secorded their statements;
S.No. | Name Designation | Annex:
. The then Assistant Director,
1. | Mr. Dilawar Khan . LGE&RDD, Hangu L
5 | Mr. Irfan Ullah Assistant Engineer, LGE&RDD, M
: Hangu
3 | Mr. Karim Saifullah. The then Sub-Engineer, LGE&RDD, N
B Hangu
4 | Mr Sajjad Al .. | The then Sub-Engineer, LGE&RDD, o
Hangu

d. The Secretary, Finance Department, Peshawar was

requested vide letter dated 12.04.2021 to provide details

of allocation, releases and expenditure of the schemes

uiry to PIT on 13.04.2021 (Annex: P), which
T on 15.04.2021 (Annex: Q). The
s also requested for
dated 12.04.2021

under ing
was received by PI
District Account Officer, Hangu wa
the said information vide letter
R). The District Account Officer, Hangu

(Annex:
13.04.2021 (Annex: S).

submitted their reply to PIT on

e. The Director General, LGE&RDD, Peshawar was also

d 12.04.2021 to provide the job
GE&RD Department

requested vide letter date
responsibility of various officer of L
to PIT on 13.04.2021 (Annex: T). In response, the

LGE&RDD, Peshawar submitted

Director (Technical),
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only the Job Responsibility of Assistant Director,
LGE&RD Department vide their letter dated 13.04.2021
~ (Annex: U). '

. The Assistant Director, - LGE&RDD, Hangu swas
' requested to attend office of the PIT alongwith a
detailed brief and record mentioned in the letter oﬁ
13.04.2021 vide PIT letter dated 12.04.2021 (Annex: V).

He attended PIT on 14.04.2021 and submitted his brief

!f A-(A;nnex: W), as well as recorded his statement{Annex:
f “X).

. .
The Deputy Commissioner, Tribal District Khyber was
requested to furnish a detailed reply stating the actual

position of the file, the sanctioning of amount of Rs. '

6,495,000/~ of the said scheme supported by };11- the
relevant documents to PIT within two days vide PIT
letter dated 12.04.2021 (An‘ne;c; Y). The Deputy
Commissioner, Tribal District Hangu submitted his

reply on 15.04.2021 (Annex: Z).

OBSERVATIONS.

After Scrutiny of the available record, detailed discussions
and written statement/reply of the concerned staff of

LGE&RD Department, observations of the PIT are as undeN

a. Perusal of the available record shows that the District
Development Committee (DDC) has accorded its
approval to the following schemes in its meeting held
on 17.10.2014 (Annex: AA). Accordingly, the Deputy

Commissioner, Hangu had issued Administrative

Approval of the above schemes on 30.10.2014 (Annex:
BB).
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| Name of the scheme with amount

Water Supply Scheme (Installation’ of Pressure Pumps/Hand Pumps.
at Gandari Dallan, District Hangu, Costing Rs. 10.00 million. .

Water Supply Scheme (Installation of Pressure Pumps/Hand Pumps
at Gandari Dallan,iDistrict Hangu, Costing Rs. 10.00 million. .

‘Construction of Sanitation Scheme at Mashti Banda Bagatu Costing

»l

Rs. 10.00 milliont - '

According :Eo “the brief of the Assistant Director,
LGE&RDD, Hangu files/records of the scheme "WSS at
Kérbogha Sharif” and “WSS at Gundari Dallan” was
missing befg.oErAe‘hé assumed the charge on 06.04.2021.
The fiie/recgjrd ‘of “Sanitation scheme at Banda Bagatu”
was provided only to I::IT. As per work order dated
31.12.2015 the said scheme was awarded to M/S Malik
Feroz Khan,‘:;Govt. Contractor at a bid cost of Rs. 9.999
million (Annex: CC). As per statement of Mr. Sajjad Ali,
the then Sulg" Engineer, LGE&RDD, Hangu the other two
schemes w%ére: -awarded to M/S Asmatullah Govt.

Contractor.

I. Delay in Progress/Mismanagement & Maladministration in

Execution of the Schemes.

According to the inquiry report of the committee
constituted by Deputy Commissioner, Hangu that after
completion of the tender process by the executing
agency (LG Hangu), Mr. Akbar Gul and others (Govt.
Contractors) filed a civil suit No. 3-1 of 2015 in the
District Court Hangu on 17.02.2015 against the
disqualificati;on process of the contract, which was
decided by the District Court on 29.01.2016 in favour of
the executing agency(Local Govt. office Hangu) and
thus the scheme remained suspended during the above

period(Annex: DD).

Page 6 0123




It was further mentioned in the report that in financial
year 2015-16; Ex-MPA PK-84 Thall (Mufti. Syed Janan)
filed writ petition No 4264-p/2015 against t];e .allo_cation
funds under 10% Oil and Gas Royalty to MNA. NA-33
Hangu and District President, PTI Hangu and 'i)eing
elected representative of PK-84 Thall.. Thérefore, the
work was again stopped due to litigation and on
11.05.2016 the - Honourable . Peshawar High Court
Peshawar decided the ca;e in favour of the petitior{er
i.e. Mufti. Syed Janan. Again the petitioner approached
the August Court for filing contempt of court (CoC)
vide No. 448-p7/2016 'in WP No. 4264-p/2015 and on
13.04.2017, the Finance Department Peshawar intimated
the court that judgment/order of the court has been
fully implemented and Rs. 140.730 millioh had been
released on 05.04.2017 (Annex: EE). Hence, physical
work on the schemes remained suspended on account of
the aforementioned court cases from 17.02.20115 till

05.04.2017.

Perusal of the record shows that Finance Departmen
vide its letter No. SO(Dev-IV)FD/8-20/2018-19 dated
01.01.2019 has released an amount of Rs. 140.73 million
for District Hangu out of the 10% Gas Royalty fund
(Annex: FF). Further, Perusal of the record shows that
the Deputy Commissioner, Hangu had sanctioned
payments of Rs. 1.95 million for the scheme “"WSS at
Village Karbogha Sharif” on 27.02.2019 and Rs. 0.95
million for the scheme “Sanitation Scheme at Banda
Bagatu” on 01.03.2019 (Annex: GG & HH). No payment
was made in “WSS at Gandari Dallan” in financial year

2018-19. The physical progress and utilization of funds
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‘was.very low and funds to the tune of Rs. 25.839 million

" had been lapsed in the financial year 2018-19.

-.Aé.cording.to the written statement of. Mr. Abid Zaman,
i ssistarit Director, LGE&RDD, Hangu, he had remained
the AD, LGE&RDD, Hangu for the perxod from
61.03.2016 to.12.12.2019 and again from 05.08.2020 till
“date (Annexed -X). He was asked to state the reasons for
such low progress in his tenure. In his written response,
he stated that the main reasons of siow implementation
were court cases, one case was filed by contractors and
one by Mufti’ Syed ]anan in Peshawar High Court
Peshawar. Moreover, proper site identification was not

received on time. A revised site identification list for

the scheme “WSS at Karbogha Sharif” was provided in

‘financial yeat 2018-19. Further, on ground of court

cases, the DDC extended the completion period of the
scheme from May, 2017 by four months till August,
'2017.' However, it was observed that the said Assistant
Director, LGE&RDD, Hangu failed to complete the
schemes after disposal of court cases during financial

year 2018-19 despite the release of fund.

In response to the said question Mr. Sajjad Ali, the
L Assistant Engineer, LGE&RDD, Hangu for the period
P from 20.11.2018 to 1309.2019 stated in his written

statement that he performed duty as Sub-Engineer as

well as the Assistant Engineer for financial year 2018-

19. After the funds wzre released, he prepared a bill

amounting to Rs. 2.00 million (Approximately) for the

scheme “Ganitation Scheme at Mishto Banda Bagatu"
which was duly processed and paid to the contractor.

For the scheme “WSS at Karbogha Sharif” he alongwith
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Mr. Karim Saifullah, the then Sut-Engineer,, LGE&RDD,

"Hangu prepared and recommended a billramounting to
Rs. 3.712 million. But, the said bill was regretted by the
Deputy Commissioner, Hangu due to non-availability of
Technical Sanction for the scheme. A bill of Rs.
400,000/ - (Approximately) for the scheme “WSS at

. Gandari Dallan” was alsc regretted by the Deputy

Commissioner, Hangu for the reason mentioned above.
He added that payments were to be made to the
contractors on actual work done basis and the same had
been recommended to the Assistant Director, LGE&RDD

timely.

Mr. Karim Saifullah, the then Sub-Engineer, LGE&RDD,
Hangu was also asked to state the reasons for non
utilization of funds and delay in completion of the
scheme. [n response, he stated in his written statement
that he had submitted bills of the work carried out by

the contractor. He further mentioned that one reason for

delay in work was that one previous bill of the
contractor was not cleared from the DC, Hangu office
due to which he was not willing to do further work. He
also mentioned that financially th2 contractor was weak
and wished to work on advance payment which could

not be allowed.

the also showed that Finance

Department vide letter No.SO(Dev-IV)FD/7-30/2018-19

Perusal of record

dated 22.10.2019 had revived and released an amount of

Rs. 28.420 million from 10% Oil & Gas Royalty for

District Hangu (Annex: 11). In the said financial year of
2019-20 funds to the follow:ng tune had been utilized by
the LGE&RDD, Hangu.
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Amount

.. Name of the Scheme Bill No (Rs. M)

" | Sanitation Scheme. at Banda |

“ond © 1 17.12.2019 2.187
Bagatu

3rd | 27.02.2020 2.41

“Fund Utilized in FY 2019-
i 20 in “WSS at Karbogha”

Fund Utilized in FY '2019-
20 in.” WSS at
GandariDallan”

f T 4.597

-

Thus,. out of 28.732 million, the AD, LGE&RDD, Hangu
had utilized only 4.597 million in financial year 2019-20.

- Mr. Dilawar Khan, the then concerned Assistant
Director, LGE&RDD, Hangu stated in his written
" statement that he had neither processed nor sighed any
bill in his tenure and that no progress was made in his
_tenure. No satisfactory answer and cogent reasons were
given when asked about no progress of schemes In

question.
]

Mr. IrfanUllah the c_oncerned Assistant Engineer,
LGE&RDD, Hangu stated in his written statement that
the fund could not be utilized timely because of
slow/no physical execution of work on site by the
contractor in the scheme “WSS at GandariDallan”. He
further stated that there were issues in the scheme “WSS
at Karbogha Sharif” as the work done by the contractor
was carried out without verification/identification of
the Sub-Engineer concerned. 'As a proof he provided
letters dated 11.03.2020 and 12.05.2020 wherein he

raised the issues regarding the site - identification

(Annex: LL&MM).
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disposal of court cases on

It was observed that after
Khyber

Finance Department,

} 05.04.2017, the
the .funds for

had rteleased | twice
(office" for the schemes under

e of fund had been lapsed.

A Pakhtunkhwa
" LGE&RDD, Hangu
oth times huge shar

inquiry.B
years they had

In more than four (4) achieved the

following financial progress:

 Name of the Scheme Released Expenditure
(Rs. M) (Rs. M)

“WW (installation of Hand/Pressure - 0.00
Pump) at Gandari Dallan. DR
TWW (installation of Hand/Pressure T A mm

Karbogha Sharif.

Pump) at

Total
) t

&RDD it was the
&RDD to have

.In' almost ¢

notification of. LGE job

As per
sistant Cirector, LGE

description of the As

ated the schemes (Annexed~U).

timely exec
espyeafs they hadte
oncerneéd Assistant
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n this regard to

ken g notice of the contractor

Directors, LGE&RDD
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K present

LU

dd'the excuse that the
ave taken no step i
t cases were decided in

ed for the

, cheme, but h
B B "}gg“_\* .

resolve the s
Fingpci al,year 2016 Z17- 4
schemégmiﬂf.iiia‘nciél"-year. 2018-19. 1

aid issue. The cour
nd finds were releas
£ they wanted, they

identification of
of 2016-17 to 2018-
y and till

3 could have . f,e'sb"l\v"éd the issues -of
n that-dormant period

19. But‘,':":tl\é)‘_rv d1d ;{;);g.'favéil the said (')pportu_nit

. gﬁ'in'g the issue of identification of site
umps/pressure pumps,
ciency but also a

date they are ar

r\staliation‘,of h-a-nd.'p which.

for i
- .
is not only me

‘"m,iséond’ixct" g'n‘their

'gli‘g‘e‘nce and ineffi

part for which they must be

{rens ity -
ATV AT

grave

held responsible.
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re-su,;‘t,i,n_g into regretting of bills from the office of
- DC, .Hangu in financial year 2018-19. It also shows
slackness on part of the LGE&RDD, Hangu office
béing the executing agency. In addition, as per.
.p;ocedure, District P&D office was required to conduct
survey and identify schemes Ias per the needs of the
general public. However, no such record was presented
regarding survey or feasibility of the schemes resulted

into delay in utilization of funds.

:.Mi‘spié‘c‘ement of Record/Files of the Schemes "WSS at
“Gandari Dallan” afid “WSS at Karbogha Sharif”.

During the course of inquiry, the Assistant Director,
LGE&RDD, Hangu in his brief dated 13.04.2021
informed PIT that files/record of two schemes "WSS at
Gandari Dallan” and “WSS at Karbogha Sharif” were

misplaced /missing. Therefore, the concerned
officers/_officials were asked as to how, when and where

the record was misplaced?

In this connection Mr. Sajjad Ali, the then Sub-Engineer,
LGE&RDD, Hangu stated in his written statement that
files in questions were reportedly missing during the
year 2020 and he relinquished the charge of Assistant
Eng_i"neer, LGE&RDD, Hangu on 13.09.2019. He was the
custodian of the “Sanitation Scheme at Mishtu Banda

. Ba'ggtu" while the other two sites were looked after by
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Mr. Karim Saifullah, the then Sub- Engineer and Mr.
Irfan Ullah, Assistant Engineer, LGE&RDD, Hangu.
_ Since, the schemes were not related to him therefore,

neither he had seen thcse files nor touched them at the

time of misplacement of the files.

Mr. Shahzad Hussain, jurior Clerk, LGE&RDD, Hangu

stated in his written statement that he was posted as

Clerk in the LGE&RDD, Hangu office since
duty of Diary

Junior |
September, 2015 and was performing the
and Dispatch till March, 2020. On 03.03.2020, he was
posted as A531stant, LGE&RDD, Hangu in his Own Pay
Scale (OPS). He also mentioned that as far as the
files/record of the scheme under inquiry is concerned,
‘the same had never been handed over to him till
18.06.2020. He was hznded over only the file/rgcord of
“Ganitation Scheme at 'Mishtu Banda Bagatu” omn

18.06.2021 through prop&er handing taking which was

still in his custody.

In this regard, Mr. Abid Zaman, AD, LGE&RDD, Hangu
sated in his brief that those files were missing before his

posting as AD, LGE&RDD, Hangu on 06.04. 2021.

No such record was presented to reflect that an/ legal
action i.e., FIR or Inquiry was

ascertaining the responsible staff for mj

This reason leads taat th\e files were iost;willfully by

all the staff, particularly by the AD Local Govt office

Hangu.
gu. As a matter of fact, protecting the official

record/fi i
/file is the responsibility of every

fficer ..
officer/official to whom the file is related. I h
. In the

instant ¢ i
ase, files/record of two schemes
mentioned

Page 13 of 23




-

m the LGE&RDD, Hangu office

aff of LGE&RDD, Hangu as
equally

above ‘had been lost fro

for which the technical st

Assistant Director were

well _as jthe
ponszble and it also sho
t

ws negligence on their part. ‘

R
)

res

“WSS_at

D btful[Fake Payment of Rs. 6.495 million in

Gant_ian Dallan .

er, and Mr. Karim

i T AT .-'
s ”v«

Mr. IrfanUllah Assxstant Engine

g,
*Saifullah, Sub Engineer, LGE&RDD, Hangu 'stated
Arshad Mansoor,

itten statement that Mr.

the then Deputy Commissioner, Hangu and Mr. Dilawar
nt Director, LGE&RDD, Hangu in

had sanctioned 2nd /final bill .

million for the contractor of

in

their joint wT

Khan, the then Assista

connivance of each other
6.495

amounting to Rs.

" in illegal manner in june, 2020 !
|

“ WSS at Gandari Dallan
by bypassing the technical staff of LGE&RDD, Hangu
uted 24 - !

(Annex: NN). The contractor had actually exec

hand/pressure pumps at site. Out of which 5 - t,

hand/pressure pumps Were non-functional. The net

payable amount of the contract

or as per actual work

done(after deduction of prevxous bill amount of Rs. ..

1.250 million and non-functional hand/pressureu

pumps,)was Rs. 55,507/. They mentioned that actual

"

“situation of the scheme “WSS at Gandari Dallan™ as per

report of technical staff was as under;

~

Desc'lptloil ~ COSt (I{S. M) [{eniatks
\

The Scheme was a i
pproved in 2014-15
for total 100 No. of pressure pumps.

10.00
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it
proved by the competent authority ‘
ply of the

Ap

Technical o
Sanction Cost : ~ | Payment was made on sup
1t R/ Bill . |items : 23.05.2021
Joint committee report dated

Actuall " . } Annexi_n-.

ex'ecute)c; Wor}fv = (-]x

S site afters

on . )
verification v After deduction of 15t R/Bill
Net cost of the 0.629
work. - - After deduction of
Net payment of . 0.0557 bumps

the contractor.

non-functional

i .

They further.stated that on site . -
d while the sanctioned fa

The then Deputy

e and then

only 19 hand/pressure

e bill
pumps had been installe

was for 81° hand/pressure:pumps.
Cognmissiionel;, Hangu first misplaced the f1;1
to hide his fault he levelled baseless all_egahons
the technical staff of LGE&RDD, Hangu. On 19th June,

2020 he transacted Rs. 6.495 million from the public

against

exchequer and instead of transferring’ the said __gmount
/

into the account of real contractor M/S Asmatullah

Khattak,it was transferred to a fake account made on the

name of M/S Asmatullah Khattak. The fake bill was

signed by Retired Engr. Javid Iqbal which was
.completely unjustified. To hide his fault the Deputy
Commissioner, Hangu conducted an inquiry. The
technical staff submitted an application regarding the
illegal transaction to the Director, Anti-éormption
Establishment, Khyber Pakthunkwa (Anenx: 00). After
hearing about the Anti-Corruption Establishment, the

,'_DC, Hangu and Ab, LGE&RDD, Hangu recovered the

amount and-deposited it in the government exchequer.

They further stated that due to

non-payment to the

contractor, the contractor was levelling baseless

also*- lodging different
}Fhro.ugh various fora against them just to tea

allegations and complaint
plaints

se them. In
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the end, they raised the question that if files/record

was mentioned in Assistant Director,

LGE&RDD,” Hangu dated17.06.2017
on of'Rs. 6.495 million for the abovementioned

missing as

letter then how

sancti
scheme was granted? They further stated that it implies
that the record/files was not missing but was lying in

the office of Assistant Director, LGE&RDD, Hangu.

Mr. Khan, Assistant Director, LGE&RDD,

Flangu stated that he came to know about the cheque

Dilawar

and file after about 10 to 15 days after the issuance of
the cheque. Before, that he was unaware that such
malafide act had been done. The cheque was issued by
the District Account Office, Hangu and they came to
know about it after 10 to 15 days. When he was asked
that whether payment of Rs. 6.495 million was made to
the contractor? In response, he stated that cheque was
submitted by the contractor in MCB, Hangu from where
it was forwarded to MCB, Kohat. Mr. IThsanullah, a petty
contractor presented the said checque to a female Bank |
Manager where he was told by her that his account was " b
a business account, while the cvheque had been issued ;i
for account in the name of a contractor. Further, the |
cheque amount was Rs. 6.495 million while

account there were only Rs. 2000/- and so she asked the

in his

contractor that his cheque was doubtful. Mr. Thsanullah
then started threatening her. However, the cheque was
sent back to MCB, Hangu. Meanwhile, he came to know
about the cheque then he wrote a letter to MCB, Hangu
with a copy to Deputy Commissioner, Hangu and thus,

the cheque could not be drawn and the amount was

recovered.
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' t
The Deputy Commissioner, Hangu (Now Deputy

| in hi No.
Commissioner, Tribal District Khyber) in his letter

1462/ DC(Khyber) dated 15.04.2021 stated that the file in

i irector,
question was processed by Assistant Di

LGE&RDD, Haggu recommending the bill of scheme
amounting to Rs. 7.750 million on proper note-shec?t
(Annex: PP). Although AD, LGE&RDD, Hangu vide his
letter No 285 dated 10.06.2020 had intimated -that the
said file had been missing, however, recommendation of
the AD, LGE&RDD, Hangu and statement of the
contractor duly,k undertaken on affidavit substantiate
that the file was in the office custody of. LGE&RDD,
Hangu, which was processed for payment (Annex: QQ).
It was astonishing that if the file was missing then how
Assistant Engineer, LGE&RDD Hangu in his application
dated 23.06.2026 write to Director Anti-Corruption,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa against Assistant Director
LGE&RDD for alleged fraudulent payment. Content of
the note sheet, affidavit and letter of Assistant Engineer
of LGE&RDD Hangu of above reference indicate that the
file was not missing rather it were maneuvering of
office cf LGE&RDD, Hangu (A_nnex:RR). He also
mentioned that the file/record of the scheme “WSS at
Dallan” was not missing but, the file/record of “WSS at

Karbogha Sharif” was missing for recovery of which

PToper inquiry was conducted and veportedly the said
file is still missing.
Regarding the

sanctioning the bijll amounting to Rs.

6.495 million the then concerned Dep

uty Commissioner,
¥y AD, LGE&RDD

all the formali‘ties

]
‘

Hangu stated that file processed b

Hangu was thoroughly checked and
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« Arshad Mansoor,

Without

work done

‘ment of Rg. 6.495 millio

the

N in the Name of fake

that the .biII was not

COncerned Technical

involyey:

reasgon
staff,

“in thig fraudulent
hich they need' to be helq
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intentions by the then Assistant Director,

and the then Deputy Commissioner, Hangu
Jor

der to avoid responsibility of the fraudulent
,j}mént, S ) '

l‘ » 4

1

GS.

' the observ

ations at Para-4 (a to g) of this report, findings

complaint

® complainant, Mr. Noor Awaz (Advocate), District
"sj_de,tlt, Tehrik-e-Insaf,
plaint, Hence,

ever,

Hangu did "not own the

the complaint ig pseudonymous.
the contents were proven as true.

_!'mple_'me.ntation of the Schemes, Misplacement of
rds and_ |

Attempt of Fraudulent Payment.

as f_ou,_nd that.the execution of the schemes remained

nded due to a civil suit filed by Mr. Akbar Gul

ther in District Couyrt Hangu on 17.02.2015 against
disqualification,

which was decided by the District

on 29.01.2016 in favour of the exeguting agency,

_‘rl)"/,,ano"ther writ petition filed by the Ex-MPA PK-

all (Mufti_. Syed Janan) against the allocation of the-

s during the year 2015.1¢6 whicl

1 was decided in
Jiﬁg our on 11.05.2016

also caused delay in the

eSS of execution. Hence, delay in execution for the

mentioned period being beyond control of the
peuting agency is justified.
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After the disposal of the afo{'ementloned court cases the

being

foIIowmg A531stant Directors Local Government Office
'Hangu respon51ble

for - the execution and
admlnlstratlon of the schemes failed to complete the

schemes during their tenure despite release of Funds,

b

o
4
(=

$

Name

Designation

Wans v

Tenure
Mr. Abid Zaman

Assistant Director, 01.03.2016 to
LGE&RDD, Hangu

12.12.2019
Mr. Dilawar Khan

Assistant Director, 01.01.2020 to
LGE&RDD, 05.08.2020
D.1.Khan e

was further transpired that the execution of schemes
.

e sazd schemes after

eruption

of the
ulent payment attempt of Rs

issue of

6.495 million

in
Sanitation Scheme at Gandari Dallan”

durmg

the amount was not pald due to interception of

heque by the concerned Bank Manager and the
uer sustained no loss,

yet it confirmed the
e and negligence on the part of those who were

-

- —

Yed in payment process. The A351stant Dlrector

H
&

commended the above paymcnt and the Deputy
_ sioner . who gave sanction as

Principal
tmg Officer without confirmation of physical

s and without checkmg the remarks/signatures

oncerned technical staff (Assistant Engineer and
gineer) on the bill, are direct!y

responsible for
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K

the above fraudulent payment attempt and the resultant

delay in execution of the schemes in question since june

2020.

; ‘._“».f/ The circumstances and emergmg facts reveal that the
Files of the two schemes i.e., “WSS at Gandari Dallan
and “WSS at Karbogha Sharif were deliberately
misplaced in order to avoid the responsibility of

processing the aforementioned”  fake/fraudulent

payment.

) f. The subordinate staff of the AD Local Govt. office i.e.,
_ / the Assistant Engineer and the Sub-Engineer also failed

by

;\‘ to properly handle and protect the Files of their
:]' N g

Schemes.

The PIT found that due to negligence and inefficiency,
the technical sanction for the scheme “WSS at G‘anderi
Dallan” and “WSS at Karbogha Sharif” could not be
issued till February, 2020, for which the Assistant

Director, LGE&RDD (Mr. Abid Zaman) was responsible.

The Administrative Department (LGE&RDD) did not
furnish its comments in the matter despite repeated

requests, which is beyond comprehension.

No legal action regarding missing of record which
manifests ~willful and malafide intentions of the

concerned AD Local Govt. office Hangu.

The Public amount was not utilized due to inefficiency
and ulterior motives. This delay may have escalated the

cost of the schemes as result of their individual

inefficiency.
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'R"E_CQMMENDATIONS

= /
'.---:t;h_e-_ basis of observat1ons and findings of this report

mendanons of Provxnc1a1 Inspection Team are as_under;

%

Strlct Dlsmplmaxy action as per law may be taken against the

g;»for their-omissions/commissions referred to against

Y 4
A

"|-Designation Omissions/commissions

. ;
Zaman The then AD | As mentioned in para-

LGE&RDD, Hangu  |5(0)& 5(g)

- "

The;' then AD | As mentioned in para-

LGE&RDD, Hangu 5(c), 5(d) 5(e)& 5(1)
—_— .

p—

The -~ then Deputy |AS mentioned in para-

Commissioner, 5(d) & 5(e)

Hangu

Assistant Engineer, | AS mentioned in para-5(f)

LGE&RDD Hangu

i

Sub-Engineer As mentioned in para-5(f)
LGE&RDD Hangu

NN

1

Ministrative Department (LGE&RDD) may be directed

its silence during the instant inquiry proceedings

e further directed to complete the schemes in

, per law without further delay and the resultant
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A]EE ULLAH
sistant Engineer

ber Pakhtunlghwa

mbér (Inquxmes)
ial Inspection Team
ber Pakhtunkhwa

[

FARRA

ial Inspection Team

M)

SALAHUDDIN 2
Member (General)
Provincial Inspection Team
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

AIR

Chairman
. Provincial Inspection Team

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
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DIRECTORATE GENERAL ™~
LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. - Azaz-Ul-Hassan, Assistant Director Litigation (BPS-17) in Directorate General Local
Government & Rural Development Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, is hereby authorized to
submit the Joint Parawise Comments/Reply in Appeal No. 1645/2022 Irfan Ullah VS Government
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others on behalf of Respondent No. 1,2 & 3.

i itigation)
Deputy Director (Litiga
Diregotate General Local Govi: &R00
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa




