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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL.PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 976/2015

Date of Institution ... 01.09.2015 '

Date of Decision 31.08.2018

Dr. Lai Zari, Ex: Deputy Director (BPS-18), Population Welfare Department 
FATA, FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Additional Chief Secretary FATA, FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 4 others. (Respondents)

Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak, 
Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Ziaullah,
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

MR. AHMAD HASSAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI

MEMBER(Executive)
MEMBER(Judicial)

JUDGMENT

AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER.- Arguments of the learned counsel for the

parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. Brief facts of the case are that the appellant was appointed as Women 

Medical Officer in Population Welfare Department vide notification dated 

27.07.2006. That she was promoted as Deputy Director Population Welfare FATA

vide notification dated 01.12.2012. That on the basis of an

anonymous/pseudonymous complaint/letter, disciplinary proceedings were initiated 

against her and winding up major penalty of dismissal from service was imposed 

vide impugned notification dated 2L05.20i5. The appellant preferred departmental
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appeal on 25.05.2015, which was rejected on 10.08.2015, hence, the instant service

appeal.

ARGUMENTS

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued allegations leveled against her were

unfounded/baseless, hence, denied in her reply to charge sheet/statement of

allegations. Proper inquiry in accordance with the procedure laid down in E&D

Rules 2011 was not conducted. Show cause alongwith copy of inquiry report was

not served on the appellant. It is not clear whether statements of witnesses were

recorded by the inquiry committee, as the record is silent. Proper opportunity of

cross examination was also denied to the appellant. Purchase committee notified by

the respondents was headed by Secretary Social Sector, FATA, alongwith seven

other members. However, they were not touched by the inquiry committee, which

lend credence to the fact that the appellant was made escapegoat to save the skin of

others. Similarly the report is also silent on the role of technical committee. The

inquiry committee also recommended disciplinary action against Mr. Fakhar Alam,

Store Keeper and Mr. Rashid Ahmad under E&D Rules, 2011, but to no avail. It

appears that only the appellant was victimized, which amounts discrimination under

Article-25 of the Constitution. Respondents also failed to produce record to

substantiate whether Accountant General PR was approached to take action against

its officials. Reliance was placed on case reported as 2011 PLC(CS) 1111, 2005

PLC (CS) 311, 2012 TD Tr.(Services) 12, PLJ 2011 Tr.C(Services) 1,PLJ2008 SC

65 and 2007 SCMR 1860.

4. On the other hand, learned Deputy District Attorney argued that impugned

notification was issued in accordance with law and rules. All codal formalities were

observed during the inquiry proceedings and the appellant was found guilty. Article

4 and 25 of the Constitution were not violated.
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CONCLUSION

5. Upon minute examination of the inquiry report some glaring discrepancies 

were noticed which led us to conclude that it was not conducted in just, fair and

transparent manner. Perusal of reply of the appellant to the charge sheet and

statements of allegations revealed that purchase committee headed by the Secretary

Social Sector (FATA) alongwith seven others members was constituted to oversee

the process of procurement. Similarly the technical committee was constituted after

obtaining approval from the Secretary Social Sector (FATA). Bids invited were

opened on the directions of the Secretary SS by a broad based committee having 

representation of relevant stakeholders. Comparative statement was signed by the

concerned and finally by the Secretary Social Sector (FATA). In case there were

deficiencies in the comparative statement was it not the responsibility of Secretary 

concerned as Head of the department to take corrective measures/stop the process? 

He can’t absolved of his responsibility. The inquiry committee should have recorded

statements of members of purchase committee/technical committee and thereafter

should have analyzed their role in their findings. While responding to the charge at 

Sr. No. b of the charge sheet the appellant in her reply stated that representative of 

A&C Department was included to participate in the proceedings of the procurement 

committee on the verbal advice of SSS (F). Why this fact was not got verified from 

the Secretary SS to meet the ends of justice? While in reply to charge at Sr. no. d 

she leveled certain accusations against Mr. Fakhar Alam, Store Keeper and Mr.

Muhammad Kamran. It was the duty of the inquiry committee to have recorded their

statements, but the r-et-pei^^r was silent on this issue.

6. In addition to this reply furnished to the enquiry committee by the official 

respondents was also worth perusal. In this reply fingers were pointed out towards 

Secretary Social Sector (FATA^ being responsible for certain lapses. It was quite 

strange why the Secretary Social Sector not associated with inquiry proceedings?
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Was it intentional or otherwise? Fairness demanded that his statement should have

been recorded to counter the allegations leveled by the appellant and those

contained in the official reply. We apprehend that the appellant was made

escapegoat to save the skin of others. Action of the enquiry committee also goes 

against the spirit of E&D Rules 2011. Firstly statements of all concerned, including 

Secretary should have been recorded in the presence of the appellant and thereafter

opportunity of cross examination should have been given to her. It is a serious 

departure from the laid down procedure and is sufficient for making the proceedings 

illegai/unlawful. The inquiry committee also proposed disciplinary action against 

Mr. Fakhar Alain, Store Keeper and Mr. Rashid Ahmad but during the course of 

hearing official respondents when confronted on this point were clueless. Similarly, 

no documentary evidence was produced to substantiate that action against the 

officials of AGPRs as proposed by the enquiry committee was taken.

Another glaring illegality noticed in the impugned order was that no show 

cause notice was served on the appellant and as such Sub-Rule (1) (4) (c) of Rule-14 

of E&D Rules 2011 was violated. Reliance is placed on case law reported as 2005 

SCMR 678, the Supreme Court of Pakistan held that “according to the principle of 

natural justice enshrined in “Audi Alteram Pertem” is one of the most important 

principles and its violation is always considered enough to vitiate even most solemn 

proceedings. Where adverse actionj^conteinplated to be taken against person/persons, 

he/they would have a right to defend such action, not^with<fr!C.:;:iv- the fact that the 

statute governing their rights does not contain provision of the principles of natural 

justice and even in the absence thereof, it is to be considered as a part of such statute 

in the interest of justice”. In these circumstances, the opportunity of fair trial 

not afforded to the appellant and condemned unheard. Similarly no speaking order 

was passed on the departmental appeal of the appellant. The competent authority

7.

was

•!
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was required under the law/rules to give reasons for rejection of appeal. As such.'I

Section-24-A of General Clauses Act was violated.

8. As a sequel to the above, the appeal in hand is accepted and impugned order

is set aside. The respondents are directed to conduct de-novo enquiry against the 

appellant strictly in accordance with the law and conclude the same within a period

of ninety days from the date of receipt of this judgment. The issue of back benefits

shall be subject to the final outcome of the de-novo inquiry. Parties are^left to bear

their own costs. File be consigned to the record^om.

(AHMAD HAS SAN) 
MEMBER

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
31.08.2018



Service Appeal No. 976/2015 ‘

29.08.2018 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ziaullah., Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents present. Arguments 

heard. To come up for order on 31.08.2018 before D.B.

‘tr'
(Ahmad Hassan) 

"Member
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

. Member

31.08.2018 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District

Attorney for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record

perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today placed on file, the appeal

in hand is accepted and impugned order is set aside. The respondents

are directed to conduct de-novo enquiry against the appellant strictly in

accordance with the law and conclude the same within a period of

ninety days from the date of receipt of this judgment. The issue of

back benefits shall be subject to the final outcome of the de-novo

inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED
31.08.2018

(AtPIMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

(MUHAMMAD AMIN &IAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER



i

J4-

i

11.06.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 
learned Deputy. District Attorney present. Learned counsel for the 
appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 
on Oj.08.2018 before D.B

(Ahmad/Hassan) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Appellant with counsel ^nd Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents present. Adjournment 

requested.. Respondents are directed to produce complete 

inquiry record including the statement of witness recorded 

during the inquiry process. Adjourned. To come up for record 

and arguments on 27.08.2018 before D.B.

01.08.2018

A"(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member (E)

\.x

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member (J)

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG for the respondents present. Record mentioned in 

previous order sheet dated 01.08.2018 not produced by the 

respondents. Last opportunity is granted to the respondents for 

production of record. Adjourned. .To come up for record and 

arguments on 29.08.2018 before D.B.

27.08.2018

1

I-

1
?
(

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

',1
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Counsel for the appellant present and Mr. Zia 

Ullah, DDA for the respondents present. Due to rush of work 

arp'unents could not be heard. To come up for arguments on 

14.02.2018 before D.B. .

12.01.2018

"•t

>;’4

.O.OIP , ' Clerk of the counsel for appellant present. Mr. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present.
lC/.%

Counsel for the appellant is not in attendance due to general 

strike of the, To come up for arguments on 19.03.2018 before

D.B.

Chairman

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant Is 

also absent. However, junior to; learned senior counsel for

19.03.2018

'-IS

^ the appellant present and seeks adjournment. Mr. 

Muhammad. Jan, Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Adjourned. To come up for arguments

on 04.05.2018 before D.B.

y

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

(Muhammad^Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

v.-i
iV;'.'.

The Tribunal is defunct due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman. 
Therefore, the case is adjourned. To corhe on 11.06.2018

04.05.2018

■y



14.06.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for farguments 

on 04.09.2017 before D.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member i; ■

Since 4^’’ September, 2017 has been declared as Public 

Holiday on account of Eid-Ul-Azha. Therefore the case is

before D.B. Parties be

04.09.2017

adjourned for the same on /Z ^ /g '/y 

informed accordingly.

I

r
I I
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12.10.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

respondents present. The learned counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Granted. To come up for arguments 

before the D.B on 12.1.2018.

for the

Mernber

■£n'"
■
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Maaz Madni, Assistant for respondents No. 1, 3, 4 and 5 

alongwith Add!., AG for the respondents present. Written 

reply by respondents No. 1, 3 to 5 submitted. Learned Addl. 

AG relies on the same on behalf of respondent No. 2. The 

appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 

18.10.2016.

.. 31.05.2016

*

Chairman

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for 

respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. To come up for 

arguments on 15.02.2017.

18.10.2016

V (PiR ba: SH SHAH)
MEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

15.02.2017 Agent to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents present. Agent to 

counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment as 

counsel for the appellant was busy before the Peshawar 

High Court, Peshawar. Request accepted. To come up for 

arguments on 14.06.2017 before D.B.

A
(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 

MEMBER
(AHMAD HASSAN) 

MEMBER

. • UV.
.w.
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■ Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Deputy Director In 

Population Welfare Directorate FATA when subjected to inquiry 

various charges including embezzlement of public money and dismissed 

from service vide impughed.order dated 21.5.2015 regarding which she 

preferred departmental appeal on 25.5.2015 which was rejected 

10.8.2015 and hence the instant service appeal on 1.9.2015.

That no inquiry whatsoever was conducted in the allegations 

except charge sheet and statement of allegations and as such the 

impugned order is against facts and law.

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of 

security and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 1.12.2015 before S.B.

23.09.2015
I

on

1 on
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01.12.2015

Counsel for the appellant and AddI: A.G for respondents 

present. Requested for adjournment. To come up for written ■ 

reply/comments on 30.3'.2016 before S.B.

. i ■ -■h‘.
'i ■r

h

i-i

Agent of counsel for the appellant and Assistant AG for 

respondents present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for 

further adjournment. Last opportunity granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 31.5.2016 before S.B.

30.03.2016

^1-
^1:
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court
T

•1Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge/ 
Magistrate

Date of order/ 
proceedings

f.

321

The appeal of Dr. Lai Zari presented to-day by 

Mr. Noor Muhammad Khattak, Advocate, may be entered 

in. the institution register and put up to the Worthy 

Chairman for preliminary hearing.

01.09.2015

4

REGISTRARS

A This case is entmsted to Primary Bench for 

preliminary hearing to be put up there on <
5^-

CHAi: .N

Agent of counsel for the appellant present. Seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned to 23.9.2015 for preliminary hearing 

before S.B.

03.09.20153

Ch
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTRIINAl
PESHAWAR

^7AAPPEAL No. /2015 ir.:

C2,
Dr. Lai Zari, Ex: Deputy Director (BPS-18),
Population Welfare Department FATA, FATA Secretariat, 
Warsak Road, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Appellant

VERSUS

1- The Additional Chief Secretary FATA, FATA Secretariat, 
Warsak Road, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2- The Principal Secretary to Governor Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3- The Secretary Social Sectors Department FATA, FATA 

Secretariat, Warsak Road, Peshawar.
4- The Secretary Finance Department FATA, FATA Secretariat, 

Warsak Road, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
The Director, Population Welfare Directorate FATA, FATA 

Secretariat, Warsak Road, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
5-

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION- 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1Q74
AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 21-05-2Q1S
WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE WAS IMPOSED ON THE APPELLANT AND
AGAINST THE APPELLATE ORDER DATED IQ.S.201S
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REVIEW OF
THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED ON NO GOOD
GROUNDS

PRAYER:
That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned 

orders dated 21-05-2015 and 10.8.2015 may very 

kindly be set aside and the respondents may be 

directed to re-instate the appellant with all back 

benefits. Any other remedy which this august 

Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded in favor 
of the appellant.

R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

1- That the appellant was initially appointed in the Department 
of Population Welfare FATA as Woman Medical Officer (BPS- 

17) vide Notification dated 27.7.2006 on the
A'; - >

proper
A



recommendation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public Service 
Commission.

2- That after appointment the appellant submitted her charge 

report and started performing her duty as Woman Medical 
Officer (BPS-17) in the Department of population Welfare 

FATA quite efficiently and up to the entire satisfaction of her 
superiors.

3- That due to excellent record of service and being senior 

most employee of the population welfare Department FATA, 
the appellant was promoted to the post of Deputy Director 
Population Welfare Department FATA 

recommendation of Departmental promotion committee vide 
Notification dated 02-12-2012.

on the

4- That during service as Deputy Director (BPS-18) in the 

Department of Population Welfare FATA the appellant 
performed her duty quite efficiently and up to the entire 

satisfaction of her superiors. That inspite of inexperience to 

her new job description the appellant performed her duty 

with all zeal and zest. That it is very pertinent to mention 

that the appellant was awarded best performance certificate 

by the then Prime Minister of Pakistan Mr. Yousaf Raza 
Gilani in the year 2007-08.

5- That appellant while serving as Deputy Director Population 

welfare FATA a charge sheet and statement of allegation 

were issued to her on the basis of an anonymous/ 
pseudonymous compliant/ letter. That in the said charge 

sheet and statement of allegation a plethora of charges/ 
allegations were leveled against the appellant which are as 
under:

(i)- While procuring medicines of millions of rupees you 

violated the procurement policy of Government of 
Pakistan PPRA.

(ii)- You added an extra member in purchase committee with 

out approval and did not obtain signature on each page 

of the comparative statement from the members of 
purchase committee. Constituted technical committee of 
non technical persons.

(iii) You nominated Dr. Rooh Ullah WMO Khyber dated 

17.5.2013 but obtained signature from dr. Naila Wadood 

AD PWD on comparative statement of purchase 

committee without lawful authority.



r
Failed to maintained proper store record as per 

instruction contain at Para 148, 149, 151 8i 152 GFR. 
Received misbranded medicine in term of drug labeling 

packing Rule 1956 8i Section 23 of Drug Act 1976.

(iv)

(V)

Violated TOR No.4 of tender by entering into an 

agreement with the suppliers and depositing 10% amount 
as security from the successful bidders.

(Vi)

(vii) Received millions of Rupees from state Bank in cash and 

made cash payment to the suppliers before completion of 
delivery.

Violated Para 117 CPWD code and Para 6.51 a Hand Book 

for DDO 2003 and made payment before obtain report 
from Drug testing laboratory of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(viii)

Ignoring MMC List and made purchase from unknown 

companies and violated the instructions of Government of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(ix)

Violated office procedure as per Para 35 C and 38 of the 

secretariat manual by submitting file to higher authority.
(X)

That you purchased the 10 numbers of medicines which 

have been declared sub standard/ spurious and 

manufacturer of some of which are unknown in which 

food supplements is in bulk.

(xi)

Made procurement of millions of rupees by giving tender 

to family members and extended undue favor and give 

benefits to nears and dears. Copies of Charge Sheet, 
Statement of allegations are attached as annexure
...................................... ...............................A & B.

(xii)

6- That in response to the above mentioned plethora of 
baseless allegations/ charges the appellant submitted her 

reply in detail along with documentary evidence and denied 

the allegations which have been leveled against her. Copy of 
reply is attached as annexure

7- That inspite of clarifying her position with documentary 

proofs the respondents issued the impugned Notification 

vide dated 21.5.2015 whereby major penalty of Dismissal 
from service was imposed on the appellant without 
conducting fact finding and regular Departmental inquiries in 

the matter. Copy of impugned Notification is attached, as 

annexure

C.

D.



8- That appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned 

Notification dated 21.5.2015 issued by the respondents filed 

Departmental appeal/ review/ but the same was rejected on 

good grounds vide dated 10.8.2015. Copies of Departmental 
appeal/ review and rejection order are attached as annexure 

................................................................. . E and F.

9- That appellant having no other remedy filed the instant 
appeal on the following grounds amongst the other.

GROUNDS:

That the impugned Notifications dated 21.5.2015 and 

10.8.2015 issued by the respondents are against the law, 
facts, norms of natural justice and materials on the record 

hence not tenable and liable to be set aside.

A-

B- That the appellant has not been treated by the respondents 

in accordance with law and Rules on the subject noted 

above and as such the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 

of the constitution of Pakistan 1973 while issuing the 

impugned Notifications dated 21.5.2015 and 10.8.2015.

That the procurement committee was constituted under the 

chairman ship of Secretary Social Sector Department FATA 

i.e. respondent No.3 along with seven members including 

the appellant meaning thereby that all the members are 

equally responsible for the irregularities/ flaws if any in the 

proceedings but in this case the appellant have been made 

scape goat to save the skin of high ups who are actually 

responsible for the said irregularities/ flaws.

C-

That before the separation of the population Welfare 

Department FATA from the Health Directorate of FATA the 

purchase of medicines for the population welfare 

Department were used to be made by the Health 

Department as this Department by the FATA secretariat was 

administratively attached to that Department but after 

separation it was for the first time that the procurement of 
medicines for population weifare set up was made by the 

population welfare Directorate meaning thereby that all the 

members of the procurement committee were inexperienced 

except the Secretary Social sector. That it was the sole 

responsibility of the high ups to nominate the well 
experienced members for the procurement committee.

D-

That in the whole case the respondents has been failed to 
prove/ establish any of the aliegatio'ns against the appellant 
but inspite of that respondent Department issued the 

impugned Notification dated 21.5.2015 against the appellant

E-



in violation of the principle of natural justice.

That the comparative list prepared by the purchase 

committee, the specification and quantification of the 

medicines as per requirement of the various agencies and 

recommendations for issuance of the supply order was the 

domain of technical committee and the appellant does not 
come within the picture of this entire process.

F-

G- That the action has been taken by the respondent 
Department against the appellant on the basis of an 

anonymous/ pseudonymous letter. That according to the 

Establishment Code an anonymous/ pseudonymous 

complaint/ letter if any received against the civil servant 
should straight away be thrown .in to the dust bin and no 

action should be taken on such like complaints but in this 

case the appellant has been severely punished by imposing 

major penalty of Dismissal from service.

H- That the appellant has been discriminated by the respondent 
Department because the high ups who are actually 

responsible for the irregularities have been exonerated but 
the appellant has been made scape goat without any fault 
on her part.

That no fact finding inquiry has been conducted in the 

matter which is mandatory before the initiation of 
Departmental inquiry against the civil servant.

That no opportunity of cross examination has been provided 

to the appellant and as such all the proceedings have been 

conducted and finalized at the back of appellant.

I-

J-

K- That no regular inquiry has been conducted before issuing 

the impugned Notification dated 21.5.2015 against the 

appellant which is as per Supreme Court Judgments is 

necessary/ compulsory in punitive actions against the 

appellant.

L- That the appellant seeks permission to advance other 

grounds and proofs at the time of-hearing.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

Dated:31.8.2015
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APPELLANT

Dr. LAL ZARI

THROUGH:
NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK 

ADVOCATE
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irJFT<AS1^RUCTUF£ & CO-ORDINATION DEPARTMENT 
WARSAK ROAD. PESHAWAR A'®-HbtVi-N;

r-HARGE SHEET

authority, hereby charge you. Dr.
. Peshawar as

I Engineer Shaukat Ullah as coinpeten- 
Lai Zari Deputy’ Director Populafion Welfete Directoi-ate FATA Secretariat

following.

1 That vou. while posted as Deputy Director Population Welfare Directorate
FATA committed the 'following irregularities in prccurement process during Financial

Year 2012-13.

vioiated the Procurementa) While procuring medicines of millions of rupees you
of Government of Pakistan of PPRA Rule 12 Sub para 1 & 2. Rule cu ParaPolicy

1 & 2. Rule 28, Rule 31 & Rule 39. . ,
b) Increased member of purchase committee, without approval and did not obtain 

signature on each page of the comparative statement trom the members of 

Purchase Committee. Constituted Technical Committees of non-techmeal persons.
. Rooh-ul-Ala WMO Khyber vide letter No. F.No1(1)/2012-1j 

17-05-2013 but obtained signature from Dr. Naila Wadood 

of purchase committee without lawfu)

c) You nominated Dr 
POP/7761-65 dated 
AD PWD on comparative statement
authority.

d) Failed to maintain proper store record as per 

151 & 152ofGFR.
e) Received misbranded medicines in

Section 23(1) a iii Drug Act 1970. - . u r
Violated ToR No.-4 of Tender by not entering into an agreement with the suppliers
and depositing 10% amount as security from the successful bidders, 

g) Received millions of rupees from State Bank in cash and made cash payment to
the suppliers before completion of delivery, (Delivery not yet completed).

Hand Book for DDO 2003 and

instructions contain at Para 148, 149,

of Drug Labeling Packing Rule 1956 &.term

f)'

h) Violated Para 117 CPWD Code and Para 6.51 a
payment before obtaining report from Drug Testing Laboratory of Khybermade

Pakhtunkhwa. / . i ^
i) Ignoring MCC List and made purchase from unknown companies and violated the

instruction / Notification of Government, of Khyber Pakhtunklwa void No. 1676-

1926/MCC dated 22-12-2011.

TIES

/i
\
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\
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/
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1 y A.C:
Jr?'A SECRETARlAl

(S).IB & CO-ORDINATION DEPARTMENT 
cvkNAK ROAIX PESHAWAR

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

' I. Engineer Shankar Ullah as competent authority, am of the opinion that. 
Dr. Lai Zari Deputy Director Population Wellare Directorate FAI.A Secretariat, 
Peshawar has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against, as she committed the 

following acts / omissions, within the meaning ot rule 3 of the Khyber PaJehtunkhwa 

Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules. 201 L

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS-

That you, while posted as I'eputy Director Population Welfare 

Directorate FATA committed the following irregul .irities in procurement process during 

Financial Year 2012-13.

m) While procuring huge medicines worth of niillions of rupees you violated the 

Procurement Policy of Government of Pakisian of PPRA Rule 12 Sub Para 1 & 2, 
Rule 22 Para 1 & 2, Rule 28, Rule 31 & Rule 39 and other relevant rules for the 

purpose.
n) Increased members of the purchase committee without approval of the competent 

authority and did not obtain signature on each page of the comparative statement 
from the members of Purchase Committee as required. Constituted Technical 
Committees of non-technical persons urioecessarily.

o) You nominated Dr. Rooh-ul-Ala WMO .Rhyber vide letter No. F.Nol (1)/2012-J3 
POP/7761-65 dated 17-05-2013 but obtainec signature frora .Dr.Naila Wadood AD 

PWD on comparative statement of purchase committee in lieu ofDr. Rooh-uFAla.
p) Failed to maintain proper store record required under Paras 148, 149. 151 & 15.2 

ofGFR.
q) Received misbranded medicines in term of Drug Labeling Packing Rule 1956 Sc 

. Section 23(1) a iii Drug Act 1976.
r) Violated NIT TOR No. 4 of-Tender by not entering into an agreement with the 

suppliers and depositing 10% amount as security from the successhrl bidders 

which was essential.

i

ATTESTED

/
Chief Secretary, Kljj^er Pakhtiinkh

wa
Peshaw-":.
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s) Received millions of rupees from State Bank in cash and made cash payment to 

the suppliers before completion of delivery (Delivery not yet completed) against 
the rules.

t) Violated Para 117 CPWD Code aiid Paia No. 6.51 of (A) Hand Book for DDO 

2003. and also made payment before/ obtaining report from Drug Testing
I

Laborator)- of Khyber Pakhtunkhvs a.
u) Ignored MCC List and made purchases from imkno^^n companies and violated the 

Notification of Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide No. 1676-instructions 

1926/MCC dated 22-12-2011.
v) Violated office procedure as per Para 35C and 38 of the Secretariat, Manual by 

passing higher officer and submitting file to higher antlionrt (Secretary') directly.
w) That you purchased the following 10 No s medicines >vhich have been declared 

sub-standard / spurious and manufacturer of some of which are in bulk unknown 

in which food supplements.
Capsules Active C, B.No. Nil.
Tablets Ascorbic Acid, B. No. 725.

/
I

i

XI.

XU.

xiii. Tablets Rumin400mg, B. No. 1111.
Infusion Azogyl, B. No. SL 04.
Tablets Folic Acid 5mg, B. No. 41

xvi. Tablets Biprim-DS, B. No. 276.
xvii. Tablets Rumin~400 (ANKAZ Pharmex Pvt.. Ltd. 
xviii. Inj. Diazepam (S,J&G Fazai Eiahi, Pvt.’ Karachi).
xix. Inj. Dexone (Uni-Tech Pharmaceutical Pvt. Ltd. Karachi, Pakistan). 

Food Supplement (Milko Max).

XIV.

XV.

XX.

x) Made procurement of Millions of rupees by recommending tender of family 

members and extended undue favor and give benefits to near and dears.

For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference to the 

above allegations / inquiry committee, consisting of the following, is constituted under 

rule 10(a) of the ibid rules:-

2.

■-KiV: ^ fv-AN.. x'-y./lyv I1.

1 f .11.i
i
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The inquiry officer / committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of 

the ibid rules, provide reasonable opporcunity of hearing to the accused, record statements 

its findings and make, within thirty da5' S of the receipt of this order, recommendations as 

to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

The accused and a well conversant representative of the department shall 
join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the inquiry officer / inquiry 

committee.

4.

Competent Authority.

SKi'S,.-:./
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To:■atkvi

yic.'-: ■ J The Enquiry Committee.
Mr. Sikandar Qayyum,
Secretary Finance Department, FATA Secretariat.

2. . Mr. Shakeel Qadir Khan,
Secretary Law & Order, FATA Secretariat.

prpr V TO THE CHA RCE SHEET/STA TEMENT OF ALLEGA TlONS

i
1.

S,
ii'

Subject:-
t

Sir,
Kindly refer to the order No. PS/FS/FATA/i-7/lnq::File/2014 dated 21-10-

21-10-2014 from the office of the Secretary AI&C,
■■’-JC-V';::'

r: 2014, received by the undersigned 

FATA Secretariat, Peshawar alongwith charge sheet & statement of allegations.ilia on
J'.

W

f Before responding to the specific charges, the undersigned submits the following 

points for perusal / information and consideration of the Enquiry Committee:-

Previously the purchase of medicines for the Population Welfare

a
■'[

Siifi': (0$
Department were used to be made by the Health Department as 

this department of the FATA Secretariat was administratively 

attached to that department. After separation of this department 

from the Health Directorate of FATA, it was for the first time that 

" the procurement of medicines for Population Welfare setup 

made by the Population Welfare Directorate.

The involvement / participation in the entire procurement 
proceedings was very meagre as the undersigned in the capacity of 

Deputy Director, PWD 

Committee comprising of the following:-

I
I

bs

was

lAv

(2)

only a member of the Procurementwas

iii:
iiit Chairmani Secretary Social Sector Department 

FATA
ii Representative of (Admn & Co-ord) 

Deptt:
iii Representative of Finance Deptt: FATA
iv Representative of P&D Deptt: f ATA 

Deputy Director, PWD FATA (The 
undersigned)

vi Assistant Director (Med)TWD FATA
vii APWO (North Waziristan) Agency PWD 

FATA
viii APWD Bajaur PWD FATA

UK-
Member

Member
Member
Member

V

Member
Member

ii Member
1

J
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It is evident that in the 8 members Procurement Committee, the undersigned was 

a member but she has been singled out for disciplinary action for the allegations 

committed by her, if at all there were certain flaws / irregularities in the 

/ proceedings, the committee is collectively responsible for it; not only a member 

thereof which is a discriminative treatment under the law against the canons of 

justice & equity.
A technical committee was constituted by the Competent Authority 

with the following TOR;-
Selection of the item as required per agency.

Quantification of the item per agency and total.

Asking the lowest bidders to produce their sample.

Approval of the sample and recommendation to issue 

supply order.
Once the supply is completed the items will be verified by 

the same committee; per supply order and specification.

?•
I neverr

i a.
I

b.l

c.
t

d.I

e.

f Submission of final report.
As such from the comparative list prepared by the purchase committee, the3.

specification and quantification of the medicines as per requirement of the various
the domain- of

i

Agencies and recommendations for issuance of the supply order was 

teclmical committee as cited above and the undersigned does not come within picture in

this entire process except as one of the 8 members purchase committee.
4. It is pertinent to mention at this Juncture that the entire proceedings of this inquiry 

were initiated in response to a baseless anonymous complaint that led to an unauthorized 

raid of AC Peshawar on the store of Population welfare FATA in August 2013. Many 

anonymous letters were also submitted against the undersigned with the sole intention of 

blackmailing and pressuring the respondent, the proof of which was submitted in the 

form of CDs to the then concerned quarters such as ACS FATA, Secretary Social Sector 
FATA and members of first preliminary committee but no attention was paid to them.

, ^5, In spite of several written requests for provision of certain documents required for 
drafting this reply, the undersigned has just been provided with the second preliminary 

enquiry report on the enquiry of MISBRANDED DRUGS. Furtherrriore the undersigned

t
1

2
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has also been deprived of access to some personal documents lying in the office of 

Population welfare directorate, which could help me draft this reply.

I However, replies to the charges are given below in seriatum in annotated form:- .?.

Charge Reply
(a) While procuring medicines of 

millions of rupees you violated 

the Procurement Policy of 

Govt of Pakistan of PPRA

(a) It may be mentioned that the PPRA 

ordinance 2002 has not yet been extended 

to FATA as required under Article-247 

(3) of the constitution of Islamic Republic 

of Pakistan 1973 and as such not legally 

applicable to the affairs of FATA. 

However it is on record that proper 

advertisement was sent to Information 

Department of FATA Secretariat 
(Annex-_1_) which was duly floated in 

the news papers. If the' tender requires 

uploading in PAPRA system. It is the 

responsibility of Director Information
I

FATA for such up loading the same 

(Anncx-_11_) The bids were received in 

sealed envelopes and there was no 

ambiguity of its confidentially neither 

any of the bidders madb objection on the

sealed bids at the time of its opening. The
I

bids were opened undei' the directives of 

the competent authority i.e. Secretary 

(SSD) (Anncx-_111__) in presence of \ 

Representative of Finance Department \ 
FATA and Administration Infrastructure I 

& Coordination Department in the office/
of Deputy Sec (Admin). Minutes of j 

tender opening were submitted to the j

■;

Rule 12 Sub para 1&2, Rule 22 

para 1&2, Rule 28, Rule 39

I
m
¥
ti
i'-

I
I

fc*

W'

&1/

i>

I

I*;
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competent authority i.e. Secretary SSD 

and was approved by the Secretary SSD 

and approval was granted for further 

processing the purchase process (Annex- 

JVJ.

I:

I
rI-
I
I
0

It is further submitted that it is the duty of 

all members of purchase committee and 

its Chairman to ENSURE observance of 

rules at alllevels. The members who
I

opened the bids, have duly signed each 

paper of bid have also signed last page of 

the comparative statement (Anncx-_V_). 
These honorable members are all well 
experienced on the subject and no one 

raised any objection in this regard. It is 

further added that This was first ever 

tender experienced of the undersigned 

and I have tried to observe/follow rules to 

the best of my abilities and knowledge. 

The presence of other senior officers 

including Secretary SSD in the process 

reveals that the process was transparent 

and was above any doubt. Thus none of 

the rules as mentioned in Para 1(a) of the 

allegation has been violated but 
implemented in letter and spirit and as 

such the charge is unfounded, baseless 

and the undersigned cannot be held 

responsible for violation thereof as 

mentioned in the charge sheet.

1^.,&•

I
I
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i
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Charge Reply

(b) Increased member of purchase 

committee without approval 

and did not obtain signature on 

each page of the comparative 

statement from the members of 

Purchase 

Constituted 

Committee of non-technical

$) The undersigned has not increased 

the membership of the committee. 

However, the representative of Ac§:C 

Departmental was invited to participate in 

the bedding process as a co-opted 

member as required under the relevant 

notification for constitution of the 

Procurement Committee. The inclusion 

was made on verbal ^dvice of Secretary
Social Sector (Annex^VI__) Dept: As

such, the inclusion of this member has not 

played any negative role rather enlianced 

the competency of the committee. All the 

committee members have signed the last 

page of the comparative statement, which 

means that they were satisfied / agreed 

with all entries of the statement.

Moreover the undersigned has not 

constituted any teclinical committee of 

non-technical persons as per PC-I 

(Annex-_V11_) Population Welfare 

Program FATA, the Family Welfare 

Workers/LHV cadre is teclinical whereas 

Family Welfare Assistants are the skilled 

work force (with the knowledge of family 

planning). Both technical and skill 
workforce can prescribe and or dispense 

general medicines, food supplements and 

contraceptives for certain general healtli 

problems to the target population 

according to their job descriptions

(b)
&■

.■Wa ■
't

IS
m

Committee.

Technical

persons.

,
i
f
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ReplyCharge
mentioned in PC-1. Since the medicines 

purchased will be prescribed by this 

technical work and skilled workforce 

force therefore their inclusion in the 

technical committee is logical. However, 

it is pertinent to mention here that 
Assistant Director Medical/Technichl 

who is a medical doctor chairs this 

technical committee. Thirdly there is no 

bar on second specialized committee for 

verifying supplies and determining the 

requirement of the directorate. They 

rather assisted the Purchase committee 

during the procurement process. 
Constituting of Technical Committee 

approved by the Coriipetent Authority i.e. 

Secretary (SSD) in the public interest 
(Annex-VIlI), And All the members were 

teclmical and professional in the field of 

population welfare.

i

I
I

1

1;

. t
f-
i

was
i

I
!

The nominated member of the purchase 

committee was Dr. Rooh-ul-Ala, WMO 

whereas she did not

(c)(c) You nominated Dr. Rooh-ul- 

Ala WMO Kdiyber vide letter 
No.F.No.(l)/2012-l3 

POP/7761-65 dated 17-05- 

2013 but obtained signature 

from Dr. Naila Wadood AD 

PWD on comparative 

statement of purchase 

committee without lawful

t;I'

Khyber Agency 

attend the meeting because she sent
that she would not betelephone message

attend due to illness thereforeable to
I another technical officer of the same 

but senior in rank (AssistantP. category
Director population welfare) who wasI

I

6
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t
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I Chn rgo Reply

authority.g already notified as member/ secretary of
the Population Welfare Program FATA 

purchase committees up to 1.5m and 

above 1.5 m (Anne\-lX), was asked to 

be part of this

$
b'
I

purchase committee 

Therefore the charge of obtaining 

signature from Asstt; Director (Med) 

PWD Dr. Naila Wadood without lawful 
authority is contrary to facts. It is further 

submitted that instead of decreasing the 

member of technical members, 

relevant officer was included in the

♦;

('■

t

I

a more

1
1 process. In case, her participation 

anyway against any law or exigency of 

sei-vices, the Purchase Committee, or the 

chairman would have raised objection 

it, which was not done by any. The

charge is therefore unfounded and may be
%

dropped.

The stock of medicines was properly 

supplied by the lowest bidder except two 

items but despite the repeated 

verbal and written advice 

concerned storekeeper namely Mr. 

Fakhle-Alam to take the received items 

on Stock Register as the same 

properly examined counted and evaluated

was
I-
‘i

on
I'

I'
7

(d) Failed to maintain proper store 

record as per instructions 

contained at Para 148, 149, 

151&1,52 ofGFR.

Cd)
I'

I minor

to the.>• /

r
were,

|r

by the technical committee constituted 

for the
(

purpose (Annex-X). The 

Storekeeper failed in doing the needful 

was suspended by the

|:
iii-

F due to which he
P

I
7
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vide orderCompetent Authority 

No.SOCSSD)FS/5-l/2012-13/5253-60

dated 3/9/2012 (Annex- XI ) for the 

same charge on the report of the 

undersigned. However,' the responsibility 

was assigned to Mr. Muhammad Kamran, 
(Anncx-Xll) who consequently took the 

stock of medicine on stock register 

accordingly and as such no instructions 

contained in Rule-148 of GFR have been 

violated. As for Rule-149 is regarding 

issuance of stores which is not relevant in 

the case at this stage as no items of the 

procured medicines have so for been 

issued / distributed from the main stores 

and agency stores to the service delivery 

outlets. Rule-15l&l52 have also not been 

deviated from as the goods are safely 

stocked in the store and accounts thereof 

shall be properly maintained as and when 

the stage of issuance / distribution to the 

service delivery outlets comes.

No misbranded or the unbranded 

medicines have been received in stock by 

the storekeeper.

However, all the medicines received 

by the storekeeper were properly branded 

and contained proper branded name, 

proportionate ingredients and name/ 
of the manufacturing 

pharmaceutical firms. However, some of

f.
r
I
f

1

i

!
I

misbranded (e)Received 

medicines in term of Drug 

Labeling packing Rule 1956 & 

Section 23(1) a iii Drug Act

(e)

It'&

hi' 1976.
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the items had not been labeled as “Not for 

Sale” as pointed out by the technical 

committee while scrutinizing the stock. 

The undersigned therefore asked the 

supplier concerned vide letter, 

No.2(l)/2013-i4/POP/8423 

4/7/2013 (Anncx-Xlll) for the needful 

and he brought requisite stamp & pad and 

informed the department accordingly but 

by then the store was sealed and the 

needful could not be done. The supplier 

concerned had also recorded his

statement before the committee and 

committed to do the needful but due to 

the instant enquiry proceedings, the same 

cannot be done so far. Mowever, it may 

be pointed out that since no issue / 

distribution has so far been made from 

the said slock, so no harm or financial 

loss has been incurred to the department, 

hence the charge has no locus standii and 

the undersigned has committed no wrong 

in this regard.

4

dated

I

fe:

I
f

e-

(0 Violated TOR No.4 of Tender 

by not entering into an 

agreement with the suppliers 

and depositing 10% amount as 

security from the successful 

bidders.

(f) No doubt that proper 10% security was 

not deposited by the successful bidder 

before supply, however, a security 

despite of

already made by the supplier and the 

supply was also made in time by him, 

hence no loss has been sustained by the 

Govt e.xchequer. Moreover, it was not the

I
f-fe.r:

Rs. 0.100 (Million) wasW'

1*^t
w-
■m
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Charge lU'ply

exclusive responsibility 

undersigned lo check each & every 

minutest details of the procured items. 

Specillc responsibility was also assigned 

to the properly technical committee and

whose

recommendations the supply orders were 

issued.

of theW

1

account sectionI on

(g) Received millions of rupess 

from Stale Bank in cash and 

made casli payment lo the 

suppliers before completion ol' 

delivery. (Delivery not yet 

completed).

It may be pointed out that all the bills of 

the procured items were prepared in the 

names of' the concerned vendors and 

submitted to the sub office of AGPR, 

Pakistan (Annex-Xl V), I lowever. the 

AGPR issued the cheques in the name of 

the DDO concerned. It was not only 

made by the AGPR in case of PWD but 

all other Depits were also dealt with in 

the same manner probably AGPR sub 

office itself. As such liie cheques issued 

in the name of the DDO is not a w-rong 

practice on the part of the Deplt but, if it 

may be considered an irregularity, it was 

committed by the sub ofUce of AGPR, 

Peshawar and not by the DDO. As DDO 

the undersigned had submitted bills on 

15''' of .lune in the name of Vendors, 

however the bills were massed on 29"' of 

June and cheques were issued in late 

afternoon. Since the following day was 

Sunday and Monday July D' was a bank 

holiday, therefore the undersigned could

(g)

(;■

If

hi'

HWi'fe-

wI
fe'

K- mwr-.-
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not return cheques issued in the name of 

DDO because the budget would have 

lapsed for which the undersigned would 

have been held responsible, 

undersigned was in a tight situation and 

acted only in the best interest of the 

department.

Since the supply was mostly completed 

except some minor items, which were 

promised by the suppliers to be made 

shortly, and the amount was ignorable 

keeping in view the quantum of supplied 

items, the account office therefore made 

payment to the supplier (Annex-XV), as 

the government money could not be 

retained beyond 3 days as per the 

procedural requirements.

ii.

I
Iig So the
f

i
E’

i'
a'<

I
'3'

(h) Violated Para 117' CPWD (h) It may be clarified to the best of my 

knowledge that in the context of both 

Para 117 CPWD Code and Para 6.51 a 

Handbook of DD02003 it

M:

Code and para 6.51 a Hand 

Book for DDO 2003 and made 

pay m c n i be fo re obtaining

report from Drug Testing 

Laboratory 

Pakhlunkhwa.

is not

mentioned that payments shall only be
I

made after receiving report from Drug 

Testing

Pakhtunkhwa. However the reports of 

Drug Testing Laboratory were duly 

obtained on the medicines supplied in the 

instant case (Annex-XV 1), How-ever, all 
Other aspects of the quality accuracy and 

good conditions of the supplied items 

also scrutinized by the concerned

w:
of Khyberm i

&'
Laboratory of Khyber

gi'
It

I
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technical committee constituted lor the 

purpose before sending bills to the Audit 

Office. As such, no irregularity / 

illegality were made in this case.
i

The list of the firms notilled by the 

Director General, Health Services Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa is not mandatory under the 

law unless all other formalities for pre

qualification 

manufacturcs/supplicrs tire I'ulllllcd as per 

the specific verdict of the judicial 

authorities. Moreover, the MCC list is 

initially meant for the Medical and Health 

Institutions under the administrative 

control of Director General Plealth 

Services Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and not 

automatically applicable to the I'ATA 

sectors unless properly adapted by the 

Competent Authority, whereas the same 

has not so for been adapted in FATA.

(i)Ignoring MCC fist and made 

purchase from unknown 

companies and violated the 

instruction /Notification of 

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

vide No.l676-1926/MC'C 

daled 22-12-201 1

(i)

theof

r

i

i

I
The undersigned is of the opinion that all

heads of the departments are supposed to 

address correspondence / submit cases 

direct to the Administrative Secretary 

concerned. The Secretary of the 

Department may at his discretions either 

accord sanction to the proposal submitted 

to him or mark the case / correspondence 

to his lower functionaries in the 

department for e.xanimalion and

G)Violated office procedure as 

per para .TSC and 38 of the 

Secretariat. Manual (KPK) by 

submitting fie to higher ^ 

authority (Secretary) directly.

G)u

si':

I

I
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ReplyCluirgeI
submission iheir opinion {if any) lo theI;
secretary concerned.

However, about all the cases, it was the 

verbal directives of Secretary social 

sectors that all cases shall be submitted 

through Deputy Secretary and therefore 

the undersigned used to submit the tiles 

Deputy Secretary and not to the 

Secretary directly (already at Anncx-1).

wherei 1 the position of the 

is directly notified as

i

to
!■

But in cases 

Secretary
Chairman, as in the instant case being 

Chairman of the Purchase Committee, the 

undersigned as Secretary ot the said 

committee w'as required to submit the

t

r

I

»■

recommendations, minutes, compaiative
I' lists of bidders or similar other reports 

direct to the Chairman of the committee

Administrative 

hierarchical
not his capacity as 

Secretary. As such 

channel has been by passed by the

I

no
f-

Lindersigned.

In this connection it may be brought into 

that the supplier
(k)That you purchased the 

following 10 No^s medicines 

which have been declared sub

standard / spurious and 

manufacturer of some ol'which 

unknown in w'hich lood 

supplements is in bulk.

i. Capsules Active C, B No. Nil

ii. Tablets Ascorbic Acid.

(k)
your kind notice 

concerned is committed under a written

departmentwith theagreement

(Annex-xvii) to the el feet that the drugs

If supplied by him, if found, not satisfactory 

at any stage, will be replaced. If the 10 

items amongs the total 78 supplied were 

found sub standard / spurious by the

are
6-I

13t
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Cliar^c Kcj>ly
B.No725.

iii. Tablets Rumin 400mg. 

B.No.l 111.

iv. Infusion Azogyl, B.No.SL

preliminary enquiry cominittee, these 

be replaced without a sligiitest hindrance 

but since then the drugs in questions have 

been sealed by the committee. Though 

tlie supplier is not manufacturer of the 

supplied drugs, yet he is duty bound to 

replace any substandard 

therein as 

(Anne\-XVl 11).

II can

I

Ir 04.f-
Tablets Folic Acid 5mg. 

B,No41

vi. Tablets Biprim-DS. 

B.No276.

vii. Tablets Rumiiv400 

{ANKAZ Rhramex Pvt Ltd.

viii. Inj.Diazepam (S.J&G 

Fazal Llahi, Pvt. Karachi).

ix. Inj. Dexone (Un-Tech 

Phrmaceutical Pvt. Ltd. 

Karachi, Pak).

X. Food Supplement (Milko 

Max).

V,
IIJ- or spurious items 

per warranty given by him 

Furthermore, 
undersigned is aware ol' the following 

drug reports

i'
the

I

I a) Submitted by Provincial Drug 

Inspector District Mealth Officer 

Peshawar dated 24/09/2014 

declaring the following drugs 

Substandard

1. Folic Acid

2. Pyodine Solution

3. Oxytctracyeline

4. Adrenalin'e 

and declaring Tablets Rumin

i

as
S
SI
I■I

I 400mg as Spurious, 

b) Certificate of Test or Analysis 

Drugs

'i
by the Testing

iaboratory/Government Analyst 

dated 18/12/2013 TRA

:y. ■

s
Noi-

31426/DTL, declaring the 

follow'ing drugs as substandard
I
i..
i 1) Folic Acid
i 2) Ascorbic Acid
f

I

s.

14P.

m
%
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while declaring Tab Rumin 400 mg as 

Spurious. However contrary to Provincial 

Drug Inspector DHO Peshawar, this

declared

I

I
r

hast report

OXYTL-TRACYCLINE as Standard
I' ■

which clearly shows discrepancy among 

the two reports. Moreover, it has come to

the knowledge of the undersigned that
j' ' , _

Godal formalities were not fulfilled during 

sample collection.

I

i
ft-I.
T

ff The constitution of Islamic i^.epublic 

1973 guarantees fundamental right to 

every citizen. There is no bar in law that 

relative of an officer is prohibited to 

participate in lawful activities i.e. 

parlieipaling in bids etc being Pakistani 

citizen. It may be submitted that the 

lenders were lloated in daily Newspapers 

and all eligible supplier were at their 

liberty to submit tenders / offers in 

response of the advertisements as. The 

undersigned has nev’r recommended any 

of her relative for thv* supply of the items 

in questions M/S Wajid &Co. is a 

registered sui)plier having NTN number 

(Annex-XIX) and valid license holder to 

sell, stock and exhibit for sale and 

distribute drugs by way of whole sale 

(Annex-XX). As such he was entitled to 

participate in the bidding proceedings and

Made procurement of millions 

of rupees by giving tender to 

family members and extended 

undue favour and give benel’it 

to nears and dears.

I
i
§
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%
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Charge Reply

he could not be ousted from the process 

on any ground. Besides, The undersigned 

has no relation with him. He was 

approved as the lowest rate bidder by the 

Purchase Committee and not by the 

undersigned. It is further clarified that the 

undersigned has neither extended any 

undue favour to any near nor given any 

benefit to any dear. The aforesaid charge 

is, therefore baseless and malicious and 

there, may be dropped.

;
I

I.
3

II
II
I

I

In view of the position e.xplained above, it is crystal clear that all the charges/ 

allegations contained in the charge sheet and statement of allegations are incorrect, 

baseless and based on malafide intention. I therefore request your kind honour that

a) Since all the medicines are time bounded, therefore the department may be 

allowed to ■

(i) Ask the supplier to replace the spurious drugs (if any) in lime and;

(ii) Dislribute/issue the medicines for the treatment of the patients by the 

concerned quarters in the best interest ol' the public as well as to avoid 

expiry of the drugs.

b) The charges/ allegations leveled against me may kindly be set aside and the 

undersigned may be exonerated of these charges.

c) The undersigned may be allowed to be heard in person to clarify the position

further if required.

4,

I
y

i

if..
I

i.a

1i

wS'-

!?'■
I’ Your’s obediently,

Dated-27/10/2014

(Dr. LALZARI)
Deputy Director, PWD 

FATA Secretarial

m
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(SOCIAL SECTORS DEPARTMENT)
WARSAK ROAD PESHAWAR

0
Mo-FS/SSD/ WHEREAS. Dr. Lai Zari {BS-18) Deputy
Director Population Welfare (FATA) was proceeded against under the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 in inquiry 
captioned. “Purchase of Misbranded and Spurious Medicines” for the Directorate.

2- She was placed under suspension vide Notification No.400-5 dated 18-02- 
2014 and served with Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations vide letter bearing 
No.FS/E/100-98 (lnq-Medicines)/15910-12 dated 17-10-2014.

AND WHERAS, an Inquiry was conducted by a Committee comprising 
Mr. Sikander Qayyum (PAS BS-20) Secretary Finance Department FATA Secretariat and 
Mr. Shakeel Qadir Khan (PAS BS-19) Secretary Law & Order Department FATA 
Secretariat vide Administration, Infrastructure & Coordination Department FATA Secretariat 
letter Np.FS/E/100-98 (lnq-Medicines)/15913-15 dated 17-10-2014 to enquire into charges 
levelled against her. The charges as provided for in the Charge Sheet and Statement of 
Allegations are as under:-

3-

S.No of Charge Text of Charge
While procuring medicines of millions of rupees you vroTated 
Procurement Policy of Government of Pakistan of PPRA Rule 12 Sub para 1 
& 2. Rule 22 Para 1 & 2, Rule 28, Rule 31 & Rule 39.

She added an extra member in purchase committee withcutlapprova! and 
did not obtain signature on each page of the comparative statement from the 
members of Purchase Committee. Constituted Technical Committees of 
non-technical persons.
^ou nominated Dr. Rooh-ul-Ala.WMO Khy^rvide' fetter'No. fTno 
13 POP/7761-65 dated 17-05-2013 but obtained signature from Dr. Naila 
Wadood AD PWD on comparative statement of purchase committee without 
lawful authority.
Failed to maintain proper store record as per instructions contained al p^^^ 
148, 149, 151 & 152 ofGFR.

Received misbranded medicines in term of Drug Labeling Packing Rule 
1956 & Section 23(1) a iii Drug Act 1976.
Violated ToR No. 4 of tender by not entering into an agreernent with the 
suppliers and depositing 10% amount as security from the successful 
bidders.

Received millions of rupees from State Bank in cash and rnade cash 
payment to the suppliers before completion of delivery. (Delivery not yet 
completed).

Violated Para 117 CPWD Code and Para 6.51 a Hand Book for SDO~20d3^ 
and made payment before obtaining report from Drug Testing Laboratory of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Ignoring MCC Ust and made purchase from unknown compaTiie^anT 
violated the instruction / Notification of Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
vide No. 1676-1926/MCC dated 22-12-2011.

Violated office procedure as per para 35C and 38 of the SecretarTaL Manual 
(Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) by submitting file to higher authority (Secretary) 
directly._______

(a)
'h

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

(h)

(i)

(j)

Conld... Page-2
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f S.No of Charge Text of Charge
That you purchased the following 10 No’s medicines 
declared sub-standard / spurious and manufacturer of 
unknown in which food supplements is in bulk.

Capsules Active C, B.No. Nil.
Tablets Ascorbic Acid, B. No. 725.
Tablets Rumin 400mg, B. No. 1111.
Infusion Azogyl. B. No. SL 04.
Tablets Folic Acid 5mg, B. No. 41 
Tablets Biprim-DS, B. No. 276.
Tablets Rumin-400 (ANKAZ Pharmex Pvt Ltd 
Inj. Diazepam (S,J&G Fazal Elahi. Pvt. Karachi).
Inj. Dexone (Uni-Tech Pharmaceutical Pvt. Ltd. Karachi Pakistan) 
Food Supplement (Milko Max).

Made procurement of Millions of rupees by giving tender to family 
and extended undue favour and give benefit to nears and dears.

(k)\m^

which have been 
some of which are

I.
II
Hi.
IV.
V.
VI.
vil.
viii.
IX.
X.

(I)
members

4-charges as proved'^^''^ Committee finalized its report and determined the following

S.Noi of Charges Text of Charges Proved
She added an extra member in purchase committee without approval. She 
did not obtain signature on each page of the comparative statement from the 
members of Purchase Committee and constituted technical 
non-technical members.
She nominated Dr. Rooh-ul-Ala Woman MedicaTofficer KhybeTAgency as 
member but obtained signature from Dr. Naila Wadood Assistant Direct 
comparative statement of purchase committee without lawful authority.

medicines in term of DF^i^Iabeling Packing Rule 
1956 & Section 23(1) a in Drug Act 1976.

She violated TOR No.4 of Tender by not enterin^into an agreement with the
suppliers and depositing 10% amount as security from the successful 
bidder._____
She received- millions of rupe^s^from State “B^"in"^^“^nd made c’^h 
payment to the supplier before completion of delivery of medicines.
Made procurement^fcnrofTupees by givin^nder to family 
and extended undue favour and give benefit to near and dears.

Violation of Procurement Policy of Government of Pakistan of PPRA Rule.

Declaration of 4/5 medicines being food as sub-
standard/spurious.

(b)

I
committee of

(■=) >
or on

(e)

(f)

(g)

(I)
members

(a)
Partially Proved

(K)
Partially proved

5-

Personal Hearing to the said Deputy Director on 14-05- 
2015 to defend herself/comment on the findings of .the report (already 
communicated to herein writing). She failed to defend the allegations.

M i-r V i? powers as Appointing/Competent Authority vide
5 ^° PS/C-ll/52-1/4192-4202 dated 20-08-2010, the Governor Khyber

akhtunkhwa in his capacity as the Competent Authority, on the basis of inquiry has
Dismissal from Service on the accused officer under 

Rule-4 (b)-(iv) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 
Discipline) Rules 2011.

6-

Servants (Efficiency &

"^TESi
Contd...Page-3
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Foregoing in view the above, Dr. Lai Zari (BS-18) Deputy Director 
jrr Population Welfare Officer (FATA) is “Dismissed from Service” with immediate 

effect.

7-

\

By the Orders of Governor Khyber Pakthunkhwa 
(COMPETENT AUTHORiTY)

DatedAL/5/2015
Copyto:-

1. Military Secretary to Governor Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
2. Principal Secretary to Governor Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
3. ,Secretary A,l&C Department FATA Secretariat
4. Director Health Services (FATA)
S.i^Additional Accountant General (PR) Sub Office Peshawar
6. ' Deputy Director Population Welfare (FATA)
7. Section Officer (Estab), A,I&C Department FATA Secretariat
8. All Agency Population Welfare Officers
9. PS to Additional Chief Secretary FATA Secretariat
10. Individual concerned

i

K'
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TOy-

The Honorable Governor Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

(through proper channel)

SUBJECT: REVIEW/ DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE 
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 21.5.2015 WHEREBY 
MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE
WAS IMPOSED ON THE APPELLANT

R.SHEWETH:

Most humbly appellant begs to submit as under:

ON FACTS:

That the appellant was' initially inducted/ appointed in the 
Department of Population Welfare FATA as Woman Medical 
Officer (BPS--17) vide Notification dated 27.7.2006 on the 

recommendation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public

1-

proper 
Service Commission.

That after appointment the appellant submitted her charge 
report and started performing her duty as Woman Medical 
Officer (BPS-17) in the Department of population Welfare 
FATA quite efficiently and up to the entire satisfaction of her 

superiors.

That due to- excellent record of service and being senior 

most employee of the population welfare Department 
the appellant was promoted to the post of Deputy Director 
Population Welfare'. Department FATA 
recommendation of Departmental promotion committee vide
Notification dated .

Thafduring service as Deputy Director in the Department of 
■Population Welfare FATA the appellant performed her duty 
quite efficiently and up to the entire satisfaction of her 
superiors. That inspite:', of inexperience to her new job 
description the appellant performed her duty with all zeal 

^ Ind zest. That it is very pertinent to mention that the
- appellant was awarded best performance certificate . by the 
then Prime Minister of Pakistan Mr. Yousaf Raza Gilani in the
year 2007-08.

5- That appellant while sei-ving as Deputy Director Population 

welfare FATA a charge sheet and statement of allegation

3-
FATA

theon

4-

c,' }
f! vjI
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were issued to her ; on the basis of an anonymous/ 
pseudonymous compliant/ letter. That in the said charge 
sheet and statement of allegation a plethora of charges/ 
allegations were leveled against the appellant which are as 

under:

While procuring medicines of millions of rupees you 
violated the procurement policy of Government of 
Pakistan PPRA.

You added an extra'member in purchase committee with 
out approval and did not obtain signature on each page 
of the comparative statement from the members of 
purchase committee. Constituted technical committee of 
non technical persons.

You nominated Dr. Rooh Ullah WMO Khyber dated 
17.5.2013 but obtained signature from dr. Naila WadOod 
AD PWD on comparative statement of purchase 

committee without lawful authority.

Failed to maintained proper store record as per 
instruction contain at Para 148, 149, 151 & 152 GFR.

■ Received misbranded medicine in term of drug labeling 

packing Rule 1956 & Section 23 of Drug Act 1976.

Violated TOR No.4 of tender by entering into an 
agreement with the suppliers and depositing 10% amount 
as security from the successful bidders.

Received millions of Rupees from state Bank in cash and 
made cash payment to the suppliers before completion of 
delivery.

Violated Para 117 CPWD code and Para 6.51 a Fland Book 
for DDO 2003 and made payment before obtain report 
from Drug testing laboratory of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Ignoring MMC List and made purchase from unknown 
companies and violated the instructions of Government of 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Violated office procedure as per Para 35 C and 38 of the 

secretariat manual by submitting file to higher authority.

That you purchased the 10 numbers of medicines which 

been declared sub standard/ spurious and 
manufacturer of some of which are unknown in which 

food supplements is in bulk.

(0-

(ii)-

(iii)

(iv)

(V)

(Vi)

(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

Cx)

(xi)
have



'
(xii) Made procurement of millions of rupees by giving tender 

to family members and extended undue favor and give 
benefits to nears and dears.

That in response to the above mentioned plethora of 
baseless allegations/ charges the appellant submitted her 
reply in detail along with documentary evidence and denied 
the allegations which have been leveled against her.

6-

That inspite of clarifying her position with documentary 
proofs Your good self issued the impugned Notification vide 
dated 21.5.2015 whereby major penalty of Dismissal from 
service was imposed on the appellant without conducting 
factfinding and regular,Departmental inquiries In the matter.

That appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned 
Notification dated 21.5.2015 issued by your good self 
against the appellant filed this Review/ Departmental appeal 
before your good self inter alia on the following grounds.

7-

8-

GROUNDS:

A- That the impugned Notification dated 21.5.2015 issued by 
your good self against the appellant by im.posing major 
penalty of Dismissal from service on the appellant is against 
the iaW/ facts^ norms of natural justice and materials on the 
record hence not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B- That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with 
law and Rules on the subject noted above and as such 
Article 4 and 25 of the constitution of Pakistan 1973 has 

■ been violated while issuing the impugned Notification dated 

21.5.2015.

C- That the procurement committee was constituted under the 
chairman ship of Secretary Social Sector Department FATA 
along with seven members including the appellant meaning 
thereby that all the members are equally responsible for the 

irregularities/ flaws if any in the proceedings but in this case 
the appellant have been made scape goat to save the skin of 

• high ups who are actually responsible for' the said 

_■ irregularities/ flaws.

D- That before the separation of the population Welfare 
Department FATA from the Health Directorate of FATA the 

^9 t^ purchase of medicines for the population welfare
Department were used to be made by the Health 

Department as this Department by the FATA secretariat was 
administratively attached to that Department but after



separation it was for the first time that the procurement of 
medicines for population welfare set up was made by the 
population welfare Directorate meaning thereby that all the 
members of the procurement committee were inexperienced 
except the Secretary Social sector. That it was the sole 
responsibility of the high ups to nominate the well 
experienced members for the procurement committee.

That in the whole case the authorities has been failed to 
prove/ establish any of the allegations against the appellant 
but inspite of that your, good self issued the impugned 
Notification dated 21.5.2015 against the appellant 
violation of the principle of natural justice.

That the comparative list prepared by the purchase 
committee, the specification and quantification of the 
medicines as per requirement of the various agencies and 
recommendations for issuance of the supply order was the 
domain of technical committee and the appellant does not 
come within the picture of this entire process.

G- That the action has been taken by the authorities against 
■ the appellant on the basis of an anonymous/ pseudonymous 

letter. That according to the Establishment Code_ an 
anonymous/ pseudonymous complaint/ letter if any received 

against the civil seivant should straight away be thrown in to 
the dust bin and'no action should be taken on such like 
complaints but in this case the appellant has been severely 
punished by imposing major penalty of Dismissal from
service.

That the appellant has been discriminated by the authorities 
because the high ups who are actually responsible for the 
irregularities ■ have-been exonerated but the appellant has 

been made scape goat without any fault on her part.

That no fact finding inquiry has been conducted in the 
matter which is mandatory before the initiation of 
Departmental inquiry against the civil servant.

That no opportunity of cross examination has been provided 

to the appellant and as such all the proceedings have been 

conducted and finalized at the back of appellant.

E-

in

F-

H-

I-

J-

That no regular inquiry has been conducted before issuing 
impugned Notification dated 21.5.2015 against the 

^ ^^ppellant which is as per Supreme Court Judgments is 

necessary/ compulsory in punitive actions against the 

appellant.

K-

/{}
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That the appellant seeks permission to advance other 

grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is therefore mostTumbly requested that on acceptance 
of this Review/ Departmental appeal the impugned Notification 
dated 21.5.2015 may very kindly be set aside and the appellant 
may very kindly be re-instated with all back benefits. Any other 
relief which your good self deems fit that may also be awarded 

in favour of the appellant. -

L-

.!

Dated: 25^*^ of May 2015

appellant:•' I

;
I

LAL ZARI, EX: DEPUTY DIRECTOR PWD FATA, 
R/0 Sector N-1, House No.4, Street No.l, 

Phase-IV, Hayat Abad Peshawar.

.1

*
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GOVERNOR’S SECRETARIAT, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

No. SO-
Dated: 10-08-2015

o

.die Ad.ditiona.1 Chief Secretary (FATA) 
FATA Secretariat, Warsak Road 
Peshawar ’

IplMMZJMm^RCHASE OF

Dear Sir,

1 am directed to refer the subject noted above and 

review against the impugned order dated 21.

to to state
that appeal Ibr

5.2015 by
Welfare Department FATA has

been rejected by the Governor Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
--1

Yours faithfully,

{Shama Niamat)
Section Offieer-ICopy to:

j PS to Governor Khyber I’akhttjnkhwo
A “ lyAri “ Governor Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
AtCG'’ Director Population Welfare Departhient

—■V. Ha^ain:

-

SS&h OffiSm
^ i tv- •*-»■

- V

■I'-u-tt?:;



VAKALATNAMA

..N THE COURT OF

—_______ OF 2015

(APPELLANT)
_(PLAINTIFF)
(PETITIONER)

VERSUS

(RESPONDENT)
(DEFENDANT)

OiLI/V/e,
Do hereby appoint and constitute NOOR MOHAMMAD 

KHATTAK, Advocate, Peshawar to appear, plead, act, 
compromise, withdraw or refer, to arbitration for me/us as 

rriy/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, 

without any liabiiity for his default and with the authority to 

'engage/appoint any other Advocate Counsel on my/ogr cost. 
I/we authorize the said. Advocate to deposit, withdraw 

receive on my/our behalf all sums and amounts payable 

deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.

and
or

Dated. 1_____/2015

CLIENT

ACOEPTED
NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK 

(ADVOCATE)

OFFICE:
Room No.l, Upper Floor,
Islamia Club Building, Khyber Bazar, 
Peshawar City.

' Phone: 091-2211391 

Mobile No.0345-93831.41
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 976/2015

AppellantDr. Lai Ion, Ex-Deputy Director .......

Versus
Additional Chief Secretary (FATA) & Others Respondents

Para wise Reply/Comments on behalf of respondent No. 1, 3, 4 & 5.

Respectfully Sheweth;

Preliminary objections

1. That the appellant has no cause of action/locus standi to tile the 

present appeal.

2. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the 

instant appeal.

3. That this Honorable Service Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to 

entertain the instant appeal.

4. That the instant appeal is bad for Mis-Joinder & Non-Joinder of 

necessary parties.

5. That the present appeal is barred by law.

6. That the present appeal is baddnOts ■ present form, hence not . 

maintainable and liable to be dismissed.

7. That, the appellant had concealed the material facts from this 

Honourable Tribunal.

^7
7^

:?•

ON FACTS

r11. Pertains to record.

2. Pertains to record.

3. Pertains to record.

4. Incorrect, needs proof.

5. Correct, as per rules proper charge sheet was issued to the 

appellant.and all the^ allegation in the charge were proved after 

proper inquiry hence the appellant was found guilty. (Copy of 

Inquiry report is attached as Annex-A)

6. Correct to the extent of reply but the reply submitted was found 

unsatisfactory as all the charges were proved against the 

appellant.

7. Incorrect, after thorough.Jnvestigating the charges and the reply 

submitted by the appellant through a proper inquiry cdmmittee, ‘
- j.

the appellant was found guilty and was dismissed from service by 

the competent authority.

i ■

■i



(2)' 'f3<a%
8. Correct.

9. No comments

ON GROUNDS

A. Incorrect, the impugned notification is according to law norms 

of justice and material on record hence tenable and is not 

liable to be set aside.

Incorrect, all the codal formalities were adopted while issuing 

the impugned notifications hence no violation of Article-4 & 25 

of the Constitution of Pakistan 1973 was made.

Incorrect, appellant has been proved responsible for the 

same.

Correct, that Health Directorate FATA was making all the 

purchases for the Population Welfare Department FATA but 

not such like incident arose. The appellant admitted that all 

the members of purchase committee are inexperience in this 

field, the appellant found a chance to take benefit from 

inexperience-ship of the members. Moreover, the appellant 

admitted in the facts that on excellent record of service the 

appellant was promoted to the post of Deputy Director 

Population Welfare Department FATA, which does not show 

that the appellant was inexperience.

Incorrect, as stated above all the allegation leveled on the 

'appellant were properly been proved and after fulfilling all the 

codal formalities the impugned notification was issue by the 

competent authority which does fall within the violation of 

natural justice.

Incorrect, the appellant intentionally removed herself from the 

picture of technical committee for to receive a clean chit in 

the end which show malafide on the part of the appellant. 

Incorrect, major penalty of dismissal from service has been 

issued, affer proper inquiry in which the charges were proved 

against the appellant.

Incorrect, no discrimination has been made as stated above 

the appellant itself admitted that the member 

inexperience for which the appellant took proper benefit of 

their inexperience-ship.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

were

V.'-

s.

(ft



(3)
4 I. Incorrect, all the codal formalities were properly adopted after 

that major penalty was imposed on the appellant.

Incorrect, hence denied as the appellant has attached the 

reply of the show cause with the appeal which clarities that 

nothing was finalized at the back of the appellant.

K. Incorrect, as properly explained in the above paras.

That the respondents also seeks permission to advance other 

grounds and proofs at the time of arguments.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal devoid of 

merits/legal footing, may be dismissed with cost.

J.

L.

Director P^ulation Welfare (FATA),
FATA Secretariat, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 05

Secref&ry[Finance),
FATA Secretariat, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 04

SECRETARY
Social Sectors Department (FATA) 

FATA Secretariat, Peshawar 
Respondent No. 03

Additional C ^iet Secretary (FATA)
FATA SeCTetariat, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 01

.-fA
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ENQUIRY REPORT

INQUIRY INTO SUVPI-'Y O;? rviISB},lANBF:ljSubject:

ORfiFR OF INQUIRY'

a two members enquiryOn approval of the competent aiv:hority
Mr. Sikand ir Qayvunr, Secretary Finance, FATA and

.V

■V

committee comprising of 

Mr. Shakeel Qadir, Sccrctary.I.aw & Order, FA i A Secretariat was constituted for 

Misbranded Medicines” under ttieconducting “Inquiry into supply oi
Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011. Administration,Government

Infrastructure and Coordination Department, FA TA, Secretariat through letter No. 

FS/E/100-98(Inq-Medicines)/159i3-15 dated 17/10/2014 (Anncxurc-1) notified 

Charge sheet and statement of allsgations to the accused, officer 

.the Admiivstratior!, Tnfrastnicttve and Coordination

1: •'/•

the committee, 

was also scr/ed by 

Department on the same da) .

-r
>*.

The subject inquiry is again.it Dr. f.al Zari, the then Deputy Director, 

Direci;oratc (PWD) (Under. Suspension) FA'fA Secretariat,.
2.

f Population Welfare 

• Peshawar.

CHARGES

sheet and statement of allegationsAs per contents of the charge3.
(Aririexure 2 & 3) the accused officer Dr. Lalzan while posted as Deputy Directoi

FATA commirted fehowing in'egularities in■ Population Welfare Directorate
medicines duang Financial Yeai 20i2-'E.h“procurement oi

of ’‘■ Tliohs of rupees; she violated thea. While procuring med^ednes
Procurement Policy of Government bf Pakistan of PPRA Rule 12 SubA-

; .!•
Para I & 2, Rule 22 Par a 1 & 2, Rule 31 & Ruk 

b. Increased member of purctiase committee without approval and did 

not obtain signature on each page of tlie Comparative Statement from
Pagelof934f-'

•■j.

■ XI•;
/

1(/
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the members of Purchase Committee and constituted Technical 

. Committee of non-teclmical persons.

-'c: She nominated Dr. Rpob Ullah. WMO Khyber vide letter No.

■ F.Nol(iy2012-13/POP/7761-6.5 dated 17-05-2013 but obtained

signature from Dr. Naila Wadood AD PWD 

statement of purchase committee without lawful authority, 

y d. Failed to maintain proper store record as per instructions contained at

■: , Para 148, 149, 151 & 152 ofGFR.

e. Received misbranded medicines in term of, Drug Labeling Packing 

Rule 1956 & Section 23(1) a iii Drug Act 1976,

f. Violated ToR No. 4 of Tender by not entering into an agreement with . 

. the suppliers and depositing 10% amount as security from the
. successful bidders.

g. Received millions of rupees from State Bank in cash and made cash 

payment to the suppliers before completion of delivery. (Delivery not
: yet completed).

iX Violated Para 117 CPWD Code and Para 6.51 a Hand Book for DDO . , 

2003 and made payment before obcainirig report from Drug Testing 

Laboratory of Khyber Paklitunkhwa.

Ignoring MCC List and made purchase from unknown companies and 

violated the mstruction / Notitication of Government of Khybe 

Pakhtunkhwa void No. 1676-1926/MCC dated.22-12-2011.

; j. Violated office procedure as per para 35C and 38, of the SecretDriat, 

Manual '(^CPFl) by submitting file to higher authority (Secretary), 
directly.

k. That you purchased the following .10 No’s medicines which have 

been declared sub-standard / spurious and manufacturci of some of 

which unknown in which food supplements i.s in bulk, 

i; Capsules Active C, B. No. Nil. 

ii. Tablets Ascorbic Acid, B. No. 725.

on comparative

'/'

V'

VI\1

r

Page 2 of 9if

■

7: . N

r‘.:—'



i :•
!

. i
U-'Sr-m iii. Tablets Rumin400mg, B. No. 1:111.

iv. Infusion Azogyl, B. No. SL 04,'

V, Tablets Eolic Acid omgj B. No. 41.

Vi. Tablets Biprim-DS, B. No. ,276.

vii. : Tablets Rumin-400 (ANKAZ Pbarmex Pvt, Ltd).
viit Inj. Diazepam (.S,J&(3FazalEiahi, Pvt. Karachi). :

ix, Inj. Dexone (Uni-Tech. Pharmaceutical Pvt. Ltd, Karachi, 

Pakistan).

. X.: Food Supplement (Miiko Max).

1. Made procurement of Millions-, o:f rupees by giving tender to family 

members and extended undue favoiir and gave benefit to riears and

;

• ■

1

)
i

iV •

dears. >•

CORRESPQNPENCK

Adniinistration, Infrastructure and Coordination. Department, FATA 

Secretariat served the charge sheet and statement of allegations on the accused 

officer vide letter No. FS/E/100-98(Inq-Meds.cines)/15910-12 dated 17-10-2014 

(Annexure-4), The charge sheet and statement of allegations was sensed again by 

the Enquiry Committee vide letter No.. PS/FS/FATA/l-7/Inq: File/2014. dated 

21/10/2014 (Annexurc-5) with the direction to the accused officer to submit her 

written reply by 28^ October, 2014 and also asked if she desired to be heard in 

person. Vide same letter, Administrarion, Irmastructoe and Coordination 

Department was also asked to depute departmental representative, who shall, assist 

the committee and produce the record. Accordingly vidd . letter No. FS/E/100- 

98(Inq-Medicines)/16939-40 dated 29iT0/2014, Adirdnistration, Infrastructure and 

Coordination Department (Annexure-6) deputed Nlr. Alimed Khan (BS-18) 

Deputy Secretary (Services) as departmental representative. Accused officer vide 

letter No. PS/FS/FAT/v/i-7/Inq: Fiie/2014 dated 29/10/2014 (Annexure-7) was 

asked to appear before, the inquiry committee on 05^^^ November, 2014.

■. ' Page 3 of 9^-:
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' bepartmental representative, submitted the comments of the department on 06* 

I November 2014 aiong-with certain additional documents. Enquiry committee vide 

letter No. PS/FS/FATA/l-7/Inq: File/2014 dated 26* November, 2014 

(Anncxurc-8) requested Administration, Infrastructure and Coordination 

Department to extend submission of inquiry report-by two weeks.

1:-
F-. •

I

■t :

I BACKGROUND

E '• The District Administration Peshawar on 28-08-2013 along-with 

Drug Inspector and Media Team raided the w^arehouse of Population Directorate 

FATA situated at Abshar Colony Warsak Road, Peshawar and seized some drugs. 

The District Administration Peshawar also requested FATA Secretariat to probe 

1: into the matter. A fact finding inquiry committee was constituted by the Social

Sector Department FATA on 30/10/2013. On the recommendation of the fact 

finding inquiry committee, Secretary Social Sector Department submitted case to 

the Governor’s Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in his capacity as competent authority for 

initiating disciplinary proceeding against, the accused. The competent authority 

was pleased to order suspension of the accused officer and was served with charge 

sheet and statement of allegation. The competent authority ordered constituting of 

an inquiry committee under the Khyber Pakhtunlchrva Government Servants 

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 to probe into the allegations leveled against 
the officer and submit report within 30 days.

5.■ i:-V •
• ■ f ;iIh

?

•r-;.

i:

6. An inquiry committee iinder the Khyber Paidhtunlchwa Government 

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 vide Social Sector Department 

FATA Secretariat, Notification No.FS/SO(II)/SSD/l-9/2014/739-46 dated 

19/03/2014 to probe into the charges leveled in the charge sheet and statement of 

allegation, against Dr. I.alzari Deputy Director Pcpulation Welfare Directorate 

FATA. The inquiry committee submitted its report and recommendation on 15*

i.

K •
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I
. However, competent auiliority ordered denovo inquiry under E & D

1; : Rules. Hence instant inquiry committee constituted.
■ -May, 2014

t TINOUTRY PROCEEDINGS / FINDINGS,

During the; inquiry proceedings (Anncxurc-9). detailed reply of the 

accused officer to the charge sheet (Anncxure-lO), comments of the departmental

the reply of the accused officer (Anncxure-11),
■'

representative to
examinatipn/cross examination of; the accused officer (Anncxure-12),•... -t-y.

Mr. Fakhre Alam Store:| departmental representative and twe other witnesses ii.e.
. 4:; Keeper (AnnexureTl3), Mr.Rashid, Account Assistant {Annexure-14) on

.
06.11.2014, 13.11.2014, 17.11.2014 and 19.li.2014 respectively, were carefully 

considered. Relevant documents and all other available record, information 

gathered from other sources tlirough discussion / explanations were carefully

•f"
y

!• examined:

The above deliberations lead us to establish the following facts:-

^ Advertisement for the purchase of medicines was given without 

availability of the finds,
After separation of Population Welfare Directorate, fromi the Health 

Directorate, this was .the first piurchase of the medicines by the 

divectotditt(referii>Annex-IO); ,
: > Dfepartmenthad very limited professional capacity. : '

> .PPRA rules have not been extended to FATA yet through

; ■ administrative ..notification of the AI&C Eiepartrnent FATA it is

followed in FATA (Anhcxirre-15); '

> In violation of PPRA rules, date of tendering opening and last date of 

. sul^mission are different {refer to Annex-12yj

• ti- ; .

f..
• r

i

i.
.'■i

-(-

■F." •
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. ■' F
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% .E.-
.Vajid & Company and Hasir^ SoxiJ- bids were initially rejected as 

c ill deposit was not submitted;

> "N Mjid & Company and Nasir & .Soiis were later recalled on direction 

0 f the accused officer and there bids were, accepted;

. > I y . virtue of being the head of the Directorate, accused officer was the

: S ecretary of the Purchase Committee (re/c/*

. . > C o-opted additional members were added on the verbal orders 

without taking formal approval or any notification

> Only last page of the comparative statement was signed by the 

members (Annexiire-l6);'

> The Chairman of the Committee did ask the accused officer to get 

Oach page 'of comparative statement signed from each member but 

was not done (refer to Annex-J2);

> LHVs and Female Welfare Workers aie skilled persons but are not 

competent to determine the quality of the iricdicincs (refer ioAnnex-

p' ■ ?

if.

i:

i2);

The' accused officer on her own asked Dr. Naiila Wadood, Assistant 

; Direchress Population Welfare Directorate, to sign the comparative 

statement . of the Purchase Cornmlttce dnstekd of Dr.Roohullah 

: without any approval or proper notification (r:/er/oA/ineA:-i2); .

> The Store Keeper was directed by accused officer to take all the 

medicines bn stock:
1/6^ of the. medicines were not supplied;:

Supplied medicines were of different Kvands and names as against the 

brands and dames in the sdpply order (Anneicu.rc-17);

Local medicines v/ere delivered against the approved multi-national 

brands/medicines; .

There were, shortcomings / mistakes in the comparative statement 

(refer to Annex-12) ; v -

> Many medicines were not labeled;

■ L- ■
>• ■

t. ■ i:

?• '
•it..r-:

•i;-

t'

>
•ii
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. •

1^' obtained from the successMKK" : > .10% amount ^ security was not

supplier;
Cheques were prepared by the Population Welfare Directorate on the

Additional. Accountant General 

.the name of the

>
A'-

vendor’s number of the supplier.
(PR),' Sub , Office. Peshawar issued cheques .in

m::' Drawing & Disbursing Ofiicer; ■ , ' i .’ .'—
accused officer directed the Accountant to draw and keep the 

cash in his custody. Tlie accused officer personally made foil payment 
supplier despite the fact tiiat tv/o, items were not supplied

'1 It: ' ■

■ tr ■:■■■• ■

■I-

> The

to the
(refer to Anncx~14');

> Bills submittedto the AGPR (PRX Sub Officb Peshawar carried the 

approved names / nomenclature of all the medicines, but payment has 

been received for local medicines;
The CPWD code is not applicable on the purchase of medicines;

No written iristtuctions. are available to make it mandatory that the 

Tihent for the medicines- shall be made after obtaining report from

i:-..

m I'II .•I ■'

'mIII
■Vf-: ■

bv-'
W- ■

■

w ■■lb

. >

Id T >
t ■\ i;'

the Dnig Testing Laboratory;
> . No separate list of MCC IS maintaineja for FATA;

Province has also discontinued practice of purchasing medicines 

through MCC list;
Most of the supply is of the local companies instead of international 

reputed companies (refer to Annex-17)
> . The files were directly submitted to the Secretary in his capacity as

Chairman to ensure secrecy;
5=^ 4/5 medicines were declared slib-standara / spurious. (Annexurc-l8),

Food, supplement has been declared as substandard, by PCSIR
L

Laborato^ (Anncxure-19);

>■ The^pfiricipal supplier is accused officer’s brother and his brother-im

:L'. •
f, >

>' •

9.

II -b ■
.:V"f

•>V . ;, '"t.

i.
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The financial. Statement of the supplier is not very encouraging

(Annexure-20);
> Stofes' are still sealed and many 

rest would be expiring soon;
M^or irregularities in opeihhg of terid^^^^

>

medicines life would be expired and

• rl

i-.v ■. -

rHARGE SPECIFIC ANALYSIS

established above facts, charge specific analysis is as under:Having8. ■i

|i|. .'■■■ :Xharge (a),

Though legally speaking PPRA. rules have not been adopted yet these 

fata through Administrative Notification issued 

. Ihis fact was in the loiowledge of the accused officer

T

■'V:| '■ have been made applicable in
• .V'.-

. by the AI&C Departnient 
but she did not bother to consult these rules before going for the purchases etc. It 

the accused officer’s, being the head of ihe directorate, responsibility to

site With the technical ^sistance of

’-•Ir

.• ■

a was
upload the advertisement bn the FA.TA web 

the Directorate of information FATA which she did'not. Dates of tender openm<^

different which is against, the spirit ot the rules.

c*'.

4-- o •

and last date of submission are 

Shrugging away the responsibility on
committee does not absolve , the accusedbfficer of her responsibility, being the

the otlier senior members of the purchase

I

head of the Directorate and Secretary of the pTirbhase committee.
•I;

Hence this charge is partially proved•'i
■4;'
f

Charge (b), ;
■

i

The aceused officer co-opted additional members on the verbal
. She substitutedorders. She neither got the fonnal approval nor notified the same

Ail. Members sio;ned only the last page of theofficers/officials on her own accora
comparative statement and despite; being asked by the Chairman of the piuchase

I - committee that each paper;of the comparative statement shall be sighed by all the
Page 8 of 9^r
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V

'. « .

Members. she':did not/because.:shc herSelf admitted ;that there were many 

deficiencies in, the comparative statement and more so she forgot due to load of 

official work. She being the head of the Directorate had;the responsibilities to 

ensure that whatever is put up to the Chairman of the Committee or Members, all 

codal formalities are completed. Lady Health Visitors (LHVs) and Female Welfare 

Workers (FWWs) are considered to be trained /skilled persons- only to prescribe 

certain very basic medicines but .are certainly not qualified to determine the quality 

of the medicines; one of the major TOR of the technical committee 

determine of the quality of the medicines. Thus, these officials 

to be members of the Technical Committee. /

W:

U'y

I/'/
%•

. t:'
%-

1/
was to

were not competent

Hence charge is proved.
: r

Charge (c).

/.'•c The reply of the accused officer to ask Dr. Naila Wadood, Assistant 
Director, Population Welfare Department to be part of the .Purchase Committee is 

not maintainable because any such Change would, require due approval of the 

competent authority followed by a proper Notification. The adopted method 

warranted.
is un- .

0-

Hence charge is proved
V.

Charge(d)•-

, The accused officer did ask the Store Keeper to take all the medicines
’ 1* '

stock. However, admittedly of the medicineson v.'ere not supplied. More so
medicines supplied by thd supplier were of the brands / names of the medicines.i*

which were different'from the supply, .orders sheet 1, .2 3. Mr. Fakhire Alam, 

Store Keeper denied any blaclgnailing, however, the accused officer did admit that 

since she had committed follies / mistakes of which Mr.Fakhre Alam, Store
Keeper was taking advantage. She ;piayea two audio: clips of the conversation '

t
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• , 'fi^'
t. «:

..; -fc .
f

between Mr.Fakhre Alam, StorC:Kecper and the supplier (would require forensic 

examination which is beyond the scope of this Inquiry Committee). Before the 

Inquiry Committee she admitted that the medicines being supplied by the supplier 

of not the nomenclature a}?prpvedj but the formula is the same and 

manufactured by the local companies instead of multi nationals which certainly 

raises the question on the quality of the medicines;

Hence charge is not proved

■V
J

b :

[:• are

t-
■ i;

■ • • b ■

• i-

{•.;
Charge (e)

:

•\ccused Officer contested tliat few items were certainly, not labeled 

i . but this does not mean that these .were sub-standard. Argument admitted but it was 

only once.thc whole issue came into lighuthat it was observed and supplier readily 

agreed to bring the stamp and label such medicines (couldn’t be done as store was 

sealed). Had this not happened then medicine would-have been supplied as such

V‘

'

Hence charge is proyed

Charge (i),

, In her written reply tbou^^shc. adrriits that she had not entered in an 

agreement with the supplier for depositing 10% amount as security, and states that^ 

this was not exclusively her responsibility, which is not maintainable as she being - 

. the head, of the Directorate, was to ensure that all minute details arc checked .and 

' rectified. Other Mcnabers being from different departments cannot be expected to 

have access to all the information which, is readily available to the directorate; 

hence, the accused officer cannot absolve herself from this responsibility..

'Hence charge is proved.»,

Charge (g)

No argument can justify-the handling'.of cash for one Of the Other 

reason. Drawing tiie money in cash and-niaieng payments to the supplier, raises

Page 10 of 9t/
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^;.!^estion

• ■•.f

oftransparency and fairness; comraon .practice does not necessarily mean ,
••■-3

¥^'y-
is a correct practice. The AGPR (Suh Office) Peshawar may be involved im

^^te;?i^uance of the. cheque on the name of Drawing Sc Disbursing Officer (DDO)
m

i^tead of supplier vendor nuihber. But .DDO cannot be exonerated from accepting 

' this .cheque wh she Imcw were supposed to-be issued on to supplier vendor 

.number. She not only accepted .those cheques but asked the Accountant to draw 

and ikeep the cash in his illegal, custody , and . further making the cash payment 

herself to: the supplier with total disregard to financial discipline and prudence. 

I'^f /lfe-Rashid, Account Assistant was simply acting on the directions of his superiors.

It iS; admitted that full paymenf was made to the supplier despite the fact that two 

| ?; .r> minor items (1/6*^ of the supply) were not supplied. This raises the apprehension 

. r © as. if some favour has been extended to the supplier. The argument of the accused 

^ ft officer that she did allthis in good' Tilth because had she not accepted the cash, the 

. money would have lapsed, runs conlrai^^ to all canons of financial principles. It is 

dso proved and admitted that the nonierxlature of the approved medicines were 

also submitted with the bills to AGPIi office, however, prices claimed are of the

mf: '•

U.

••i

|v:;local medicines:

■. ■ Hence charge is proved.

Charge (h)
. r

•The CPWD Code has been examined. Generally it is applicable to the 

construction material. Hence it would not be appropriate to refer to it while 

I' purchasing medicines. We., could: not fmd anything in writing; neither the 

department could produce anything in writing which makes it mandatory to make 

the payments, for medicines after obtaining report from , the Drug Testing

I
• -O'.."

^.| . p laboratory.
■ T-'

Hence charge is not proC^ed.f-.

■■ fr".'-

Page 11 of 9l^•T.

1 l

irrvr:.**



•—iwr* r™-—*n'W*.*x.>"<.

I-:'.
i'-:

i?:. f-
Charge (i).

. There is no separate MCC list tbrFATA. Tn the.past when Population

it used to follow the MCCWelMe Department waS' part of the Hnaiih Directorate, 
list of the Province for purchase of medicines, however, purchase of medicines

through MCC list has ,been discontinued in the Province. The medicines supplied
erstwhile MCC list have beenby the supplier and the companies mentioned in

ompared and it has been found that mcstly local conipanies instead of reputed 

h , companies have been selected. However,
c

cannot charge the officer on thiswo

account i.e. not purchasing medicines from the companies mentioned in MCC list.
•g'

Hence charge is not proved.

vh-

. :
i

Charge (j)

■Submitting file to the Secretary direetty does not constitute an offence 

procedure could, always be customized for ensuring quick disposal and prompt 

action. Her argument that she was submitting files directly to the Secretary in his 

capacity .of the Chairman of the Purchase Committee for ensuring secrecy which is 

valid.

!•
I ■■

hi- •asTi;;
• 'i' ■

i

j.1

■ • ii.
■ '.Hi Hence charge is not proved..

I

Charge (k),
•■r

The record shows that 4/5 medicines were declared substandard / 

spurious. Notwithstanding the objcctions raised by the accuseii officer on the mode , 

of the collection of samples. It is on .record that the food supplements, which, 

constitutes major bulk of the supply was not up lo the standard. Her arguments that 

the supplier concerned has committed in-written agreement that the drugs supplied 

■ by him, if found not satisfactory at any/stage will be replaced. Ihis argument

• n f
1

V

Page 12 of Sij

■//

»
/ G^-iJ i-1

•t

VS m ■y-
•s:'

iiif,

; •1 •T.-'V-i

■A. A



Im• Vi*

accepted because it leads to an apprehension that if not pointed out 

this enquiry, in the . ordinary course of tiine, these sub-standard medicines

^jwbuldhave been supplied.

V
Hence charge is partially proved.

gv^eharge.O). ,

_ She has admitted tiiat the principal supplier is her brother and his

■ -Jbroi^CT-in-law. She has very validly referred to the constitutional provisioa as well 

:a^ adopted for awarding tire contract.-Yet she ignored the fact that' ■■'4

tfhvbritism and nepotism once established,, vyhole process becomes questionable.

Aii early charges such as rejecting bids due to non^provision of the call depositW-y.

i®^' :t.;,and then recalling and accepting the bids, changing supply Orders twice and thrice, 

.changing composition of the Purchase Committee, accepting misbranded and un

branded medicines and not obtaining 10% security from the successful bidders, 

making cash payments despite the fact that the fall supply was not being made; all 

■if seen individually could be ignored as innocent inadvertent irregularities but once

these are seen through the . prism of this charge it clearly leads to the fact that 

undue favour has been extended in this case. We have also examined.the financial 

statements of the supplier which clearly indi cates, that they never had the capacity 

or past experience to undertake a contract of this magTiitude.

1$

my-::

Hence charge is proved.

' .
Jly -GENERAL ANALYSTS.

Notwithstanding the justifioatio'n and clarification given by the 

accused .officer, the established facts lead us to the conclusion that all this activity 

Sff conducted without adhering to the existing financial rules and regulations.
V«'j • •

yiy Accused officer absolving herself on .the pretext that it was a collective

responsibility, of air the members^ is an effort to vitiate the enquiry. Factually she

Page 13 of'^>;
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®§iank)t parallel herself , with other members, being head of the sponsonng 

f the Purchase Committee. The
a

.v; :

m^^hedorate and acting, thereby, as Secretary , ot
and other senior members do have the responsibility

tity anomalies. Above all,
■ ■ Chairman of the Committeea exercised the same while pointing her . to recg^ahdthey- .'.*0 a as accepting the bids of the supplier without call

,. successful bidder, drawing and
Rniidue'/ ^buir^le actions siich

obtaining 10% security from theI deposh,.hot
pplier; all this benefitted the supplier who 

; her brother and her brothers-in-law. All these
disbursing money personally to the su

^^'^iiiiappens to be the very close relative
actions are certainly unwarranted and consxitute gi'ave niiscon^^ct.

»• ;
t' '

observed that, the- department had little capacity 

head of Directorate. She or her staff were not 

i;.: , well versed with the very basic rules and reflations. Inexperience coupled with 

vested interest has lead to this situation.

It has also ;been

:: because of inexperience officer, as

1
■ i:

m
l»:-^'tONCLUSIONS-..

i.

have come to theX'.'tm--'-''■

Sr---Ti.
W. |i . ^conclusion that “
M I';,.,.:': ■.

In view of above discussion and deiiberations,vWe

Partially proved,Charge “a” and “k” '■■ (i)

mm:,: ■
Proved'Sm (ii) Charge »b”‘

1!'-. If > Not proved.h”. (iii) ,Charge;‘.d” 5

i

it""'
r..

ii f-:'.
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liMrrtMMENDATIQNS
Wt;. cr.—" . . ■ ., '

Inquiry committee

1
I® unanimously recommend.

. Lalzari .(BPS-18), Deputy Director 

; exonerated from the charges
'rhe accused , officer Dr 

ptjVD FATA Secretariat may be e
(i)

' -'T'l: h”V“i”, & “J”;,?• V? “d”,“

Pf:-'- ■’ Sc “1” have: been proved,■e”,.“r, '"g
!<:” have been partially proved, hence

Charges “b ,
whereas charges “a"’

(ii) ?:•

her. Idst of minor / majormajor penalty may be imposed 

speeified in

on
Rule 4(a) . of Government Servants ..' penalties

‘ (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011 (Anncxurc
are

c21);Iby'.''''.'-'

technical committee of doctors/Department to‘constitute a 

technical oMdals, who may de-scal the stores and take, a stock 

and ask the supplier u.e. Wajid fe Company to replace all

misbranded / spurious/ .substandard .drugs with approved drugs

(iii)

X •

extended date of expiry on his own risk.and cost;having
U ■'••'bh' ■

'■f cl ■

V.

r also be blacklistedThe supplier i.e. Wajid & Compan^omay 

and be proceeded criminally under the relevant Drug Act;
(iv)

•1

initiate disciplinary proceedings ./againstDepartment, may 

Mr.Faldire Alam.vStore .ICeeper' and Mr. Rashid,. Account
(V)

Pic .A ,

Government ..Servants (Efficiency &-■m- Assistant under the 

DiscipUne).EuUlcs, 2011;
t
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Accountant General Pakistan Revenue may also be intimated of 

the irregularities at their end and ask fheni to .talee necessary 

legal ./ adminisiTatiVc action against AGPR officials, who. 

replaced supplier vender number with DDO vender number arid 

issued cheques in the name of DDO.

iCjy’i'i7 \ \0
i

ELQADIR] . 
ecretary. Law & Order 

Department, FATA Secretariat, 
Peshawar/Inquiry Officer.

[SIKANDER QAYYUM] 
Secretary,.Finance Department, 
I"ATA Secretai*iat, Peshawar/ 
Inquiry Officer.
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