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BEFORE THE RHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR
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MR. FARRUKH JADOON S/0 ANWAR AHMAD KHAN,
EX-Section Officer [PMS BPS-17), Social Welfare Department, 
Khyber.Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
Resident of Village and Post Office Langra. Tehsil Havelian, District 
Abbottabad. APPELLANT

*v

Versus
4

1. GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA THROUGH THE 

CHIEF SECRETARY,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. CHIEF SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

3. SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT,
I

1974 AGAINST IMPOSITION OF MAJOR PENALTLY
I

UPON THE APPELLANT VIDE NOTIFICATION No.
1

SOE-II(ED) 2 (756)/2017 dated 18.08.2023 ISSUED
i

FROM THE OFFICE OF RESPONDENT NO. 3.
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Ij PRAYER;>•

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned notification No. 
SOE-n(ED]2(756J/2017 dated 18.08.2023 regarding 

imposition of major penalty of "removal from service" 

against the appellant may kindly be set aside and the 

respondents may also be directed to reinstate the appellant 

in service with all back benefits having accrued or accruable 

in appellant's favor since the date of his removal from 

service.

1

Respectfully Sheweth,

The appellant seeks to prefer this appeal with
the submissions as hereinafter follow:-

1. That the Appellant joined Civil Service as Naib Tehsildar 

in February, 2009 and was promoted and inducted in 

Provincial Management Service (PMS] in BPS-17 in due 

course of time. He during his service was posted against 
different posts to serve including the ex-cadre posting as 

Land Acquisition Collector [LAC] for the China-Pakistan
I' '

Economic Corridor, Havelian-Thakot Section [CPEC-HT] 

(for short "The Project") at National Highway Authority 

[NHA] in different times and tenures as enumerated 

herein below:-
a. From July 2016 to February 2018 [First 

Tenure).
b. From November 2018 to July 2019 [Second 

Tenure).
c. From August 2019 to December 2019 [As 

additional charge in parallel with post of 

Additional Assistant Commissioner [Revenue], 

Peshawar] [Third Tenure)

2 ,



) - d. From June - 2020 to February 2022 [As 

additional charge in parallel with the post of 

Assistant to Commissioner [Political and 

Development) Hazara Division, Abbottabad)
[Fourth Tenure);

i %

I

2. That the Appellant has been imposed upon Major Penalty 

of "Removal From Service" under The Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa [Efficiency and Discipline Rules), 2011 for 

issuing Corrigendum for Award No. 14 while the 

Appellant was serving as Land Acquisition Collector 

[LAC) at China-Pakistan Economic Corridor [Havelian- 

Thakot Section), NHA Abbottabad.
3. That fhe appellant during his First Tenure announced 

Award No. 14 for Mauzas Salhad-II/Kokhar Interchange 

in September 2017 based on 1^*^ and 2"^ Land Acquisition 

Folders furnished by NHA.
4. That during Second Tenure of the Appellant, in the 

month of May, 2019, some local land owners whdseland 

had been acquired approached the Appellant and 

concerned quarters in NHA including General Manager of 

the project and others, agitating working of the acquiring 

department on their land without their permission; and 

asked for re-measurements on site and re-possession of 

their land. Furthermore, the acquiring department on 

16* May, 2019 also requested the Appellant for 

acquisition of land coming in the Right of Way [RoW) as 

per 3^^ Land acquisition Folder. It was in these 

circumstances that the Appellant wrote to the Deputy 

Commissioner Abbottabad under intimation to concerned 

quarters in NHA for measurements on spot for addressing 

concerns of the locals who were agitating the trespassing

3



of their land by the acquiring department and to cater for 

additional land as per 3^^ Land Acquisition Folder.
5. That after the measurements and report from the 

concerned Revenue Agency, the Appellant announced 2"^^ 

Corrigendum of Award No. 14 and the same was taken up 

with the acquiring department through noting for 

additional demand of funds accrued under the same. Copy 

of Original Award No. 14; of the 2”^ Corrigendum of 

Award and of the Noting, are annexed respectively 

“Annexure-A. A1 & A2”.
6. That during the Fourth Tenure of the Appellant, the 

acquiring department initiated a probe, on the instance of 

Director [Land], NHA Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, into 

additional; demand of funds as mentioned above; and a 

committee under General Manager M-1, NHA Complex, 
Jallo Burhan, Hassanabdal, District Attock was constituted 

which issued a questionnaire to the Appellant and other 

officers of the Project to explain their positions. The 

Appellant as well as other officers of the Project replied to 

the same but the committee considered only the 

Appellant as guilty for announcement of the impugned 2"^ 

Corrigendum of Award No. 14 and wrote to Respondent 

No. 3 for initiating official inquiry against the Appellant. 
Copy of letter of NHA to Respondent No. 3 is Annexure 

“B".
7. That it was in these circumstances that Respondent No. 

2 on behalf of Respondent No. 1 issued a Notification 

vide No. SOE-II [ED] 2 [756] 2017 dated 14.04.2022 

directing for formal inquiry proceedings against the 

Appellant under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Servants [Efficiency and Disciplinary] Rules, 2011 and 

appointed ; Mr. Tariq Hassan, Secretary Regional

%
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Transport Authority as Inquiry Officer. The Appellant was 

also served with charge sheet and Statement of 

Allegations to be replied to the said Inquiry Officer, which 

was duly answered. Relevant Notification, charge sheet 

with Statement of Allegations, the Appellant's reply and 

that of the Inquiry Report are "Annexure-C. Cl. C2 & 

C3".
8. That Respondent No.l through the office of Respondent 

No. 3 served the Appellant with a Show-Cause Notice vide 

No. SOE-II/2(756) 2017 dated 03.11.2022 along with 

findings only and not the whole inquiry report and the 

Appellant was asked to submit his reply within fifteen 

days of its delivery. Tentatively, “Removal from Service" 

was imposed upon the Appellant. In response, the 

Appellant replied to the show cause notice and requested 

for according personal hearing facility to him to convey 

his point of view. Copies of Show-Cause Notice, and Reply 

of the Appellant are "Annexure D & Dl”.
9.. That following his request, the Appellant was afforded 

with opportunity of personal hearing before Mr. Asghar 

Ali, Secretary Population Welfare, Government of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhawa; and the Appellant replied to all relevant 

queries during the Personal Hearing apparently to his 

satisfaction.
10.That after passage of almost 08 months of the personal 

hearing and 16 months of the initiation of formal inquiry 

proceedings, the Appellant was served with the 

notification dated 18.08.2023 from Respondent No. 1 

through Respondent No. 3 whereby major penalty of 

"Removal from Service", was imposed against the 

appellant. Copy of said notification is "Annexure-E",

>
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11. The Appellant filed a review petition before the 

Respondent No. 1, vide which the Appellant prayed for 

setting aside the impugned Order but same was refused 

vide letter No. SOE-II(ED) 2 (756) 2017/PF, Dated 

31.10.2023, issued from the office of Respondent No. 3 

and received by the Appellant on 2"** of November, 
2023. Copy of review petition and said Letter of rejection 

are "Annexure-F" & F/1.
12. The appellant being reasonably aggrieved from the order 

of removal from service and of rejection of his review 

seeks to challenge the same, inter alia, on the following 

grounds:-

>

GROUNDS

A. That the allegations enumerated in the Statement of Allegations 

served with the Charge Sheet upon the appellant prima facie 

stemmed from a corrigendum in relation to an Award previously 

announced by him as LAC. Such corrigendum was issued by the 

appellant in ...exercise of powers under section 12-A. „Q.f Land 

Acquisition Act, 1894. Accordingly, any clerical or arithmetical 

mistake in the award arising therein from any accidental slip or 

omission may, at any time, be corrected by the Collector either of 

his own motion or on the application of any of the parties. 
Supposedly, the appellant misunderstood the said provision for his 

power to issue the disputed corrigendum, it was a matter in relation 

to an error in interpretation of a statutory provision. The issuing of 

disputed corrigendum not withstanding it erroneousness due to 

misinterpretation of the legal provision could have not warrant for 

initiation of disciplinary action against the appellant until and 

unless same was to have been proved issued for an extraneous 

consideration. So, there was no sufficient to provide any ground(s] 

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants [E&D] Rules,
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2011 for initiation of impugned disciplinary proceedings against the 

appellant by the respondents. As such, the impugned disciplinary 

proceedings as conducted against the appellant and imposition of 

major penalty against him in result thereof are arbitrary, perverse, 
random, erroneous, baseless, unlawful, malafide, against the facts 

and against the law necessitating to be annulled being void ab initio.

%

B. That the inquiry report relied upon in proof of so called charges 

against the appellant is ex facie defective and made out in hit and 

run manner in disregard to the well settled principles of fair trial 
and due process. Thus, the said report was wrongly made basis for 

the impugned action against the appellant in violation of his legal
f ;

and constitutional right.

C. That the impugned inquiry report is self-evident that the Appellant 
was not got properly associated with the inquiry proceedings in 

light of his defenses advanced through his written reply of the 

charge sheet, to the Inquiry Officer; and as such, the appellant has 

been condemned unheard by the .Inquiry Officer in violation...of the 

principles of natural justice and equity. If the Appellant had been 

informed about the inclusion of Mr. Humayun Khan as co-opted 

member being a revenue record expert, the Appellant would have 

objected to his inclusion with valid reasons.

D. That this is an irony of the fate of appellant that failures of the 

departmental representative in production of requisite record were 

counted against the appellant by the Inquiry Officer which is an 

evidence of his inefficiency and lack of the procedural knowledge of 

administrative inquiries beside his malicious conduct against the 

appellant.

E. That the impugned Notification 'says that the Appellant was 

imposed upon Major Penalty of "Removal From Service" on the

7



findings and Recommendations of the Inquiry Officer, however the 

Inquiry Officer/.in spite of the botched up inquiry proceedings, 
recommended for Minor Penalty of withholding promotion for 

three years. This again shows mala fide and ill will on the part of 

the Respondents for punishing the Appellant unjustly.

F. That the allegations as designed in the Statement of Allegations 

stood in need of evidence to be collected by the Inquiry Officer with 

affording of reasonable opportunity of cross-examination of the 

witnesses to the appellant Worst come worst, the Inquiiy Officer 

must have recorded the statement of departmental representative 

as witness of the production of record and also have given 

opportunity of his cross-examination by the appellant The report 

as submitted by the Inquiry Officer is not based on any evidence 

and the same very obviously lacks the compliance with procedural 

requirements for its admissibility against the appellant under the 

facts and law.

G. That it is a matter of fact that the Appellant in defense of the charge 

sheet, after having given detail account of the facts and figures 

about contributory role of concerned quarters in NHA regarding 

necessity of issuing of the corrigendum, pleaded not guilty. So, 
association of the relevant officers of NHA who were instrumental 

in sensitizing the respondents for impugned disciplinary action 

against the appellant, should have been summoned and examined 

by the Inquiry Officer to rebut the reply of the appellant. However, 
the inquiry report is silent as to any such exercise on part of the 

Inquiry Officer. Needless to say that Rule 11 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 provides a 

self-contained procedure to be followed by the Inquiry Officer 

which among others things include the power of the Inquiry Officer 

to examine the witnesses in support of charge or in defense and
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afford the parties with opportunity of cross-examination vice versa. 
The Inquiry Officer in the present case has failed to comply with the 

said legal requirements and denied the right of the appellant to 

cross-examine the witnesses and also of his right to produce the 

witnesses in defence. Thus, the inquiry report on this sole ground is 

not tenable and liable to be annulled. Similarly, all proceedings 

subseqiieht to the inquiry report’and imposition of major penalty 

upon the appellant are unfounded making no room for their 

tenability under the facts and law.

f

H, That the stakeholders in case of the disputed corrigendum were 

the acquiring department (NHA) and the persons whose 

property was acquired due to the said corrigendum. Lest the 

corrigendum was erroneous due to misinterpretation of section 

12-A of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894, it was prerogative of the 

said stakeholders to challenge it before legal forums, if they 

were not interested in it. However, either of the said stakeholder 

did not proceed to challenge the same in accordance with law 

and the same corrigendum still holds the field. Rather, NHA has 

utilized the acquired land under the corrigendum for the 

relevant purpose; and the persons interested in compensation of 

the land have either received the compensation amount or the 

same is withheld by NHA without any fault on their part.

I. That issuing of the disputed corrigendum was not a unilateral 

act of the Appellant. Rather it was meant to foster the cause of 

acquiring department on their initiative and it was a matter of 

collective responsibility for which the appellant was singled out 

otherwise than due course of law.

J. The Appellant, while serving as Land Acquisition Collector for the 

impugned award, was acting as "Arbitrator" between the affected

9
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people and the acquiring department. If an arbitrator takes a wrong 

view of law or fact and decides the case/matter on such 

assumption, the same could be corrected by adopting due process 

of law. The acquiring department (NHA) having never questioned 

the award or corrigendum under due process of law could have not 

proceeded administratively against the appellant in disregard to 

their dwiT conduct of acquiescerice in tlie very corrigendum by 

utilization of the acquired land thereunder without objection.

K. That the appellant clearly pleaded his bonafide and good faith in 

issuing of the disputed corrigendum taken into account for 

disciplinary action against him, and the departmental 

representative could not rebut the said plea of the appellant

L. That the appellant filed review petition before the competent 

authority with solid grounds and expositions; which if considered 

judiciously, would have warranted its acceptance and setting aside 

of penalty imposed upon the appellant with his exoneration from 

the charges. However, the same was dismissed cursorily in hit and 

run manner. Therefore, the appellant was left with no other remedy 

but to invoke the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble Tribunal for 

justiciability of the impugned order/notification and of the 

disciplinary proceedings in its background.

M. With the foregoing grounds among others not specifically urged 

here for the sake of brevity, the appellant is innocent and 

disciplinary proceedings in toto including the imposition of major 

penalty against him are sham, illegal, baseless, legally and factually 

erroneous, malicious, unjust, unfair, otherwise than due process of 

law, against the facts and law, and not tenable having regard to the 

principles of natural justice. So, the appellant is entitled for the 

relief prayed for under the facts and law;

10
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N. That the grounds, urged herein are concise and if the need so arises, 

other grounds will be advanced during arguments at the bar with 

permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal.

:? •VI 9fc
%
s-

kt

r:
0. That this appeal is within time and this Hon'ble Tribunal has got 

jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the same.ji

y

It is respectfully prayed that this service appeal may graciously be 

accepted as per prayer in the heading herein-above.
i

1
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APPELLANT
I

Through:

Ahmad S 
Advocate High Court

n^areen

i

M isir
Advocate High Coufli»

Haider Ali, 
Advocate High Cou:
Shabaz Kharf^ 

Advocate Peshawar.
• Dated: 23.11.2023
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL .
PESHAWAR• K

t
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Farrukh Jadoon •APPELLANT
... ri-’

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others RESPONDENTS

AFFroAVIT

I, Farrukh Jadoon, the appellant do hereby state on solemn 

affimation that contents of the accompanying service appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept 

concealed.

NOTARY V„ ^ 
PUBLIC I',:

71
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EmomU. H30HWAY AUTHORITYc> -.»•

€Hgm-IPAI^ ECOmMIC COFJ^OR PROJECT fCP^CJ 
HAVEI.LIAH-Tmr-T.OT SECTIONH

j

A-vard Mo.l4/S43/2017/LAC/CPEC-HT/NHA/ATD. Abbottabad the. 13"^ Sep. 2017.

.aTOFJD UHPEK SECTIOH-l.t OF LAHD ACOUISKTIOH ACT-jl894

National Highway Authority (NHA) has decided to acquire a piece of land 
measuring 200-KaiiLa2a fc 14 Marlas permanently in the mauzas Sa3had-II fl59 
Ea.TBals aod 13 Marlas) arod Kt>?dhi?.r Knefl.b and QX MarlnrO. Tchsil & District 
Abbottabad for the construction of Havelian-Thakot Road Section of China-Pak 
Economic Corridor (CPEC) in public interest.

i.

IfOTg73CAT]lO?'t TOPER SECTIQH-4 OF LAA-.X394

2. The Deputy Commissioner/ District Collector, Abbottabad issued Notification 
U/c:-4 of the Land Acquisition Act (LAA)-1894 vide No.903/Acq dated 11-05*2017; 
and Corrigendum Notification U/S-4 of the LAA-IB94 vide Mo. 1004/Acq dated: 19- 
05-2016 pertaining to the land measuring 203-Kanals & 07 Marlas which

L
(

■was
published in the Official Gazette on 22-05-2017. As the request for acquisition for 
interchanges was made vide PD letter No. 856, Dated: 22 Kcbnaar>-, 2017 so that why 
its acquisition couldn’t be started earlier.

:
id NOTlFTCATlOn U?IPEH 5ECTi?ON-.1.7l41 h 6 OT LAA-1S94M

. I :
.-4-1,1.. - The CommissioncrV'ilazara Division, Abbottabad issued NotmcTtIon'lj/S-17(4^ 

a 6 of LAA-1894 vide No. 1/50 (A) Rcv/5409-16/ACR/GA, dated; 21-08-2017 which 
published in the Official Gazette on 22-08-2017. ,

The undersigned vvas directed to take order . of the land duly notified. 
•Accordingly, measurement of the land vvas made Uirough revenue staff of Tehsil di 
Dislrici AbboUabad under the provision of Seclion-8 of LAA-1394. The land, v./hicn is 
sought to be acquired, is as under:

•j.

1
I

j'

4.

TeTasal & Dlstaici Havana • Ar'3a ’cvith Klaasra
iAbbottabad . Salhad-II Khasxa Ho. K.a.Tiial3 . Marla

4243/1
4^4/“!

4249
4248/1

00 07
—.

00 04

00 18

00 11

4247/1 .

4250 -

02 13

18 ’1 1



\ r
f-

I if■ ii

I )I f’-S#'

4251/2 03 03r i?

4253/2 02 16
.> ■

4255/2/2

4254/2/2

01 10 >

04 04>1

i
4262/1 01 00!'

i i- 4263/2/1 01 10V ♦ '

4040/2 0] 12
4038 02 01!

4037/2 . 02 09
5430/5342/4035/1 02 19

5341/4035 01 00 •-f-
4036/1 01 05f

4012/1 00 1 1
4013/1

55T67402'77T
00 04
00 17

5040/4028/2 
5101/402S/2 
5100/4028 “

05 17.5
06 •3.5
01 13

4029 04 05
064030 04

4031 21 09
4034/2' 08 06
4033/2 • . 05 03

•' '03''4032 ■ Ql
4009/1 01 05

• 5281/4995/4005/1
4007/1

. 02 15

;
01 09

4001/2 
4003 '

03 19I !
02 00

4002 02 •: 15I
4000 02 13.
3999 01 10ys 3995/3/2 

39867272“'' 
3933/2 '

, 3983/1

• 07 . IS
01 19
00 10
00 01f

3981/1 03 00 ■
! 5619/3980/1 0600

3978/1
^975/^

00 04
.00 02

3937/2/1 . 
5295/40To

00. n
00 05

5294/4010/1 00 17-
3974/2 02 07.I
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3945/1 0002
■ f-' 3944/2 01: 16i

‘ -'7 3943/2 01 16
y-.. 3942/2 

5! V i / ov-t f / 1-
3^ 7i

02 15
•• 07uu

r 00 19
3936/1

'3925/1';
'3924/1

04 06
05 i00 ;

00 12
3926 , 
'392’7

01 10
00 05

-!04 •3928 00
3905/2/1 00 05

. 3902/2/1 
3327/1 "■ 

"5174/401 f/T
4763/400471

00 02
1 00 05
f- 01 04

I

K:
I

00 03
4762/4004/1 00 05

Abboitabad Salhad-ll 5616/3973
56r7/3973/3

00 03
00 11

4890/3921/1 00 12
j: Total AiTfsa 159 13I! I

1 I
Abb-jO.abad 716/453/2/2

457/272’ ’
44S/2

Kakhar I 02 09I

04 13
04 02 i

445/1 06
444/2 05
443/1 

"451/'2 ‘
02 08 •
06 , 14

450 04 06
i”

449 . 03 13
• I41 1.I

a? ■

The Deputy.Ccmmissioner/Districl Collector, Abbottabad was requested'for the 
provision of average Yaksala for the said mausa. in response thereof, he provided the 
same through Tchsildar Abbottabad based on^thc' snle m\Uations.. attested during one 
year prior to the date of issuance of Notification U/S-4 of LAA-1S94. According to the 
said average yaksala, the prices of the different kinds of land are as under:

5

t 5.

?

<

SALHAD ii fINTERCHAMGE) R.AND COST ESTIMATES)
Moasuin?ment of 

taxid ■■ Cost per 
ICanall (FKE)

Total Amount 'Cost per 
Marla (FK/R)Kind os Land.S.?Jo

Kanais Marlas

Page-3/7'
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3
ii ■ •:•

ml- •\
0■• j 15 B,agn 0.;Q.S02,Oi,’ 1 2.6 1 6.040.00 9,462.030.00)

Hotcr/Bohir . 
De Aabi
Bari
Maira/Kund

wt... /•V 2 19 8 311,690.40 6,233,808.00 120,935,875.20

i:"lit,.- - -

j
3 6 4 373.481 20 7..569.624.00 46,^53!.66B.S0

-1064 • 16 ^6,160,40
44,527.20

2.523;208.0U • •:^.478,6-14.4U j 
133,581.60 i

r;:; i0 3 Rakkar/Kalsi 590,544.00o
Ghair
Mazruha26 7 . 7,421.20 148,424.00 3,910,972.40

i:

A-Tfsa
r . 139 13 430,352,742.40 i;

15% Compulsory acquisition 
charges 67,627,911.36

A 23o District Council Fee 5,017,055.35 '
i
I •527,497,705.61

iMTKR€R4HGEi (LAHB COST ESTOILCTESI
Cost per- Coat per 

Wla.T3a ^PJiCRJ itansil (PSiliP.)

;^i

Pilcnann’ecQcrat of 
HaasI'7 IfLiad of Laisd Totail Aanoi^rsi;I

i;■ .1 Kaa-nilr: JVJarSnc,i ,;i I
■' 1 1 33 12 Maira/Kund 197,821.05 152.717,850.60 !3,956,421,00

Chair
Macruha

2 9 16,485:08 329,701.60 807,753.92
'T'cieiH 41 01

153.525.619.52 i
15% Compulsory Acq.'~""

_________ Charges _
2% District Council Ta:c .

■ •»

i
_____ ;23-.C:2«,34,2.93
_______ 3^070,5i_^52.i

JITS', 024,?74.S4 '

I

T-istal

»
t

The initial estimated cosU were sent to the Board of Rcvcnuc-KPK Peshawar- '' 
through the Commissioner Haz-ara Division, Abbottabad for approval and sanction 
1V3S accorded vide letter Mo. REV; V74/223/'iI/Hai:ara/15324-25 dated; 23-07-2017..

ibS BTRUCTuEES/BUlPs •

1 he assessment of the Built-Up Properties (Sl'P) and structures coming in the 
alignment of the Havclian-Thakot Road SeciU'O oj CFP.C was made through'the C^'^.V 
Department. The Executive Engineer CA.W provided this ofTice with the assessment 
which was further verified and assessed b}' the acquiring department and after 
deduction ■ of 15% salvage, value as. practice in NPIA, the. compensation amount 
becomes as follows:

0.

}

I
c.

i.

1,:

i"
- ■;!

i

Total Cost of Structures/BUPs Re.-€10,37^,033.00

?
- /

t

¥
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mi-^ r
The compensation for Structures/BuPs has been made through payment order as per 
Section 17 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894, which was revised as per the revised 
assessment mentioned above. This was offered and payment made just to save time 
after the announcement of award.

...

... r ■
cr

7

M ——------ B.i?A

,11 The assessment of the fruit bearing trees (FBT) coming in the alignment of the 
road was made through the Agriculture department, Abbottabad. The said department 
provided the assessment of the fruit-bearing trees which was further verified by the 
acquiring department and after deducting 15% salvage value as per acquiring 
department policy, the conipensaLion amount for fruit bearing trees is as follovs/s:

h- 5.

t

1

Rs. 794,637.00I Total cost in PKR

•d) E15AK5HO TRiSES

ssment of the ncn-finiit bearing trees is preps"-*^
Department, Abbotlabud which was further verined by the acquiring department and 
after deducting 15% salvage value as per acquiring department policy, the 
compensation amount for non-fruit bearing trees is as follows:

t-oH • 5 Vl/' QfC' r-
l\
i;!
I
r I Total cost in PKR Hs. 1, jl5o,0’55>’DO
If

I o) Cions:.
■ ■ 1C;. This office requested the District Director (Agriculture), Abbqttabad for provision 

of per ,acre yield in respect of crops etc. In response to this, the referred office vide 
ict-.er No! 1554/PDA ATP, Dated: 02-08-2016 provided this office the pcr-acrc yield .in. 

. rcsocct of crops in. District Abbottabad. Currentiy, the maize crop is planted in 
cultivated are.o, and total cultivated area in this mauza is 172 Kanals and 14 Marias. 
Sc as per the rates provided vide the reference letter, and the market rate o.i' maize per 
maurid, the to^al cornpensation amountjn respect of crops is as fobows: _

?r
2

I
I

I ;
•f,' '

I
iviarSLis174 Kanals and 

(21.5S75.Acrcs)
11;

r
h

Rs. 535,761.1ToL^i Cost in PKR for crops (Maize) { •
@K5;544 maunds/acrc) (Ha.
IGOO/maundj___  ' • ■

r?vDCI^i2:-75!inG3 UTIDEK SECTION 3 10 OF lAA-1334

i r;
r r

i'
i

.1.1. Notices under Section-? & 10 of LAA-1B94 were issued on 2''’ Sep, 2G17tc the 
interc.stcd person.^ of the said mauza whnsc land W'l ; coming in the alignment ofihe 

. road. Different, landowners filed their applications before the undersigned rcgin-dlng 
.their individual issues. A landowner namely Mr. Grihar Rchman S/o Ameer through . 
his representative Mr. Abccl Khan submitted the application that they are owners as 
well as possession holders in different khnsra nos in Mauzo Salhad-II. That there land 
is commercial and is very valuable and its rates are, Rs. 13 to lo Lac per Marla. 
Moreover, he stated that there is a tube well installed in their land, which is used 
primarily for the • irrigation of their land. So he requested for paying them the 
compensation as per the market rate. In this regard, DC Abbottabad also sent a letter 
to the undersigned vide No. n77/Acq, Dated: 14-07-2017 along with the Revenue 
field staff report. Another application of the same landowner was submitted to DC 
Abbottabad. in which this party referred to some court degree rsgarding the partition

■ P.3.S/7

I
f-,

!

j

\

•1
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their laiid and rcquei>led for payment as per that and their possession. Three other 
applicant Mr. Zia Mayyuddin, was of the view that rates arc less & that may be 
enhanced. Mr. Muhammad SaJeem Khan and Mr. Yasir Iqbal stated in their 
application that their land is coming in the RoW of the Mau-ja ?alhad-II interchange 
aic.il and u*al lund io as a workshop, a quiiy laciory and.a carpenter
factory are running there and they be paid accordingly. In this regard, they also 
submitted a commission report, appointed by the undersigned which endorsed their 
point of vie'!\.'.

. ■

y-

- ]'

11:,
' .

12. Deputy Director, CPEC (H-T), NMA Abbotlabad vide his letter No.356/A, Dated:
Sep, 2017 being the represenlarlve of the acquiring department stated thai: the 

rales of the land may be fixed as per the one year overage (Ausat Yaksala} received 
from the office of the District Collector Abbottabad for the interchange and to ensure 
tliat no excess land Is acquired.

!

1

k AviAiRpi THUS WORKED OUTw
si:

13. Regarding the application of Mr. Gohar Rchman relating to cost of land, the 
rates of the land has been obtained from District Collector Abbottabad os per Aust 
\ aksala Valuation method. This valuation method is applied when the land under 
acquisition has some agriculture potential. As per their application and subsequent 
report from the Revenue Department, their land has tube wells installed in it and is 
used mainly for agriculture purposes. So when a' land is used for agriculture 
purposes, no other valuation metliod other than Ausat, Yaksala ca,n be used for 
valuation. As far

fi
.C

ns their application to the Disthcl Collector for payment of 
corn.pcnsation as.per the partition decision is concerned, the field Revcr.u.e sinf' nf ih-c 
rr:au;ia has repealed accordingly and the affected persons will be paid as per that 
report keeping in view of the Revenue Record of the m.au.'^a. As regards the application
oi hir. Salccm Khan <ind Mi'- ..the report, -of the commi-ssion___
endorses tncir point of vic^v, but as the .majority of the area in this acquisition has the 
.agriculture-potentiai, so no other method of valuation.-other than Ure'Ausal Yaksala, 
can D? applied to that. Moreover, the rates of the land as per the .Ausat Yaksai.a for 
this acquisition, being provided by the District Colieclor are ver}' reasonable and one 

, of the highest so far been awarded in District Abbouabad for CRKC-HT Project.
The cost of the land as provided by the office of the Deputy 

Commissioner./District Collector Abbot on the bosis of average Yaksaia'is found ; 
rca.^onablc. The assessments regarding ihc clan.iciges received' from different 
department, as mentioned above, have also been found reasonable. Therefore, the 
Avv'.ard thus worked out as under: i

ii

i

n.

t

7 Co.st pf La^Tid IPKR) incHuding: . ___ •__
3.5% Corapnalsory Acquisitioa ChaTg'as IPSCFt) 
2% Diisgraett CouHieiil !Fae (P30?.)
T'otail Ciost uf the Stnuctiiras/IBUFs

___ __ ____ _
_£)__ C'OSt of Froit baariug Trees (IPKE)'

Ccjst PIsj3t-Fraat Trees
___ • }PEj. ____ ___ ■ _____

gC!St of Crops ______ ______ _
(FKE) (Roandsd)

. 707,533.45
»■

;

I SO,'^9,03S.OgO 
794,637.00'

1,155,065.00 
_ 535,761.10
790,487,204.55

p5g3-S/7
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APF-OiRTfQP?H;iri?p.W7ii
•'HAQDAF^XN ZAMIN"of''^"l^a3“ln^

..... ... .. .. .. _ __ ,.
owners issued by Board of Revenue Khvhp’rT.Ti; "*i oj‘ the
Roll shall be prepared on the basis of Naqsha Taiw ^cquainLcince
staff of Tehsil Abbottabad. Tajweezi to be provided by the

I w-' Oi register •

m. Abbottr.bad Si:'"’ Tehsil & District

r ;
revenue

of LAPiIjOi ES'^rKCTrTr

i7.
cii.ct involved if-- Irom Uie date of delivery of possession to the

situated ln'^miI"sIlhad4rTeh.™ d" Me" ‘^nd
nuv^elion-inoKot RohcI Section of China PaV p/ bbouaba^ ,r.r the of
under Section-]] of the LM-lsgT^ The hndenounced
Highway Authority free from al encumbrance" 7^1''
sf the LM-1S94 iri the office oTtan^^ Sectm^^^
Aobottabad. ' Acquisition. Collector (CPEC-!iTJ.:.»SilS

.&MOMCSDOST

any would stand abated with 
acquiring department.f .

0f'.
\
i

WiK

2^
gf:{ m

Dated: 13-09-20]7s- Ir
- .,,''' Jadcc-nl

band Acquisition CoIlcctor-(tl!PEC-HT1
NHA, Abbottabad

I St-’gP:
:■;• .■

f p.’ l'''''■.3te: [ims Award consist ofC?U page.s and CRch page is signed by the under-signed) '
!r

iDated; '• Jt3-G9-2,S'.7
igonr tm;

?•:

Comniissioncr, Hasara Divisiou, Ablioitiiliad '
--rcLary, Board of Revenue-KPK Peshawar 

°^PU'y^ommis.sioncr, Abbottabad 
Gid jBasAl NHA KQ. Islamabad.

MLS) NHA HO, Islamabad: - 
OM (CFe.C-HT),M.HA Abbottabad-

to prepare

acqii)rrdSandEn'"thf;;mrol”frH‘h"'"'’ aUe",; mutatioroghr

/-

f

I i NHA Abbottabad. '..I
i
V

i’

■ ....... JadooB)
Land Acquisition CoI]ector-(CPEC-HT)

NHA, Abbottabad

V.

i
Pags-7/7
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r Bf ■ ■:/ ^Corrigendum Award No.14/687/LACyCPEC-HT/NHA/ATD. Abbottabad
The. 24U’June, 2019

‘ir AWARD UNDER SECTION-11 OF LAND ACQUISITION ACT-1894

7^'
NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORIT

CHINA-PAK ECONOMIC CORRIDOR PROJECT fCPECl
HAVELLIAN-THAKOT SECTION

This office announced award No. 14 for Mauzas Salhad-II/Khokhar (Interchange) 

(Annex- “A”( based on Land Folder-II, being forwarded by the acquiring department. AJter 
the Award, the Revenue Patwari of Mauza Khokhar pointed out that Khasra No. 451/2

,/

measuring 6 KanaJs and 14 Marlas has already been awarded in Award No, 6 of Mauza 

Khokhar and this clerical mistake needed to be rectified. So this office, considering this 

12 (Aj of the Lanci Acquisition Act (LAA), io94 andmstttJtc as cleri'.'.cii i.iot.Secl'on 

First Corrigendum Award of Award No. 14 (Annex-‘‘B”}.
issued

2. Meanwhile, when the contractor stcU'ted moving machinery at the, junction point of 
the interchange area at Salhad-ll and Karakoram Highway (KKH). the local affected people 

namely Mr, Sajid Aziz, Mr. Saleem Khan, Dr. Mushtaq etc. approached this office and to 

the offices of General Manager and Projeci .Director (CPEC-HT) pointing therein some 

mistaJ^es regarding measurements mid missing out of the some Khasra Nos. in the award 

and requested for the rectification. The acquiring department also identified the 

land and same has been confirmed by the Revenue Department as well as by this office 

staff and staff of the acquiring department (Relevant Paper(s) atTached at Annex-“C”}.

Now the acquiring Department has also fonvaj-ded Land FoiderJII, vide letter No 484 

dated 16 May. 2019 with lite direction ttJ ihe undersigned for acquisition of Land 

Mauzas at the eaj-liest possible. So,., based on measurements of (Annex- "C”) as well as 

Folder-Ill, the undersigned considers it ' a clerical mistake and rectifies/amends the 

contents under section 121A) of the LAA; 1894 as follows;

LAND:

1
missed out

3,
t-

in all

Tehsil & 
District

Mouza Area with Khasra Nos.

Abbottabad Salhad-il Khasra No. Kanals MarlaI 4243/1 00 07
4244/1 00 04

4249 00 18
4248/1 • 00 11
4247/1

4250
02 13
11 18

•4251/2 03 03

1
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b

Mip 4253/2
^425572/2
425472/2
42627]'"

4_2_6_3/2/_l'_
'4040/2'

02 16
01 10
04 04Cii IM 01 00#.f '\:'T')ii}bottabadyi 01Salhad-Il. — 10 ,I\ 01 12

4038 Cv'. 01
______4037/2 ___
5430/5342/4035/1

5341/4035
4036/1

_____ 4012/1 "
____ : 40n/I

5516/4027/7
5040/4028/2

^5101/4028/2
5100/4028

___ 75029
4030"

02 09 .I

02 19
01 00• I -

01 08
:■! 00 11

00 04‘V 00 17
06 17.5
06 • 3.5
01 13! 04 06
04 06

4031 21 09_ 4034/2 .
_ 4033/2

. 4032 .
4009/1

5281/499574008/]
_____ 4007/1■

4001/2 .
. 4003

08- 06
05 03
03 01
01 05
02 15
01 09

. 03 19
02. 00

4002 02 ....L5_..■"'Woo. ■ • 02 11
___3999_____

■1„3995/3/2
__ 3986/2/2

.. 39'88/2 
3983/1 

•'398l'/V' 7' 
5619/3980/I 

3'9787T7""
3975/2/1 ■ 

:3987'/2/r 
529'5/401Q 

7294/40Vo/I___ 
397472 '7 

■ ^'^45/7'‘7' 
__ ■ 394472" .
___3943/2 7^^
__ ;39'42/2" 7
5191 7394771'”' 

3946/1"

01 ••r 10
07 181-

i 01 19
. 00 10

00 01
, 03i 00

• 00 • 06 •;
00 ^ 04

i 00 02
I ■ 00 11
! 00 05

00 • 17
02 . 07
00 03
01 16
01 16
02 •i: 15
00, 075
00 19

3936/1 • 04 06
'

i

f
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3925/} 
3924/1

________3926
........... 3927
___  3928 '

___39b'5/2 / I

00 05 /

;r 00 12
01 10
00 06t-' . 00 04
00 QS.. .xOrr;—^ -/ ^ 00 02______^3827/1

I^T7474oTT7~r~
__476^ 4004/1
....._4762/400'4/]
____ 56] 6/3973
-.-^§il7/397373
____ ,.4347/1
_ 5580/4350/1
7^57974350/1 

—I^sTTi '
—. . 4353/1/1 

4354/1
___4355/y

_____435'6/l'”
435’77i ■

____ 4366/1
____ 4361/1

4362/1 
~4364/T~~ '

.i_§441/4368/r~
7 5442/4368/1
:,~~3996/Tp^

3985/1
Z....3984/1 “
__^8372/1
...... _3?82/i ' /"
5618^39870/1 
._J97872/1' 77 
... 3975/27i'^' 
~3976/~F~'""~

7739747271“
3943/T~'

7^_39447i
394^27i7i:

__ 39417/1'
___,,_3946/i

__3937/1_ 7~
... 393672/1 “"~

..392572/1'^...
___ 39217^7.
__  3922/1~

00 .05
01t 04it 00 03

Abbottabadii 00Salhad-il 05
00 03
00 11
0 5
0 2
0 3I

0 10
0 9
0 3! 0 1I ^

I - - 0 3
0 2
0 2
0 13
0 8i 0 3
0i. 3
0 -3...v

0 5
0 4
0 1
0 6

ii 0 1
0 91!-'
0 3
0 4 ^i

0 11
0 4
0 8t.

i 0 10
0 8r 0 18

i 1 04
0 7
0 3
0 9
0 1
0 2
0 3»

mi

I
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_ 3923/1
398672/1

0 3
0 11

3995/3^1 
3996/1 '

0 7
2 1

4890/3921/1
Total Area

00 12
172 16

Abbottabad Khokhar 716/453/2j^2
45272/~2

02 09I
04 18

ii: :448/2 
' 445/1

04 . 02
06 19

11572 •
443/ f 71'^ 
451/1 .

05 12
02 08

1 01 15
450 . 04 061

449 03 13

I Totali se 02if
4. The leftover land for- which the corrigendum award has been- made is 
primaj'ily of commercial nature. The undersignd has analysed different valuations on the 
assesssment of the said remaing land and reached to the conclution. that all this

purpose so

i

f remaining land is, of same nature, i.e.', being, used for commercial 
compensating the affected people as per the agricultural types of land [by taking their 
agriculture potentiaJ) is a void technique in this case. So.the undersigned took the total 
value of mutations attested during the specified time and divided that value with the 
total area involved in these mutations. The relevant Ausac has been received vide 
1/151-GB/ 6281'S2 E)aied 27 June._20 1 9. S.yjhe relcvam changes have heen.-re^eiected 
at S. No. "g” under the Mauza.S.alhad-Il in the table below. The detail of amended land 
award is follows;

h' ,1

no

i.

f-
t . Cost per 

Marla inMeasurement 
of Land

Cost per 
Kanai in (Rs)' NO Mouza . Kind of Land Total Amount (Rs)

(Rsl .

Kund /Maria 33a. 13 .3,956,421.00 133,133,566.65'..(i 197,821.05Khokhar 
(Interchange) "

b. GhairMazru ha •2 :.9 329,701.60 807,768.9216,485.08 -i
A Total Area 02. 36 133,941,335.57

.U.

15% Compulsory Acquisition Charges _
_____ 2% District Council Fees

Grand Total

20,091,200.34\
2,678,826.71i

P\ 156,711,362.62Vii

i-
r«*.

f llJ

r:
i

i ■'

i

■j,

A
V



Cost per 
Kanal (PKR)

;/ 'i\
Measurement of 

Land■,. w ■ Total Amount 
(PKR)

Cost per 
Marla (PKR)Kind of Land

MarlasKanals
9,462,030.0012.616,040,00630,802.00150Bhag

Hotar/ Bahir 
Di Aabi

120,935,375.206,233.808.0031 1,690.40819

46,931,668.807,569.624.00378,481.2046Baari
269,478,614.402,523,208.00126.160.40106 16Kund/Mariad.

Rakkar 
/Kalsi ’

Salhad-II
(Interchange)

J 133,581.60890,544.0044.527.2030e.i
OhairMazruh 23,206,092.40890,544.007,42 1.20726f. a
Commericiai
Area
(Corrigendum
Land)

75,010.564,015.704,.225.4028.').2 I 1.27313g-

545,158,426.4116172Total Area

81,773,763.96
10,903,168.53

15% Compulsory Acquisition Charges (PKR)
2% District Council Fee (PKR)

637,835,358.90Grand Total(PKR}

STRUCTURES / BUPs

5. The corrigendum Khasra Nos being commercial in nature had running 
business/Shops /Markeis/Petrol Pump over than, .so in order to compensate

■........ the affected peoples, C&W Department. Abbouaba'd was requesied tcT'-pTovide
the estimate cost of structures/BuPs in. accordance with the prevailing 
market rate. Accordingly the C&W Department Abbottabad has submitted 
details assessment report vide No.' 843/352 dated 17^'"' .April 2019; 
N0.1235/352M dated 13'^ June '2019;and No. 1466/352M dated 12'^’ July 
2019 and based on these assessments on these amountwhich was further 
verified by the acquiring departmenf and alter deduction of 15% salvage 
value as practice in NHA, the compensation amount becomes r-is follows:

I

Rs. 29,573,008.00Total Cost ofStructures/BUPs

NON-FRUIT BEARING TREES

6.' In the corrigertdum Khasra Nos. assessment of the-non-fruit bearing 
trees corning in the RoW ol tlie lelLover land is prepared by the Forest 
Department, Abbottabad and the same has been received vide letter No. 
547/GL dated: 07-08-2019; which was further verified by the acquiring 
department and after deducting ISTo

t
salvage value as. per acquiring

r\

I
V
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■}^psftm€nipolicy, the compensation amount for non-fruit bearing trees is
MsfoUows:

i

-V,
pMai cost in PKR Rs. 34,935.00'' /

• The rest of the award is same.
*!t •

i-t *• rt • •

AWARD THUS WORKED OUT\

i Total cost of the land (PKR}
15% Compulsory acquisition charges 
|PKR)a. 794,546,722.00

2% District Council Fee (PKR)
Total cost of the BUP/structures (PKR) 
Total Cost of Fruit bearing Trees (PKR) 
Total Cost of Non-Fruit bearing Trees 
(PKR) _________ ____________________
Total Cost of Crops (PKR)

. b. 110,452,047.00i
c. -79.4.657.00
d. 1,190,000.00
e. 535,761.00

Total Awarded Amount (PKR) 907,519,187.00) 1

ANNOUNCED ON
.Dated:24'!i June, 2019

,1

• Land Acquisition tTo
\

Note: (This Award consist ol 07 pages and each page is signed by the under 
signed);

No. 14 LAC/CPEC-HT/NHA/ATD/2019/687 Dated: 24^^^ June, 2019

Copy to:

^ Commissioner, Hazara Division, Abbottabad.
^ Secretary, Board of Revenue-KPK Peshawar.

, > Deputy Commissioner, Abbottabad.
^ GM (B&A) NHA HQi Islamabad,

GM (EALS) NHA HQ, Islamabad. .
GM(CPEC-HT), NHA Abbottabad, ‘ . .

. ' >■ Project Director (CPEG--HT), NHA Abbottabad.
, > Deputy Director (Land) (CPEC-HT) NHA Abbottabad.

> Tehsildar Abbottabad- with the request to prepare Qabzul Wasool 
(Acquaintance Roll) and submit to this office on priority for payment to 
the landowners. You are also requested to attest mutation of the 
acquired land in the name of NHA. •

i
!■

:•
y.

>i
ti 1

f
L ?r a

Land Acquisition

\i



NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
Land Acquisition CoIiector-fCPEC-HTl 

H. No-84 St. No. 11 .Jinnahabad, Abbottabad
Pi'‘»nc No: 0992-383561 

18/5/2019 '

m-
f ;

MC/CPEC- HT/NHA/Ald/2Qi9/,5<7^
0

/ ..! A r'r-o .

This office announced award No. 
'‘A") based on Land Folder-l( 

revenue 

award No.

‘1 14 for Mouzas Saihad-ll/Kokhar [Interchange) a( (Annex- 
being forwarded by the acquiring depadmeni. After 

Palwari of Mauza Khokhar pointed out that Khasra
y the award, the 

no 451/2 has already been awarded in
06 of Mauza Khokhar measuring 6 Kannal 14 Marlas, 

that some clerical mistake has been committed that 

Acquisition Act. 1894.

This was confirmed and it transpired 

needs to be rectified as per section i2(A) of Land 
and issued its__^ge^m award (Attached at Annex- "B”).

2 After the award 

affected people namely Mr. Sajid Aziz.
Ihe acquiring department Ih.'ough Ihe local surveyors as well as the local ■

Of. Hushlaq etc approached this office
Ihe offices of General Manager and Project Director (CPEC-HTj. Abbottabad pointing 

mistakes regarding measuremenis and

. I

and
therein some

"^'«ing out of the some Khasra Mos in the award and 
- -sted or the reCibcation. The re-measurements were made through the Re.ehue Depadmen, and

u. ther confirnsed by this office staff and staff of the acqi.ii.nng department (Relevant Paper(s) attached
at Annex-'‘C”)

3 Furthermore. Ihe acquiring Department has also fon.varded Land Folder-Ill vide letter No 484 

aled to May. 2019 with the direction to acquire the outstanding land in all Mauzas at the earliest 

possible. So, based on measurements of (Annex- ■■C") as well as Folder-Ill, the undersigned lo issued 

i:Corng^Award_for Salhad-lhKokhar Interchange, based on the following observations

The Revenue Deparlrrient 
of this land, although the Ausa-Yaksala

r"a.L
requested to provide\he^hak^j^Yaksala for the valuationwas

— gvailablgjivith office vide whichinitial .(and acquisition 
proceedings weremade_for Ihe interchange Chak-Wise Ausat was. asked because 

. l^jQver land primarily consisted of commercial land asdefined
of Ihe fact that this

__ under the Valuation Table, The fact has 
— from Ihe^leaswekjsIhereporMd^enue Department that all this leftovp7a;;; 

jails within 200 feet of the TOin KaralQram_Higlgay_making it of commercial nature. Thus this land 

valuation,assessment of an agricultural nature The Revenue Department provided the 

said Valuation vide Additional Deputy Commissioner Letter No,1/151-GB/628i-82 

2019, (Annex--D”). Based on this valuation,

must not havei

dated 27'KJune
following prospective valuations have been prepared:



NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
Land Acquisition Collector-(CPEC'HT) 

H. No-84 St. No-n,Jinnahabad, Abbottabad 
___ _________________ Phone No: 0992-383561

\No: LAC/CPEC-HT/NHA/A(d/2U 19/ /._./2019
CH!NA-PAK ECQNOIVIIC corridor (CPEC) HAVELLIA.N-THAKQT section* lanh
anrii -.xi c*inp Si; u.\r. is (iiN rcrtCMAiN'vjci I th'3iL a uioiRiCi
ABBOTTABAD- DEMAND OF ADDITIONAL FUNDS.

_____  TABLE-A
SALHADII (INTERCHANGE) {LAND COST ESTIMATES) (LEFTOVER LaND) (AS PER AZ QlSM}(CHAKWISEf

I . . f y-:

Cost per Marls 
(PKR)

Measurem
entof
Land

4s. ^
Cost perKanal 

(PKR) . .
Kind of Land Total Amount (PKR)S.No

K M
0 11 Bagha. 2 212450.55 44.249.011,00 24,336,956.05

Holer/Bahir Deb 3 12 1,093.210.86 • 21.864.217,20 78.711.181.92Aabi

2 S Baaric. 1.327,470.33 25.549,406.60 65,046,046:17
d 1 9 BaariAabi 1.535.700 97 30 714 01940 44,535.328.13

4. 1 Maira/Kunde. 442.490.00 8,549.800.00 35,841,690.00
f. 1 .1 GhairMazruha 26.028.83 520,576 50B 546,605.43

Total
Area 13 3 249.017,807.70

I

15% Compulsory Acquisition Charges (PKR) 37.352,671,16
2% District Council iPKRi 4 980.356.15i

TolahfPKR).--4- 291.350 835.01
Total Cost Per Marla 1,107,797.85

TABLE-Bi SALHAD II (INTERCHANGE) (LAND COST ESTIMATES) (LEFTOVER LAND) (AS PER SPOT) (CHAKWISE)/

(7ost per Cost per 
Marla (PKR) .Kanai(PKR)

1
Measurement of 

Land
Total Amount 

(PKR)
Kind of LandS.No

Kanals Marlas
1 '2.212,450.550 9 Bagn 44,249.011.00 19,912.054.95

Hoter/BahirDe
Aabf

2 3 3 093.210 86 21.864.217.20 101,668,510.00
i

3 1 11 Baari 1,327,470 33 26,549,406,60 41.151,580.23
4 O' 9 BaariAabi ,. 1.535,700.97 .30.714.019,40 13,821,308.73
5 1 13 Maira/Kund 442.490.00 8,849,800.00 14^602.170.00
6 GhairMazruha5 18 26,028,83 520,576.60 3.071,401.94

L- Total Area 13 3 194,227,125.85
15% Compulsory Acquisition Charges (PKR) , 29134,068.88

2% District Council (PKR) 3.884,542.51
Total (PKR) • 227,245,737.24

Total Cost Per Marla (PKR) 864,052.23
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Land Ac° AUTHORITY

H. NO-84 SI. No-. ,

— ^^i-022ij83561
/ Zj2oT^

1

Nr.: LAC/ C PC C • M 7/ N HA /Aid / >0 \ H/

/5uh,.., CHINA-PAK ECQmo^.!c rocpmop irPEa ......
acquisition in village salhad-ii / khokharVintfrchangfi
ABBOTTABAD- demand of AnpiTIONAI FIINOF

________ ’ ________ TABLE-C.

<D

Measurement of TOTAL 
Land TOTAL VALUELAND

MUTATED
fKANALS)

S.No Cost per
iftai >a (r r\K)

Total Amount 
i'PKR)

OF
Kanals Marias MUTATIONS

1 13 3 3.55 20,250.000 00 285,211.27 75.010.564,01r i
Total
Area 3

75.010,564.01
15?b Compu sory Acquisition Charges (PKR)
______ 2% District Council (PKR)

______Jotal (PKR) ~
Total CQsjjer_Marla[(^R)

11,251,584.60
1.500,211,28

87,762,359.89
333,697.18"

b In the Tables above, th^ee analyses have 

In Table "A" above.
been made in order to dra'.v the comparisons 

me land cost es(,males has been ,made as per 0,sm from the Revenue Record
e lolal cost esi,mates as per Table -.A' stands at PKR 291.350 Million and Average Rate per Marla - ' 

cost IS PKR 1.1077 Million.
, I

Table "B" explains the position of the land 

structures as well which have been there 

have been taken

c.
estimates as per the Spot. As we are paying 

on the land, so the type of land, where structures 
as "Ghair Mazroha ' instead of their type as per the Revenue Record. The rates in Ihis 

analysis are Ihe same as given in Table "A’ except the difference in 

Total Cost Estimates as per Table ‘B"

for
5 existed
f

areas of different types o land. The 
stands at PKR .227.245 Million and Average Rate per Marla cost

is PKR 0.8640 Million?

d. Table "C” has been calculated as per the ground reality as welTas Ihe independent judgment 
0l the undersigned. Tl^e undersigned in this analysis has considered all lanri nature i e
to^gjjsg^fo^comngr^pur^e and^^ ,ha| compensating people as per the agricultural 

land (by taking Iheir agricullure polential)_TaTTd technique inTs^TTsTTT;^^^;^ 

took the total value of mutations attested during the specified time 

area involved in these .mutations. Thus the cost estimates 

Million and Average per Marla cost is PKR 0.333697 Million

11

and divided that value with the total 

as per-Table X" stands at PKR 87.762
*
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NATIONAL highway AUTHORITY
Land Acquisition Collector-(CPEC-HT) 

H. No-84 St. No-l.l.Jinnahabnd, Abbottabad 
________ ...i; _ Phone No: 0992-38.356 1

• /.._./2U19 •

\ /

ys
No: LAC/CPEC-HT/NH.A/Ald/^0i9/

/, iL'qeci: UMirj-A-rMf^CyNOMjO CORRjuQK ^Crr-ri- HAVE! ; iAN-T^A^nr
village SALHAD-II / KHOKHAR nNTERCHANGE) Vfh'sh' x. hiqt^ 

ABBOTTABAD-DEIVIAND OF ADDITIQNAI FllMn*^ ^ -----------

• 1 ; A •; r>

1
;■ i

/'■

f ! •
♦

So if we draw a comparison among Tables -A", ' B - and -C '. by adopting the rates at

Table“C’’, we are going to have a cost saving of PKR 203.588 Million.

Based on the assessments as enunciated in Table "Cthe 2« Corrigendum Award was issued
(Attached at Attached at Annex- "E"). The extraordinary land fo7;;;;^;7i;;n^^dLand of

PKR 87.762 Million may be released in the name of LAC /Cppr.-f-iT'. 

completion of acquisition proceedings for the Mauzas the subject 

The matter is most urgent

e.>
I

4,

J I'lH.A Abcotbbad for the
area

5.

VlHA, Abbottabad ! ^
viProjgcl Pirectof (CPEC-HTl NHA Abbottabadi

/
j
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NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITYn
Land Acciuisiiion CoIIector-(CPEC-HTJ 

H. No-84 Sc. No-11 .Jinnahabad, Abbottabad
n
i if Phone No: 0992-383561. - A ■ .

[ ■I
i No: LAC/CPEC-HT/NHA/Ald/20 19/ /__ /2019k

/ Subjeci; CHjNA-PAK ECONOMIC CORRIDOR rCFEC^ HAVELLIAN-iMAKOT SFuTlnKi t awn 
ACQiilSITION !N V:LLA(r5 SALiiAD ;! / KHOKHaR hmT.......,/

iANGE) ItHSiL & DISTRICT/
ABBOTTABAD- DEMAND OF ADDITIQNAI FUNDS

i
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^^MC/CPt:C-HT/NHA/Atd/20iy/

NATIONAL highway AUTHORITY
Land Acquisition Collector-fCPEC-HT) 

H. No-84 St. No-1 1 .Jinnahabad, Abbottabad 
_____________ Phone No: 0992-383561

I

/__ /201S1

CHINA-PAK ECONOmiC CORRiDQR iCPFC? HAVELLI.AN-TH'a.KOT SbCT|pN-Liwn - 
ALOutSiI ippi iN ViLLAtjb 5ALHAD-II / KHOKHAR (INTERCHANGE) TEHSIL & DISTRICT 
ABBOTTABAD- DEMAND OF ADDITIONAL FUNDS

hi\'ich
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NATIONAL highway AUTHORITY^^ ^
Land Acquisition Collector-(CPEC-HT)

H. No-84 St. No-1 l,Jinnahabad, Abbottabad 
_______________Phone No: 0992-383561

CHINA-PAK ECONOMIC CORRIDOR fCP'j^HAVELHAN-THAKOT SECTION LANlTAnrirntiiTinM IN 
VILLAGE $ALHAD-ll/KHOKHAR (INTERCHANGE! TEHSIL & DtSTRini ARROTTARan:
DEMAND OP FUNDS ----------

•••• /

; •:2

I♦,.

. 18. It is submitted that Land Acquisition Collector has calculated the cost of land as perjevenue record in three 

different expects i-e as per AZ Qism, as per Spot and as per Chakwise/Commercial along with his own independent 

judgment. Which is in the best interest of acquiring agency NHA,

• ;
1£ As compare to Table-A and Table-B cost per maria of Table-C is much lesser, i-e Rs.3'33, 697.00 including 

15% compulsory charges and 2% District Council Fee.

2C, It is therefore requested that this demand of fund file may be submitted to competent authorities for 
approval, please.

(MudassarShafiq) 
QanoongO'NHA Abbottabad/

LAC ICPE(>4|T) MHA
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NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
Land Acquisition CoIIector-(CPEC-HT) 

H. No-84 St. No-1 l.Jinnahabad, Abbottabad 
 Phone No; 0992-383561

CHINA-PAK ECONOMIC CORRIDOR (CPEC) HAVELLIAN-THAKQT SECTION LANH ACOlJISITinw If^ 
/ yjLLAGE $ALHAP-!!/KHQKHAP flNTERCHANGEl TEMSiL S DISTRiCT ABBOTTAFAn: AnntTiniv/j<

DtlirtAND OF FUNDS
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NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY/^^? 
Land Acquisition Collector 

H. No-84 St. No-lUinnahabad,,

HllA t

-(CPEC-HT)
Abbottabad 

Phone No: 0992-.^«.-iSfti

'?
• ;*

VILLAGE SALHAD.n/KHn^3'°°iTFprH';i|'yn — ACQUISITION IN

OEwAMO OF FUNDS-------------------------- 4!oii^I!:iLMgSTTA0AD. jiDOiTiOMj,1 ■ I
) ■
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ConfldentinI

NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
(Administration Wing Personnel Bureau)

I-iK
No.30(3)-Highway3/NHA/20///jJ

Section onicer (E-II) 
rGovemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Government of KPK ^
Peshawar

Islamabad, the ...Feb,2022

4

I

I..5 . t
» ■

f'
}Sub: ■ additional demand of funds AMOUWTIWQ to RS.B7.762.359y-

MOUZA SALHAD-II/KHDKHAR INTERCHANGE.'
ABBOTTABAD. CPEC /HAVELIAN-THAKQT> SECTION.

FOR
TEHSIL U ' DISTRICT

Reference Notification No.SOE-n(ED)2(256)2019: dated June 17, 2020 und 
inquir>’ report dated 08-12-2021.

Consequent upon the recommendations by the inquiry committee, the charge 

. of LAC CPEC (HT) assigned to Mr Farrukh Jadoon, (Tchsildar) CPEC (Havalian- 
Thakot-Section) NHA Abbottabad, is hereby withdrawn with immediate effect and the 

said officer may not be posted in NHA in future.

2. Corrigendum^ issued on the project of CPEC (HT) by the said LAC may also be 

looked into, if found guilty the recovery shall be made from the officer, under 

intimation to this office.

3. Inquiry report is hereby forwarded to Establishment Department. KPK with Uie
request to initiate a regular inquiry against him under tiic Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

(E & D) Rules, 2011 on account of violation of LAA, 1894.

\
\

i
t (AZM 3IB1I

Deputy Director (Pcrsonkcl-lj
t

ICopy to:-

Mcmbcr MotorwavJNorthJ NHA Burhan 
Sr. Member BoardJdtJvf.'mCPK Peshawar 
Sccretaiy Establishment Qovt. of KPk Peshawar 
QM (EALS) NHA HQ 
CM (NAs) NHA Abbottabad 
GM (CPEC-Hll NHA Abbottabad 
Director (Land) NHA Peshawar 
DD (ConfidentialJ NHA HQ—■
DD (Acets) NHA Abbottabad

with request to your office letter dated 21.01.2022

0"
\-



.GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT
(ESTABLISHMENT WING)

Dated Peshawar the April 14, 2022

NOTIFICATION

The competent Authority [Chief Secretary, Khyber

...Pakhtunkhwa] has been pleased to order formal inquiry as per provision contained in RuIe'-5

of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary] Rules, 2011 for the 

acts ol omission & commission defined in.terms of Rule-3 of the Rules ibid against Mr. Farukh 

ladnon fPMS BS-J7] Assistant to Commissioner (Pol/Dev) Hazara, then holding Additional 

■-Charge of LAC CPEC-HT- ■

NO.SQE-IlfED12f75612Q17:

Conse^quent upon the.- above and''-for the purpose of inquiry against the 

aforementioned accused with reference to enclosed allegations, in terms of Rule-10(l)(al of 

the Rules ibid; the conrpetent authority (Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) has beefT 

pleased to appoint Mr. Tariq Hussain (PMS BS-18], Secretary, RTA, Peshawar as inquiry ■ 

officer to conduct the inquiry and submit its report within thirty (30) days.

CHIEF SECRETARY, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAi—

ENDST: NO, & DATE EVEN. 

NO.SOE-lirED12r75612Q17:

• A copy is forwarded to the;-
Dated Peshawar the April 14, 2022

• . i. Member (Admn) National Highway Authority, NHA, HQ, Islamabad.
2. Muhammad Ikram, DD(L&S}, M-l/E-35, NHA Burhan, Departmental Representative of NHA 

with the request to Coordinate with enquiry officer.
3. Mr. Tariq Hussain (PMS BS-18],' Secretary, RTA, Peshawar. Charge Siieet / 

Statement of Allegations alongwith preliminary inquiry report conducted by 
N.ntinnal High Authority, Islamabad are enclosed with the request to conclude inquiry 
report within thirty [30] days. Muhammad ikram, DD(LStS), M-l/E-35, NHA Cell.No 
03009344259 is nominated as Departmental representative.

4. Mr. Farukh ladoon (PMS BS-17) .Assistant to Commissioner (Pol/Dey). Hazara, 
copies of Charge Sheet/ Slatemeni of Allegations enclosed.

5. - Section Officer [IM], E,st:iblis.hmcnt Department, for information-
o’ Section Officer (Admn), Establisliment &^Administration Department
7. Section Officer (Secret],-Establishment Department,
o. Mam-iger Governinent Printing Press for publication in Official Gazette. Pakistan
■-), PS to Chief Secretary. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
10. PS to Secretary Establishment.

' 11. Personal file.

(MUHAMMADIRFAN USMAN) 
SECT1ON0FFICER (E-II]



CHARGE SHEET , r

j; J.1: !, Dr. Shahzad Khan Bangash, Chief Secretary, Khybe/Pakhtunkhwa as 

Competent Authority, hereby charge you,.Mr. Farukh Jadoon^CPMS BS-I7} Assistant to 
Commissioner (Poi/Dey); Abbottabad then holding Additional Charge of Land 

Acquisition Collector, CPEC-HT, National Highway Authority, Abbottabad, as follows;

L:r
%

/

/ That you while holding additional charge of Land Acquisition Collector, 

CPEC-HT, National Highway Authority, Abbottabad, committed the following 

irregularities: *

That, you included 13 ICanal and 03 Marla of land vide 2''^ Corrigendum to 
Award No.14 iotally in violation of Section 12-A of LAAi 1894. Whereas 
Section i2-A of LAA, 1894 only empowers the collector to rectify the 
typographical or arithmetical mistakes in the award.
That, in violation of Section 12-AofLAA, 1894,you not only included new' 
khasra numbers which were not included in the original award but also 
awarded new rates on the basis of your own formulation.

.That, if you had to award land on the lower rates then why you asked. 
District Revenue Authorities, Abbottabad for provision of Chakwise Ausat 
for mouza Salhad-li/ Khokahar Interchange Tehsil & District Abbottabad 
alongwith valuation.table of the year 2016-2017. The Chakwise yaksala for 
the time period from 1 1.05.2016 to 11.05.2017 is higher than the already ■ 
available yalcSala of the same mouza Salhad-II for the same period. .

That, when you made corrigendum to the original Award No.14, then why 
you have asked Distract Revenue Authorities for a chalcwise ausat yaksala 
for tlie time period from 2016 to 2017 despite the fact that average yaksala 
of the same time period is available on record of the same mouza on the 
basis of which yoli have already announced the original award after seeking 
approval from the Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

That, you did not botlier to seek approval from Competent Authority for 
applying new rates in the 2"'* Corrigendum, in, violation of Ruie-6 of the 
Guidelines issued by Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 
applicable at the time.

That, two number of tatima field books are available on record dated 
15.03.2019. not signed by the Tehsildar, showing an area of 05 Kanal and 12 
Marla out of which 02 Kanal and 1 1 Marla have been included in the 2''^ 
Corrigendum to the award and tatima field book duly signed by Tehsildar, 
Abbottabad dated 2i.06.2019 showing an area of 10 Kanal and 04 Marla 
which have been included in the 2"'* Comgendum. Why two tatima field 
books of two different dates and why an area of 03 Kanal and 01 Marla has 
not been included in the award..
That, you announced the 2"'* Corrigendum and later on after almost four 

• months, demanded the funds, which is not justifiable. You made payments 
from other heads without the approval of competent authority.

Thai, you are in habit of issuing such corrigendums without adopting legal 
procedure. Only'in District Abbottabad, 2!x corrigendums have been issued.- 
In Award No.14; .you also issued 3“'^ Corrigendtim on 24.12.2019,^

That, you retained file for four months which shows malafide intent because 
the acquiring i.e agency NHA was deprived from the basic right ol filing 
reference before the referee court against 2"'’ Corrigendum'award of LAC 
but intentiontilly, the file was delayed by you. You initiated the file on 
28.06.2U19, however, after four months referred it io the office of Project 
Director on 07.10.2019.

i.

n.

111.

IV.

V.

vi.

Vll.

VIII.

IX.

A



i By reasons of the above, you appear to be-guilty' of misconduct under 
Rule 3 (b) ofthe Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Governmenl Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) 
Rules, 201 l-.and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalries specified in^ 7 

Rule 4 ofthe rules ibid.

2,s
I

r

V

■

You are, therefore, required .to submit your written defence within seven. 
(07) days.of the receipt of this charge-sheet.to the inquiry officer/ committee, as the case 

• may be. . • ,

• 3./

• i
Your written defence, if any, should reach the inquiry officer/ inquiry 

committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

no defence to piit in and ex-parfe action shall be taken against you.

4.
It

•v

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person. .5.k

V

The Statement of allegations is enclosed.6,
/ ■ /

I /
!l

CHIEF SECRECY 
KHYBER PAKHtTOiaiWA 

(COMPETENT AUTHORITY)
Mr. Farukh Jadoon (PMS BS-17) ,
Assistant to Commissioner (Pol/Dev),Abbottabad 
then holding Additional Charge of LaC, CPEC-HT, 

-National Highway..Audiority, Abbottabad. ... '

!

*■



DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Shahzad Khan Bangash, Chief Secretary, KlrybSf Pataftttm.’K,
Competent Autl-iority. am of the opinion'that Mr. Farukh Jadoon, PMS BS17. Assistant 

to ConiJTiissionef-(Pol/Dev), Abbottabad, then holding Additional Charge of Land 

Acquisition Collector, CPEC-HT, National Highway Authority, Abbottabad rendered 

himself liable to be proceeded against, as he committed the following acts /omissions 

within the meaning of rule 3 (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules, 2011. .

1, Dr,

i;.. STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

i. That, he included 13 Kanai and 03 Mai-la of land vide 2'’^ Corrigendum to 
Award No.14 totally in violation of Section 12-A of LAA, 1894. Whereas 
Section 12-A of LAA, 1894 only empowers the collector to rectify the 
typographical or arithmetical mistakes in the award.

'i ii. That, in violation of Section !2-A ofLAA, 1894, he not only includedI new
khasra numbers which were not included in the original award but also 
awarded new rates on the basis of his own formulation, »

That, if he had to award land on the lower rates then why he asked District 
Revenue Authorities, Abbottabad for provision of Chakwise Ausat for 
mouza Salhad-Il/ Khokahar Interchange Tehsil & District Abbottabad 
•alongwith valuation table of the year 2016-2017. The Chakwise yaksala for 

, the<time period from 11.05.2016 to 11.05.20.17 is higher than the already 
available yaksala of the same mouza Salhad-Il for the same period.

That, when he made coiTigendiim to the original. Award No.i4, then why he 
base asked District Revenue Authorities for a chakwise ausat yaksala for the 
time period from 20,16 to 2017 despite the fact that average yaksala of the 
same time period is available on record of the same mouza on the basis o.f 
which he has'already announced the original award after seeking approval 
from the Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

V. That, he did not bother to seek approval from Competent Authority for 
applying new rates in the 2'“' Corrigendum, in violation of Rule-6 of the 
Guidelines issued by Board of Revenue, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 
applicable at the time. ^ ^

That, two number of tatima field books are available on record' dated 
15.03.2019, not signed^by the Tehsildar, showing an area of 05 Kanai and 12 

- Marla out of which 02 Kanai and 11 Marla have been included in the 2‘'^ • 
Corrigendum to tiie award and tatima field book duly signed by Tehsildar,

. Abbottabad dated 21,06.2019 showing an area of 10 Kanai and 04 Marla 
which have been included in the.2"‘’ Corrigendum. Why two tatima field . 
books of two different dates and why an area of 03 Kanai and 01 Maria has 
not been included in'the award.
That, he announced the 2"^ Corrigendum and later on after almost four 
months, demanded the funds, which is not justifiable. He made payments 
from other heads without the approval of competent authority.

viii.- That, he is in habit of issuing'such corrigendums without adopting legal 
procedure. Only in District Abbottabad, 21x corrigendums,have been issued.

• -In Award No.14, he also issued 3^*^ Corrigendum on 24.12.2019.

i\. That, he retained file for four months which shows malafide intent because 
the acquiring i.e agency NHA was deprived from the basic right of filing 
reference before the referee court against 2"'’ Corrigendum award of LAC 
bnt intentionally, the file was delayed by him. You initiated the file 
28.06.2019, however, after four months referred it to the office of Project 
Director on 07.10.201-9.

III.

IV.

•VI,

. 'i

VII,

on

X
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t /'• For the purpose of inquiry against the said accused with reference'to the . 
.above allegations, an inquiry officer/inquiry/committee, CO.asisUug of UlC tQlto\N'\W'3. 
appointed/consLiluted under rule 10(,l)(a) of the ibid .rules: . —

2.; -
. i

.. i
/

J\
I i. •>
i-

IS.'Tfar Mv- U'0\^v‘-yI' c::c-7
/

t: The inquiry .officer/i.nquiry committee shall,- in accordance with the 
provisions of the ibid rules, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused,

■ record its findings- and make, within thirty days of the receipt of this order, 
recommendations as.to the punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

i

1 he accLised 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.

(

mV', A
1l^l

%
CHIEF SECRJS^ 

KHYBER PArPdffTUI^iOIWA 
(COMPETENT AUTf|ORITY)

•i
i

1

Mr. Farukh Jadoon (PMS BS-17)
Assistant to Comni'issioner (Pol/Dev), Abbottabad 

_ . -then holding Additional'Charge ofLAC, CP’EC-HT, ’ ‘' 
, " National HighwayAtithority, Abbottabad ' .......■-

; : \

r

*
*
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I • •

To •w'

//r;Mr. Tariq Hassan, Secretary RTA Peshawar 
(Inquiiy Officer) .«.

i i! Subject: ■ NOTIFICATION

Please refer tu Notification No. SOE-II (ED)2(756)2017, dated: 
14^'’ of April, 2022 issued from the office of Section Officer E- 
II, Establishment Department, Khyber, Pakhtunkhwa.

Reference:*

m
Dear Sir,

Parawise-reply to the statement of allegations against the 

undersigned is submitted as below:: I

i. Usually Land Acquisition on any micro or mega projects is done based on .the Land 

Acquisition design/drawings folders & Right of Way (RoW) makers installed on site. 

Provision/Commission of both these actions is the responsibility of the acquiring 

department. Once the design is final, the Acquiring Department places rpw markers 

on ground and requests the Revenue Department/Land Acquisition Collector (LAC) 
concerned for,the measurement & revenue papers. If design & RoW markers are ■

■ Changed frequently, then'Is becomes very difficult, at times impossible, for the LAC 

& land staff to make changes/amendments in the proceedings of land acquisition as 

per the Land Acquisition Act,‘.1894.(LAA,t894) ■* '

In this case, the acquiring department changed the design & ROWmarkers at least 

three times (copies of letters correspondence attached at Annex-A).

. First Land Acquisition Folder/Design was sent.in.2014, second was sent in 2017 and 

third one in 2019. initial Section 4 for almost all mauzas were issued based on first 
folder and some awards were-also announced , on that basis. Each subsequent 
folder asked for additional land in the same mauzas in which acquisition was either 
completed or in process so-the LAC have to had the consideration of saving 

government exchequer of the additional amount^and double acquisition in case he - . 

goes for new acquisition With.each land acquisition folder.

f

i

■-.t.

Same happened here; The undersigned, in order to avoid double acquisition in the 

same mauza, to:avoid enhanced rates and interest as per Section 34 of the LAA, 
1894 and to coniplete acquisition proceedings in time so as to save state, from any 

. commitment charges resorted to Section 12-A of the LAA, 1894 and termed these 

additions/subtractions-as clerical/arithmetical mistakes issued 2"** corrigendum of 

X award No. 14 & handed over possession of.the additional land to the Acquiring 

Department for completion of ground work so that project may be inaugurated in 

time.

t**
(1)

/



(The facts can be confirmed from then Commissioner Hazara Syed Zaheer-ul-
isiam. the then GMNHATanveer Ishaq & Member NHAFaza\Nawab)

f .

AJI these proceedings were done in a bonafide way with utmost regard to the 

needs/requiremehts of the acquiring agency & state interest. If the

I

acquiring,
department stiii considers this thing not serving their interests, then they may

prqceed as per Section 54 of the -LAA, 1894:

ii. Yes there were some new khasra nos. in the corrigendum award but there is no 

provision in LAA, 1894 which bars such inciusion. Secondly it was done in good faith 

as already discussed under para (i) above.
Secondly, most of the land (About 10 Kanals and 04 Marls out of 13 Kanals and 03 

Marls) was of commercial nature, situated at main Karakoram Highway (One can 

inspect the site) (Copies of Reid book attached at Annex-B mentioning the 

within 200 feet of the main road). In the original Ausat, there was no mention of

t

i

area
. i

commercial category of land (Copy of Ausat attached at Annex-C). So the 

' ' undersigned asked for chackwise ausat so that justice be meted out to the affected
people whose very expensive land we‘ were going to acquire. After perusing the 

Ausat (Copy attached at Annex-D), the undersigned found that rates were still very 

high and total estimated cost as per Qism came ouUo be' PKR. 291.350 Million (Per 
MaHa- PKR. 946,835/-)'ahd as per spot'PKR. 227:245 Million (Per'Marls PKR. 
738,50.6/-). So the undersigned being considerate of the Government Exchequer as 

well, as the affected people went fo> his own valuation which was nothing but 
Average of total , mutations which pulled the total cost to PKR. 87.762 Million with

• !

ifnew -

• ;

•■i
-I

I
average Per Marja cost at PKR. 285,211/-. Thus a cost saving of PKR. 203.588 

Million.
? ■ •

The undersigned saved millions of rupees while resorting to Chalw^^^^^t^'
•

• 3
Otherwise on ground, in those very months, Rate Per Marla was more than PKR. 
600,00.0/-. '

•1
4 •

5,

The rates of Chakwise Ausat were higher being considerate of the relevant market 
transactions. And the undersigned did so to do some justice to.the local people who 

were reluctant to extend their expensive commercial land on the routine rates. Still 
the undersigned couldn’t do them full justice as rates on ground were rnore than 

PKR. 600,000/- per maria and the undersigned gave them PKR. 285,211/- Per* 

Marla. (The fact can be counterchecked on ground). Rest is same as above.

iv. Same as above.

IN.

3 ,

y

(2} i

V .

I



{(ftj Jo y .

. Approval had already been sought initially (Copy of av\/ards attached at Annex-E) .& 

due to urgency, it was avoided. Now, the land has been entered for mutation so no 

issues in not taking the approval.

Both Field books have been signed by the Tehsildar concerned (Copies attached at 
Annex-B).

First filed-book showing area of 5 Kanals and 12 Marlas was meant for Weigh 

station (2 Kanals and 19 Marls) and Its way out from the interchange to KKH of the 

vehicles who do not comply by the weigh rules of the road (2 Kanals and 13 Marls). 

After sometime, it was decided by the acquiring authorities not to acquire the way 

out (2 Kanals and 13 Marlas) as it contained many built up structures and might 

entail huge financial cost the acquiring department.
Second field book was of all the commercial area which was included in third folder. 

So its measurement was later on asked for based on the urgency of the 

inauguration proceedings. It had an area of 10 Kanals and 04 Marlas.
All was done in good faith so as to .skip double acquisition proceedings and to save 

cost of the acquiring department and slate.

Funds were demanded immediately. As the .undersigned had additi2r^r charge of 

CPEC-HT after his posting to Peshawar in July 2019, so some delays might have 

occurred due to commitments at Peshawar.
Payments were made promptly in' order to avoid delays in possession of land from 

the affected people and to avoid Interest at the rate of 6 % as per Section 34 of the 

LAA. 1894. Again-all was done in good faith, and to avoid financial ioss to the ' 
exchequer. (GM and Member CPEC-HT may be.asked to confirm this point as well).
A ex-post-facto approval has been sought from the concerned so as to cover-all- 
these issues.

Wi
■ -miML'

I /
VI.

VI

: /
• i

.i

vli.
' l-flr-sr:!

s 5

•r
tl ;

'

t

viii. The undersigned is not in the habit of issuing corrigendum awards. Why should he 

do so if all the things are running smoothly? It was acquiring department who asked 

for acquisition proceedings in three steps, When for the same project, design Is 

changed three timds. then changes have to incorporated in all the areas affected 

. from this. District Abbottabad has 23 ‘Mauzas under acquisition in CPEC-HT and if 

changes in all are there as per different and subsequent folders then Corrigendums 

are must for alj in order to avoid double acquisition and enhanced rates in the form 

of new section-4 and hew possession dates (As per Section-23 of the LAA. 1894). A 

tentative cost saving of PKR. 500 Million.
Secondly, corrigendums are part of acquisition proceedings. In E-35 Project, more 

than 14 corrigendums were issued. In Dhamtour Bypass Project Abbottabad, many 

corrigendums were issued..

y

i

11

m
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1 ■

ir ^4 False. The undersigned didn’t retain the file. Why should he? The undersigned 

holding the additional charge of CPEC-HT from August. 2019 to December, 20^9 SO 

- he had to manage both assignments. Some slackness on the part of the clerical 

staff of the acquiring department must not be attributed to the undersigned.

Secondly, the acquiring department very well knew about the corrigendum (Director 

Land, DD Land, GM, PD, Member all), then why the land people posted there didn’t 

ask the undersigned for accepting their reference? The undersigned again served ■ 
with additional charge of the post of LAC CPEC-HT from July, 2020 to February, 

2022 and during that time, no one from the acquiring department approached him 

for accepting their reference by condoning the limitation.

was
t-

f
,r

■1
■1

■

’

f

i.

That the undersigned performed his duties with utmost diligence, honesty, integrity 

■ & hard work. This fact is apparent from, the correspondence made by NHA 

authorities to BOR, KPK & Establishment Department KPK for posting 

undersigned as LAC, CPEC-HT (copies attached at Annex-F)

That based on the facts above, the. undersigned plead not guilty of any of the 

irregularities referenced mentioned in the charge sheet

-Prayer;--Based on the above facts,-the undersigned prays for dropping all the 

charges against him and exonerate him with all the honors, please.

the

I

F^rukh Q\ .
AssistanlToC^missioner (Poll/Dev) 

Hazara Divi^on, Abbottabal- 
TheJhgcutACrCpfC-HT

if

i

4

I

(4) • ;
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p'^Q^rcTTAM?

Irrottabad thfi? holding AnniTIONAL c;hakge_qfj^
nPFr.HT. NHA. ABBOTTABAD

y . \

^iSJECT:

/
INDRODUCTION .

Pakhtunkhwa; Establishinent^^np mFT2?7S2ol7 daS' l4‘^ April 2022 on the subject 
Department Notification 'I'?' ^ujef Sectary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa {Competent
captioned above (F/A). The Worthy Ch .. Parrukh Jadoon Assistant to
Au^rity) has directed for inquiry against ortAC, CPEC-HT,

. Commissioner, (POUDEV) the^matter and submit recommendation for
NHA Abbottabad by the undersigned to f the undersigned intimated

letter no. 599-606 dated ^ V'hi 9022 the officer under inquiry was heard at length.

compliance the officer has submitted his

!

dated; 2
written reply (F/D) bn 26/04/2022.

REQUEST FOR CO-OPTED MEIVIBER
record relating to land accusation in area of

■ ■ : services of aLooking into revenue

recommendation.

procedure adopted
The Inquiry committee held a meeting to discuss at length all the'

provide the same for representative. After further probe
(F/F) some of the record was provided by vide letter no. 915-17/RTA/Pesh dated
the departmental representative was agaim directed vw time the

■27/06/2022 (FIG) to P^''^®, tterNr9(T7^^^^^^ & 1S)/M-1/NHA/22/1901 dated: 26'^Departmental representative vide letter . ( ) ' demanded is in custody with the
July 2022 (F/H) informed the ®®'^STn tie c^nceme^^^^^ that tL officer
officer under inquiry and not ava ^ mentioning that the same copy

:»:oS;»Mr.F.™khjyo»

Se ^
nm\/iHoH anH rPCPivfid.

record which was

ro



V. COn/IMENTS

List of Khasra no’s included in Section-04

Kliasra NoS. No Area
Kanal Marla

0 13983/2/11
35618/3980/1 02
43978/2/1 03

0 13975/2/14 4-
83974/2/1 05
103943/1 06;

0 83944/17
183942/1/1 08
9 •3936/2/1 09

3925/2/1 0 110
23921/2/1 011.
1112 3986/2/1 0

3995/3/113 0 7
Total 04 03

List of Khasra no*s not included in Section-04

S. No Khasra No Area
Kahal Marla

4347/11 0 5
2 5580/4350/1, 0 .2-
3 5579/4350/1 0 3
4 4351/r 0 10
5 4353/1 0 9
6 4353/1/1 0 . 3

, 4354/1 07 . . ..1 . .
8 4355/1 0 3
9 4356/1 0 • ,2

4357/1 0 2■ 10
4360/1 0 1311

8^4361/1 012
34362/1. 0• 13
34364/1 014
35441/4368/1 015

5442/4368/1 0 516
• 43996/1 0 .17 •

. 0 1-3985/118
0 63984/1. 19
0 93982/120

3976/1 4 .021
3941/1 4122

73940/1 023
24 3937/1 0 3

3922/125 ■ 0 3 .
26 3923/1 0 • 3
27 3996/1 . 2 1

Total 09 00



/ / \
/

List ____________Kfiasra
w/iad-ii later_On included in the corrigendum Award but not incfudec/ tn tfie 

24/6/2019 (provided by NHA)

of no’snew Mouza
orfqfnat

S. No Khasra No Area
Kanal Maria

1 4347/1 0 5V 2 '5580/4350/1 . 0 ,2
3 5579/4350/1 0 3
4 4351/1 0 10
5 4353/1 0 9
6 , 4353/1/1

4354/1
0 3

7f 0 1
8i 4355/1 0 3 'i
9 4356/1 0 2
10 4357/1 0 2
11 4360/1 0 13
12 4361/1 0 8
13 4362/1 0 3
14 4364/1 0 3
15 5441/4368/1 0 3
16 5442/4368/1

3996/1
0 5

17 0 4
18 . 3985/1 0- 1
19 3984/1 0 . 6
20 3983/2/1 0 1
24- 3982/1 0 9
22 5618/3980/1 0 3
23 3978/2/1 0 • 4
24 3975/2/1 0 1
25 • 3976/1 0 4
26 3974/2/1 0 8
27... . 3943/1 0 10
28 3944/1 0 8
29 3942/1/1 ■ 0 ' 18
30 394.1/1 . 1 4
31 3940/1 0 7
32 3937/1 0 3- '
33 3936/2/1 . 0 9
34 3925/2/1 0 1 \35 • 3921/2/1 0 2
36 3922/1 . 0 3
37 3923/1 0 3
38 3986/2/1 0 11
39 3995/3/1 0 7
40 3996/1 2 1

Total 13 03

Statement of Allegations, Reply and Comments

S. No Allegation Reply Comments
Included 13 kanal & 03 

maria vide 2"'* corrigendum 
to Award no. 14 totally, in

1 Ail proceedings done in a
bonafide way with utmost 
regard to the needs of the

The reply is not satisfactory & 
the'act of the Officer under 
inauirv is totally again.'^r the.



The Officer \iMev <im. I
all without adopting proper 

procedure. No land should be 
acquired without issuing 

notification u/s-4 of LAA, 1894. As 
per reply of accused that saving of 

PKR:203.588MofGo^^ 
Exchequer but no documentary' 

proof has been provided. Instead he 
has announced 2"^* Corrigendum 

Award for commercial area of 13K- 
03M @ 285211 per Mai’la which 
caused loss of PKR 75,010,564/- 

(75.01M) to Govt: Exchequer.

Yes included new khasva’s
.because LAA, 1894 does not 
bai's such inclusion and it was 

done in good faith saving 
PKR. 201588 Million of 

Govt Exchequer.

plot only included new 
khasra’s but also 

awarded new rates on 
basis of liis own 

formulation.

Un-Satisfactory and Baseless reply . 
without any Justification. The 

accused did not submit any 
. documentary proof that on the 
ground rate was PKR 600000/-

Yes did so to do some justice 
to the local people because 
rates on grpund were PKR. 
600,000/- per maria and he 
gave them PKR. 285,211/- 

per niarla. 

3 Why asked for provision 
of Chakwise Ausat for 

■ Mouza Salhad-II, 
available Y aksala was 
Irigher tlian asked one.

4 Un-Satisfactory and Baseless reply 
without any Justification.

When he made 
conigendum to original 
award no. 14 then why 

he asked revenue 
authorities for a chakwise 
Yaksala despite fact that 
average-Yaksala of same- 

period is available.

Same as Above.

5 Why did he apply new 
rates in corrigendum 
witliout approval from 
competent autliority?

Approval already-been sought 
initially and due to urgency, it 

was avoided, ^d now 
mutation entered so no issues 

in not taking the approval:

Un-Satisfactory and Un-Justifiable 
reply. The previous approval was 

sought only for Award no. 14 dated 
■ 13/09/2017. As per Para 06 of 
Guidelines issued by BOR dated 

-- 2/2/l-970t The-appHeatien-of-new 
rates in second comgendum 

'witliout approval of the Competent 
Authority is violation of law and 
negligent approach of tlie. officer 

under inquiry.:
It is against the section-08 of Land . 

Acquisition Act 1894. After 
announcement of Award

“Wliy two tatima field 
books of two different 

dates on file and why an 
area of 3 kanal & 1 maria 
has not been included in 

the award.

Both field book have been 
signed by Tehsildar 

concerned. It was decided by 
acquiring authority not to 

acquire due to huge financial 
cost. Commercial area was 

included & measui'emeiit was 
later on asked for based on 

. urgency of the inauguration 
 proceedings.•

6

measui'ement is carried out, this is a 
violation of the LAA.

Reply is unsatisfactory, violation of 
law and negligent approach by the 

officer concerned.

Why he made payments . 
from other heads witliout 

tlie approval of 
competent authority. .

Fuiids demanded 
immediately. Some delays 
might have occurred due to 
posting at Peshawar in July 

2019.

7



Corrigenduras issued on VVie regnes't 
of the Acquiring Depailnient when 
they made changes in the design 
but no design is available on the 

inquiry file.

All were.done because
acquiring dept changed 

design for three times and to 
avoid double acquisition.

Why he issued 21
. corrigendums without 
adopting legal procedure.

8
!

Allegation is baseless. NHA can
file reference before Court on the 

basis of Awai’d.

He did not retain the file. Due 
to holding of additional 

charge of GPEC-HT, he had 
to manage both assignments. 
Some slackness on the part of 

clerical staff of acquiring 
Dept must not be attributed to 

him.

Why he retained file for 
four montlis which 

deprived NHA from 
basic right of filing 

reference before court.

9

i

RECOIV1MENDATION

■ In light of the above detail/discussion it has been concluded by the inquiry 
. committee that, the. replies submitted by the officer under inquiry are un-satisfactory 'and 

baseless. In many allegations so alleged, the LAC (officer under inquiry) has gone against 
the relevant laws.. Some of his actions are violating the la\ws and have- caused millions of . 
rupees loss to National / Government exchequer. He did not follovi/ the available laws, 
guidelines and proved to be negligent while performing his duties.. Looking to the violations of 
laws and negligence of the officer under inquiry; the inquiry committee recommends that the 
officer may not be posted on any DDO post in future. He may not be posted on the post of 
Land'Acquisition Collector anywhere in the province. He may-repair the pecuniary loss so - 
alleged by the acquiring department and he may be declared unfit for promotion for,at least 
three years.

. .Npte:._The inquiry report is consisted of ,05 pages and every pa^ejs. duly .signed_by.„the.._. 
' inquiry'team.

Tariq Hassan (PMS/BS-18) 
Secretary RTA Bannu,

The then Secretary RTA, Peshawar.

• V
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rnVERNMENT OFKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
EStABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT

I

NO.SOE:1I/2C756)2017 
Dated Peshawar the Novein her 03,2022

• I

r-,h:rA““o“ a*m»,

r atisR notice

I

«
.Subject: ,

: c..„ N.i- .. ....... ..... ”

submit written reply within 15.days of its receipt.

1

I7nplnsed in originaL
\\

iia PERVEZ) 
SEjefTIONOFFICER

(ESTABLISHMENT-II)

• (Z

t

!. ;
i

I
J;- I i!

I

I. •;
i! r■•i . i-i t

I •
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government of khyber pakhtunkhwa
ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT

V

. *
c;pnw TATISE NOTICE

as Competent Authority.
1 Khn. Chief Mi«i>W, »yl«

„.de, ,1. Kh,b.. P.hh»nH.- O,.™.. S™». (B«»« ^ ““'b'-'
, PMS (BS-17) the then Assistant to Comntissioner (Pol e\

of LAC CPEC-HT. now OSD as iollows:-
hereby serve you, Mr. Farrukh .ladoon 

Hazara Division, holding Additional Charge o
conducted against you b\ the 
opportunity of hearing vide

i
That consequent upon completion of inquiry

. inquiry oflicer.

(i)1.

. the
(ii) ,

i

1 am satisfied thatyou have committed the following acts/omissions specified in rnie

. 3 of the-said Rules:

Inefficiency; 
Misconduct;

As a result thereof, I, as

a)
b)

competent authority, havd tentatively decided to impose

under rule 4 ot the said Act.
o.

upon you the penalty of

. therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not
be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

You are3.

is received within seven days or not more than fifteen days 

defense to put in and in that case an ex-parte
If no reply to this notice is - - .

of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you have
4..

no

action shall be taken against you.

A copy of the findings of the inquiry committee is enclosed.
5.

• \

(Mahmood Khan)

Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

. (COMPETENT AUHTORIT^ )

/

r “Si™ (PoVDev, DBi™.
. holding Additional Charge ofLAC CPEC-HT, now OSD.
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Diary Kio._
FTS No.^___
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Secretary, Establishment Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhawa 

. Peshawar

f-'To:

•.!

From: Farnikh Jadoon, SO Social Welfare Department,
Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Peshawar

! •
♦

Subject: SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I

Reference: Please refer to.your office letter No. SOE-I1/2(756}2017, Dated:

Peshawar the November 03,2022 on the subject cited above.t*

Dear Sir,

Para-wise reply to the findings/comments made by the inquiry 

committee along with rebuttal to the show-cause issued, are attached below along 

. with Annexures (A-J). The Undersigned also requests for according opportunity of
t *

Personal Hearing Please. ,

t

I•I

. I
r •!

1

Dated: 17* Noverhber 2022 Regards-
: >i: \-
Ii y

-I.
FarrukFTJado^ (PMS-BS=T7J 

the then LAC CreC-HT, NHA 

novv SO, Social Welfare Department Peshawar*.
I

ENCLOSURES: Para-wise Reply-19 Pkges 

Annexures (A-I)- 64 P iges
!

' t
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PARA WISE REPLY TO FINDINGS OF INQUIRY COMMITTEE AND REBUTTAL TO SHOW CAUSE

Reply by the UndersignedComments by the
Inquiry
Committee

AllegationS. No
V

I'

Included 13 The reply is not 
satisfactory &. the 

act of the Officer 

under inquiry is 

totally against the 

Section 12-A of the

-Incorrect . • .
Background:

- ^Usually Land Acquisition of any micro or mega project is performed 

based on the Land Acquisition Drawirigs/Design Folders and Right of 

Way (RoW) markers installed on site. Provision/commission of both 

these Actions is responsibility of the acquiring department. Once the 

design is final, the acquiring department places RoW markers on ground 

and requests the Revenue Department/Land Acquisition Collector [LAC) 

concerned for the measurement and preparation of revenue papers. If 

design and RoW markers are changed frequently, then it becomes very 

difficult, at times impossible, for the LAC and land staff to make changes 

/amendments in Che land acquisition proceedings.

1.

Kanals and 03 

Marlas vide 2^^

Corrigendum to 

Award No. 14
Totai^h

:r
'Sectiorn2-A-of' 

the Land ■ 
Acquisition Act,

18943 >

t

LAA, 1894

-- i*

This Project in General:
- In this case, the acquiring departmentthanged the design and RoW

I . ■

'■-e- .

1 ,



S. No Allegation Comments by the
Inquiry

Committee

Reply by the Undersigned

markers at least three times and proofofsuch changes and request to 

incorporate such changes and acquiring land as per new designs is 

attached at Anhex-A, Annex-B and Annex-^C, where the concerned 

officer of NHAis asking the LAC [the undersigned) for acquiring land as 

per new design. This change of design and RoW markers has also been 

highlighted by the Project Director of the Project (Annex-D)
- The point to note here is that in single project, which has been 

approved in the same PC-i, three different deisi^s at different 

points in time are forwarded for acquisition of land.
- First Land Acquisition Design/Folder was sent in 2014 (Annex-A)
- Second Land Acquisition Design/Fblder was sent in 2017 (Annex-6)

- Third Land Acquisition Design/Folder was sent in 2019 (Anriex-C)
- Notifications under Section-4 of the LaA, 1894 for almost the mauzas 

coming iinder the acquisition were based on First Land Acquisition 

Design/Folder forwarded in 2014. Many awards were announced on 

this Folder.

In the 2^*^ Design Folder; forwarded in 2017, changes were proposed in

*

« ^

t

) 2 ^

! i

r:-
*:■
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S. No Allegation Comments by the
Inquiry
Committee

Reply by the Undersigned
i

i

the already submitted design of 2014. So where awards were not 
announced yet„cprrigenda in different notifications were issued there;
and whefe awards were already announced, corrigenda to already

announced awards were made therein. The same fact has also been 

. confirmed and endorsed by the inquiry committee in their finding 

at point!# 8 below.
In the Design Folder, forwarded in 2019, changes were proposed in
the already submitted design of 2017. So where awards were not

1 • !

announced yet, corrigenda in different notifications were issued there; 
and where awards were already announced, corrigendum to already 

announced awards were made therein. The same, fact has also been 

confirmed and endorsed by the inquiry committee in tlieir finding 

at Point I# 8 below.
- All such ichanges were considered as omissions because basic

designyj^as same, only some changes were made to be incorporated 

and tho^e too for the reason to make slope and stability 

adjustments on outeredges.

•'

<ar

t

i

;/ . .3 i
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Reply by the UndersignedComments by the

inquiry
Committee

AllegationS. No
«(»

I

- This Case in Particular:
- The undersigned went for Corrigendum Award in this Mauza for

the follo^wing reasons:
a. To avoid double acquisition in the same Mauza. As total 
I difference of land between the initial design and new design (of 

■ 2019) was of 13 Kanals only, so going to new acquisition would

have entailed new enhanced rates of 2019-20 (Copy of DC 

Valuation Table for 20X9-20 is attached at Annex-E where rates 

: of most of this additional s land is PKR. 600,000/- per marlas

being commercial in nature).

«

1 1

b. T;o avoid 6% Interest as per Section 34 of the LAA, 1894. 
When the land would have been acquired again, the acquiring

^ department would be needing possession before the award arid

the interest at the rate of 6% as per Section 34 of the LAA, 1894 

: would also have .been accrued in addition of the compensation

for land. .. . ' ' ■ .

i

S
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Allegation Reply by the UndersignedComments by the
inquiry
Committee

S. No
!

' %
4

c. To avoid any commitment charges. Had the project's land

acquisition not been completed in time (being responsibility of 

the State of Pakistan), the contractor working in EPC mode 

would have sued State of Pakistan for commitment charges .

t

1

d. To adhere to Our State's Policy of completing all CPEC
projects in shortest possible time. In 2015-2019, State's policy 

Vis-a-vis international scenario on CPEC is quite evident from the 

events of that time. In that scenario, delay in Project delivery was 

not at all in Pakistan’s interests. New acquisition would have 

taken additional 06 months and if that happened, inauguration of 

the project, which was due in July, 2019 wouldn't have been 

-possible then.

S \

4

So the undersigned considered allthe corresponding changes in 

subsequent folders as Omissions and included the extraordinary area

■<

I
5 .■f- i

}
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Reply by the UndersignedComments by the
Inquiry
Committee

S. No ■Allegation
iI

y

1

!
by announcing corrigendum award as per Section 12^A, which asks for 

correcting any mistake arising from any accidental slip or Omission by 

the Collector.
- All these facts and reasons can.be verifiMtkm officers:

: Sir. Zaheer-ul-Islam, the then Comrnissibjn^f^azara Division,
currently serving as Secretary Local GovernmenC KP

o b. Mr. Fazal Nawab Khattak, the then MeinbwMotorways NHA 

(P345-9333322)
o Mr. Tanveer Ishaq, the then GM CPEC-Ha^li^h Thakot Section 

NHA (0300-4656532)

1

i

. o a.
L .

(
/ i

\

I' ' V ;
•;

Remedy for the Acquiring Department: ;
bona fide manner, with utmost 

priority to the needs of the Project, to the Government exchequer and to
- All the proceedings have been donerin a

the rights of the affected people.
But still if the acquiring department, l.e. NHAfeels^that this corrigendum 

award hasn't sewed any of its pu;rpgses;3heygfflpM^^^^ Convt

as per Section 54 of the LAA, 1894. Section 54 says that An appeal

;
! !

i

7
.1

6
t
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Reply by the UndersignedComments by the 

Inquiry • 
Committee

AllegationS.No
'

shall only lie in-anylproceedings under this Act to the High Court from

the award, or from^any part of the award, of the Court and from any 

decree of thetiiggpurt passed on such appeal as aforesaid, an appeal 

shall lie to the^piKme Court...."

Current Situation: ^

NHA,

•%

1

the acquirihl department in this case, in spite of the fact that 
initiated ihquiry^agamst the undersigned for including 13 kanals of land 

„in-the corngaOTmaward, but they used and still using this land for the

road purposes. ":’^ _
- NHA has removed encroachments on this very land at least for tvvo 

times durlnglS^lwo years. The same fact can be verified from the 

Project-olfiee-GPEC-HaveUanThakot NHA Office Abbottabad.
- This Corrigendum was announced in May, 2019 and till April, 2020, 

of HHA's officers including GM, PD, DP (Lahd/Legal) or Director

'.9
. 't

none
Land fwho movidlhis inquiry) pointed out anjddiing in these .

proceedings Almnit one year after announcing this corrigendum 

award, tiie inquiry was initiated. This speaks volumes of the ill

f .
■

'7 i

:—: '-iu



S;S. No Allegation Comments by the
Inquiry
Committee

Reply by the Undersigned

intention behind this.act of the initiating officer.
2. Not only

included new inquiry has done all
Khasras but also without adopting 

awarded new proper procedure.

No land should be 

acquired without 

issuing notification 

u/s-4 ofLAA,1894. 
As per reply of 

accused that saving 

of PKR. 203.588 

Million of Govt. 

Exchequer but*no 

documentary proof 

. has be6n provided. 
Instead he has

The Officer under - Incorrect
New Khasra nos. was added and reasons have already been discussed

: above. .......... ..............--.-.---i—* ' • . :
. ......

Regarding Own Formulation: ' “ :

Background:
o 10 Kanals and 04 Marlasof Land out of 13 Kanals and 03 Marlas, 

Which was included in the corrigendum award, was of 

Commercial Nature situated at mainiKar^or^^ighway [KKH) 

(Copies of Field book attached atAnhex-F). The inquiry 

committee has also confirmed the same, 
o While taking possession of the land, the qwnersof the land 

started resisting. They were not willing to handover their 

commercial land in the first place and if it were to be acquired
corripulsoriiy, then they wanted rates commensurate with the

marketrate. ' .. .
o For the purpose, we will comparean tiie-vaTuation avaiiable for

rates on the 

basis of his own 

formulation

i

8
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Allegation Reply by the UndersignedS.No Comments by the
Inquiry
Committee

coming to the decision. Detail assessment of all the options is

attached at Annex-G.
Summary of Comparison of all the Options:

* o lf\i/e go through all options, we come up with following Per 

Marla Cost and Total Costs:

announced 2"*^ 
corrigendum award. 

for commercial area

ofl3K-03M@ 

PKR. 285211 per 

Marla, which Total Cost (PKR)
(Without Compulsory 

acquisition charges and 

taxation)

Cost Per
Marla (PKR)
(Without
Compulsory
acquisition
charges and

taxation)

Option/Average

Typej

caused loss of PKR.
75.01 Million to

Govt: Exchequer.

.4

. « 71.389,387.00Initial Awarded 

kates (Based on 

2015-16 

transactions)

271,442.00

301.101,495.001,144,872.00I Chak wise Rates

■;

9 . r

V,.
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Reply by the UndersignedComments by the
Inquiry.
Committee

AllegationS. No.

•i 4

(Based on 

2015-16 

transactions) 

Rates Awarded 

in| Corrigendum
■ I*

(Based on 

2015-16 

transactions)

75,010,564.00285,211.00• ••
\

1 %
(. .

4
157,800,000.00600,000.00Vpuation Table 

I^tes in case 

hew acquisition 

be initiated

pr’ •/

t *

o Here if we go through this summary,;One can easily construe that 

a lot of saying has been made by adopting third option (PKft- 

285,211)
Loss of PKR. VSloi MilliontTotally Wrong Finding of the Inquiry

I

;■

•-
;

I

i

; ,L j_____ i.! . I
(■ !
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Reply by the UndersignedComments by the
Inquiry
Committee

AllegationS. No
f

Committee:
Total Awarded amount for 13 Kanals and 03 Marlas of land 

inj2"‘J Corrigendum is PKR. 75.01 as depicted above in the 

siimmary as well as Annex-G. Against this amount, NHA got 

13 Kanals and 03 Marlas land which they are using for last 

three years and for which mutation has also been entered by 

the Revenue staff and reasons for inclusion for which have
already been detailed in Point 1 above. So how can inquiry

say that the entire awarded amount is loss to t^e

. o

<»

vs \

committee
Gjovernment exchequer?

o Had there been new acquisition or had the undersigned adopted 

ChakwiseAusat, the cost would have been PKR. 157.80 Million or 

p|kR. 301.10 Million respectively but the undersigned announced
the corrigendum at PKR. 75.01 thus saved Government

exchequer of PKR..75 Million or PKH, 226 Million respectively, 
o Being LAC, the undersigned has ie power to announce the rafe 

6f the.land as per Section 23 of the LAA, 1894. Tl.e acquiring

l

*

I
/

I <7>'
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Reply by the UndersignedComments by the^
Inquiry
Committee

S. No Allegation

\
: department has the option to file reference under Section 18 of 

the UAA, 1894.

Un-satisfactory and 

Baseless reply 

without any 

justification. The 

accused didn't 

submit any
' _

documentary proof 

that on the ground 

rate vyas PKR. 

600,000/-

-Incorrect iWhy asked for 

provision of 

Chakwise Ausat 

forMauza

3.
10 Kanals and 04 Marias out of 13 Kanals and 03 Marlas was 

commercial land as already mentioned and detailed in Point # 2 above. 

The landowners were not willing to handover land for any sort of 

construction without paying them markets rates and that too 

. immediately. The undersigned being arbitrator had to acquire land as 

early as possible while being mindful of doing justice with the affected

people. ^ .
- That's why; the undersigned asked for Chakw'se Ausat of the year 2016

but ks detailed in Point # 2 above, the undersigned didn't apply
those rates and instead went for simple average formulation and

announced the rates at the rate of PKR. 285,.2li/- Per Marla.
- As per original awarded rates, the cost Would have been PKR. 271,442/

Per Marla (Aniiex-G). ...
- The docuthentary prbof the-Valuation table of 2019 issued by Deputy

SalhadrII?

I

1
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Comments by the Reply by the Undersigned

Inquiry
Committee

AllegationS.No I

t

i

Commissioner Abbottabad is attached at Annex-E.
:

i«Un-satisfactoryand

baseless reply.

-IncorrectWhen he made4. 1 *

- Justification has already been provided above in Points # 1 , 2 and 3. I

corrigendum to 

original award without any
I

No. J4, then why justification.
■ ■

r
he asked
revenue

•
authorities for a 

chakwise 

yaksala despite 

of the fact that 
average yaksala 

of the same 

.period is 

available.

i
II
.1
1
1

1'
i

I•;

;!
I,1

Un-satisfactoryand ]-Incorrect
, Approvaj had already been sought initially (Copy of Awards attached at

Why did he
j apply new rates \ Un-justifiable reply, j

5. i

I

i

t

i% I
V.S-— 13: .

.j
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Comments by the
Inquiry
Committee

Reply by the UndersignedS. No Allegation ■

5

Annex-H) and as explained above in Points# 1, 2 & 3, due to urgency, it 

was avoided-
The land acquired in corrigendum has been entered for mutation by the
Revenue Department and if that is not sufficient for the acquiring

department thep NHA may ask the current LAC to go for ex-post facto
approval from BoR. However, one cannot find any mention of this

approval in; LAA, 1894 and its only in Guidelines and those too issued in 

1970. Guidelines have no legal value.

The previous 

approval was 

sought only for 

Award No. 14 

dated; 13/09/2017. 

As per Para 06 of 

the Guidelines 

issued by BoR, 

dated: 02/02/1970. 

The application of 

new rates in second 

corrigendum 

vvithout approval of 

the competent 

authority is * 

violation of law and 

negligent approach

1112”*^

Corrigendum 

without 

approval from 

competent 

authority?

;
•i

5
I

I
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%
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;

i ;

i.

14
i .

1

i. , '---rr— ::^i:urrTrr•



Reply by the UndersignedS. No Allegation Comments by the
Inquiry
Committee ;:

T

?of the officer under I
I

;inquiry.

Whytotatima 

filed books of 

two different

It is againt the 

Section-08 of the

6. -Incorrect
Both field jbooks have been signed by the Tehsildar concerned (Annex-f

LAA, 1894. After F) ,;
- First field :book (05 'Kanals and 12 Marlas) was for Weigh station and its 

link road with main GT Road/KKH Initially it was to be acquired wholly 

butlater on, due to huge structure costs, the acquiring department 
decidied to drop the link road component (03 Kanals and 01 Malras). 

That's why it wasn’t included in the award.

Second fi^Id book is of coihmercial area (10 Kanals and 04 Marlas) 

coming in 2"^ Corrigendum award. Due to its different type of land and 

acquisition as per Folder No. 3, a new field book vvas prepared for this 

component.
- Section 8 asks for measurements and the same were done. As

dates on file and . 
why an area of 

03 kanals and 01

announcement of

1^^ Award

measurement is
Marla hasn't 
been included in 

theaward.

carried out, this 

violation of LAA.
. %

!
J

I elaboratejl above, this was a case of omissiph, so no violation of Section 

8 of the lXa, 1894 has been made.
«

s*

!
15 ^
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Reply by the Undersigned ,Comments by the 

Inquiry 

’ Committee

AllegationS. No ;

1 1

; i-Incorrect > ■iReply is
unsatisfactory: 

Violation of law and 

negligent approach 

by the officer 

concerned.

Why he made 

payments from 

other heads 

without the 

approval of the 

competent 

authority?

,7. single account that is G-11215. All4 ,

All paymepts were made from 
funds havelbeen deposited in this head of accountalthough on different

one

dates and Recount office being custodian of the Government treasury 

never madfe any objections to such practice because the head tvas same 

and submitting agency that is NHA as wdl as LAC isPurpose was same 

same. l

Although funds were demanded in titne but NHA and the officer who 

. moved this inquiry kept file with him for initiating this inquiry.
Meanwhil^, the urgency of the project (as already mentioned in Point # 1 

above), demanded immediate delivery of possession of land which was
t possible without j^aying the affected people their due right.

- Accounts Ife-Conciliation statements were shared with the acquiring 

department on regular basis arid had there^een any issue of payment 
othdr headi the acquiring department should have written to the

' #

:* \

$ .
noI ’•t

. n-.

; from
undersigAedbutnothingofthe sorthappened till initiation ofthis . ,

inquiry by Director Land, who cohcocted all this stpry just to make

;

.i.
i

!i \>
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S. No Allegation Comments by the '
Inquiry

Committee

Reply by the Undersignedt

reference before
Court?

;
>
1

!

G\ Concluding Remarks: !

The undersigned has performed his duties with utmost diligence, honesty/integrity and hard work. During my 13 years 

plus service, the undersigned has served in different capacities under different officers and each time, the undersigned 

has won appreciation and laurels from his seniors for efficient and extraordinary work. The fact can be confirmed from . 
his ACRs/PERs and officers under whom he served. Some of them are Mr. Humayun Khan (Secretary Mines and

Minerals, KP), Mr. Zaheer U1 Islam (Secretary LG, KP), Mr. R^az Khan Mahsud (Commissioner Peshawar), Mr. Mutahir 

Zeb (Commissioner Hazara) and many more who are serving in different capacities in KP, Federal and other provinces^ 

Even NHA officers, with whom the undersigned served, placed the undersigned at highest pedestal of Government ■ 

Service. The correspondence made by them for his posting bn additional charge and for full time charge basis (Annexe 

I) speaks volumes of this fact.

0

i ?

i
This inquiry has'been concocted against the undersigned just to .embarrass him for certain reasons as well as to make 

him cautious of any sort of decision-making on any important assignment During my 13 years plus servicc, 1 had been 

an excellent decision maker otherwise I would have not be^n able to achieve targets set by the Government. In this
i

!•
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1

i

case, the undersigned made decisions and those too with good faith.iNo illegality Has been made in any of the decisions 

made arid all has been.done in a bona fide way.

Prayer:
- Based on this para-wise reply and concluding remark^, the iihdersigned plead not guilty of any 

of the acts/omissions arid herice request for dropping jof all the charges against him and 

exonerate him with full honors, please.
- The Undersigned will request for according opportunity of Personal Hearing to him please.

:
I

>
I•:

1

i Farrukh Jadoon (PMS BS-17) 

r the then LAC ,CPEC-HT,NHA 

i now SO, Social Welfare Department Peshawar
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S. No Allegation Comments by the
Inquiry
Committee

Reply by the Undersigned

mountain out of molehill for his ulterior motives.
8. Why he issued 

21 corrigenda 

without 

adopting legal 

procedure?

Corrigendum 

issued on the 

request of the 

Acquiring . 

Department when 

they made changes 

in the design but no 

design is available 

on the inquiry file.

“Very Much Coiirect
- The inqujry committee accepted th^fad: here that all the corrigenda 

were issued on the request of the acquiring department due to changes 

indesign'
Sanie analogy goes for Allegation N^Labove and thus all charges may 

stand false. - -
Designs/being voluminous documents/4:anbe asked from the acquiring 

department but as they have concocted this entire story just to

embarrass the undersigned, so they wouldn't be sharing any such like 

document. iJ . :
9. Why he retained Allegation is 

file for four baseless. NHA can
rnonths, which file reference 

deprived NHA before Courton the- 

from basic right, basis cf Award 

of filing

-No Comihentsi

:
i

i
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UjU3;.Li-"'”#1 —
''I ' l);ilcU l’i.sli:i\viir the Aiitliisl 1H,2023
'■{.!:•
1 NOTiinCATlON

? N\'HKUi':AS,- 'Ml. I■';lrllkll• Jiulocifi, (I’MS nS-17;, Ihc 
iIk'ii .Assisliini It' it’t'i/Dc' ) li:i/.niii. lu'kiinj; Ailiiiliimii! (. Ii!ir[:c i)( I.AC Ct'F.C-Hf

iiiow .Section Oriiccr. Si’ci;il W'cHiire ncpjirliiicMl) \mis iirncccdL’i! nj_t:iiiisl under the Khyber 
P;ikliliinkliw:i. Uovo.rnnicni SciaiimI.'; (I",rrick'ncy AS; Discipline), kule.s. 2011, for. Ihe charges 

nientioncd in the Cltnrgc Sheet :nui Slnteinent id Allegnlions;

N().SOK-llti:i))2<?5(.t/2ll|7:I !
. 1•" t u .

■;i •

/

ti.'’' ■■
i

.\Nn WliKRK.AS. Mr. T;irii| Ihi'^sjui (i’MS IIS-IK), Secretary Regional Transport 
.il'i'i'intetl as liKptii;, i tlTid'i to prube iiiln llil eliurges levelled again.';! the

.-1 .J
:'i'. iL'..-,; "-as

.iv'Cii.'e.i and sid'inii riiixiiiies leei'iinnendatioiis;

.•i

.d . .
AND WIIKUI'.AS. the lni|uiry OITtccr. after perusal and examination of the case, 

evidence produced before him and explanation of the accused, subniillcd his report whereby the

charges le\elk'ii aeainsnhe aecuseil-were proved;

: \ND \N 1(I’’.RI'.AS. Slu'vv C'.u'i.se'Notice "’as issued to the accused under Rule-M'fd)

of the Rule.s ibid wherein inajor penalty o!'"Remaval from Service" was tentatively imposed upon 

the accused: •

i!
■?-

I

;
•II

-i

AND WHEREAS,' Mr. Asghar Ali (PCS SG'BS-2!-). Secretary to Government of 

Khvbcr Pakhuinkhwa Population \Velfaie Department was appointed as Hearing Officer by the 

a'nipeieni auihoriiy i.ivinlord personal hearing to the accused on behall o! the competent authority,

' NOW TIIl'RCrORE. I, Muhammad Azam 
pakhiimkhwa heing.Compeleni Authority'under Rule'^(l)(a) of the Khyber PakhUinkhwa Civil 
Servnni.s (APT) Rules. I'-JSd. alter having considered the charges, lads of the case, evidence 
record and recommendutions of ihc lnquiry Onieer. do hereby cDnVirm the imposition of the major •

pvnahv or"Rcmu\':il IVuin .Service” upon die accused.

5.

Khan. Chief- Minister, Khyber
0.

on

•r

i
CHIEF SECRETARY 

KMYRER PAKHTUNKHW.A.......

•FNDST: NO. A DATK KN’EN.
• ; ...O'opy.of the. above.i.s I'or.vvur.dcd ,10.1:...... ..... ....... ........ • ................. . —...............

1. Principal Sbcreiiiry to CliicrMinisier. Khyber Pakhlunkhwa.
2. .Aeci'untani (ieiKTitl. Khyber Pakhiunkhwa. Peshawar.
; • Secreiarv to CioN'i. of Kln ber p!ikhtimkhw:t. Administration Department.
d' ^cCrd.uAiodod.ofKhvberPakhiunkhuct.SocialWcirareDeparimenl. ,

, , Mc:ubcrV\d,unt Nuuon.d ! Iig!.w.,ix < Auduuriy. NHA Headquarter G-9/1, Islamabad.
|N toChicl'Sedd.iiA. Kii)ber Pakhttiiikhwa.

", PS to Secretary i'Niabiishinem Departincnt.
S PS u> SS|1:) SStKi.-lNtablislunent Deparinietu.

,ii 1)1) (I ITSO (.•\dn,nl so tl:-l)'SO (Secreil/SO (R-IV)/Esl.ii. OlUcer, E&A Depanmem. 
M'. I'he olVicer concerned.

!\':-"m;;M!!e.

t •

a
*!
d' '

r
1

RvVi)(ZAHlCrP 
SECTION dFFlCER 

(ESTABUSHMENT-U)

i' •



u

S.D,. Adn;n.C!ViS.KFK
Diiry Ko. /^^Xr:.

■ Dc:’;o.

■•!

• i r-

i ■ _>

To- .I- Y!
r

■ ••;

ite Hon’ble CMef Mkister/Competent Authority 

■ -■ybcr.Pa.ttlitmz.Vzbwa^ ■Pesbgv.-ar ■

.
i.
r

1'-
• Snbjc; .:t:' I -view Petition Und 

C -vernment Servants (Efficiency a 

i- - -.unst Removal kom ^erviee of tlie T'etitioner

pr. Rule 17 i-f Kkyber Pakhtunkhawa

d Discipline) Rules, 2011 ^
I< r
1 • -f■

r
Kefer.-nce: \ Mir Ictnd attdniion i.s rccjiiaslcci lo lIil- Noiilicauon issued by the office of '

, C-liiefSccrciary, Kliyb(T l^ikhiunkliwu vich No. SOE-lI(J':D)2(75b)/20i 7, 

u;d 18'’’ Aujru.st, 202.S

t
]i 1

; r
i

■ I': romiTiMnic;v((‘d (f (he Pclidoncr 22";' Augii-st,on
i

;.4j:.^neu-A

!

Respected Si:.-'..

i

I . • •; ■ reh'iMMiced ;ro:f!3caU' a. i.vlsscd : Chief Secretary Khyb 

ochairofthii CompetCiiL AuLhoriLy/Chi.-rAlinisLer, iho: Peiuioner has

ic cr•I-1

Pakhtur.ithwa

■ ' . been .renioved I'rom service vide Rde 4;l)(a) of the KIrvb.er Palditonkhwa Givii

Servants (APT; Rules, 1989. ■ ,

I

{ ■ .

1

•f. ....ih .. " 1| • r-Viljiuiiicd \v][] , :!!C r;--.-cr(Mu'r ,;hal. ar. irdiiig- lo (he order referred

—^----- aoovCj -e..i.-0UUX'. -ae-.ol- •■ihe-' diserpliriary -pi occc'clines iniiia:: -d agairrst"t.hc 'Petitibner, on

recommcndatioirs of the InquiN Officer: the Petitioner 

penalty. '
i- Ai djpvr M!;se;...i! is hi:!a; hir'd f..i! 

aiKCiasbi ; puiiishcd for n.oihing., ,

2. Th;: findings, observations and asceitainment are touiUy ineprreetj misconceived 

and bas^d.on malafide.

!
;

• I.

•vas awarded the impugned
:

i!:r pi'iidone ha\-ing'no fault on iiis pari
>
‘

I

■ .'3.'Th; t ,the ''rjuin-' report, and promedings were
V.

' liasod on maialioe.

iiallv one-sided,, arbitrary,

uni; vvful a.

• • 4. That the I'^-iiiipner has. submiilcd seMhcxplanaion’ replies to Inquiry OlTiccr and 

• .to tiie Persi.'Mal Hearing Officer with equal force and,justification and made.it 

,c:lea. d'lar a '.'.-alion-s were liaseio.ss. •

A
h

V
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?

ihc .-PctitioncT. obsci'vauons by , Ae Inquiry3. T.ic C';::rges . agauisl.
^ C iTicer/v-mmiLtcc ■ and,-si.immary olvvhai- the ' Peutioner submitted ■ to-thei I

' 1 /-
' J

' \ Personal ■ iearing blPiccr arc attached herewith at Annex-B

6. Il is pcihiiont to note that copy of inquiry report

till now. Pro\'ision ol'inciuiiA report to the accused is his

uiidct-Kulc 11 Pc'OorKhybn- PakhiiHikhvwi novrrnmcni ServanJs

•'.’(•)! i. Ihrrerorc. noii-supply/delivcry.. ol. the 

inquiry, report tantamount to usuqhng.thc lawful right of the Petitioner and it is 

• ■ aho agaiosi the Natural Justice. . ’

7. • ■i''!at,-:i.!‘' • person 

' I) il it \V.:

2i)23 am; live ease was decided in August 2023. i his again speaks of arbitiariness

• i
1 ;1 -V •:

not provided to thewas

P- titioiic' and even

.ny.> •

tK: i.hseipline) Kiihv’t;\t

•;
1

bg decided within 15 days, 

case t(K)k place in January
ill hcarin::. ihc r.istani-case was lo

i clone so.-Pci-.s-niial; I lr.inn,g.iii die liisi.Hil

' %

■and injustice in die inquiry proceedings. '

Peiilioner men;ic.ined in ihe. reply lo the Inquiry Officei, some 

•dicers .who .were to be . called as wiinesses to. whole acquisition 

happened- hence the Pedtioner was denied the

•8, d ial, d
• I , ■

P';rsons/ 

proceediugsT But that; never
i

ovoportunity to cross-examine them.i -i

9; "h quiry h'hrer didn’t record sratementi-of the Pendoner and \he Petidoncr was 

o\'ided o’pporLui'iiU' o[ ciric’rj.se-a:ai CTosi—cxaimnation ol the vCiiiicssc.s 

pport..of-allegations,...This all.w.\^a.s iiothing bui clear practice of. ,

1I

I,

; 'j
:

I . a m.nof •

produced.- in su;! ' *•

...■- - fraud,mai-sciiief^ care.i_essness_and contributoiq' negligence........ . ^...._________ _
'.ie. hicw rcn.e.ei dn-u tlu' inquiiA officer, didn’t apply lhs independent

: ■

•"T

. 10.' '• hat all

j; dicici! : '.al.

11.The Petiiioner, while seizing as

r.\

Land Acquisidon Collector .for the impugned-

■ • r ^ ^ axviU, wn s acting as “Arbitrator” between the atibeted people and the acquiring

view^ of law dr-fact and-decides the

J
y
V i1 i.

d-parinr .i.Tfan.arbitrator takes ahvrong 

on such a.ssunu)don, ihat rah
I

he conveted only'through process of

was filed

'-v . .

c. se/i^ia

aopeal/r;'\-iew/fevision. In- this case^, no 

'from any quarter';,hence impugned aVvard have got linaUty.

the question here does arise
V •

such api.)cal/review/revision
>

• .1 that author of this award, that is
Lonorah' ■ Sir, now 

■ Pod
d from Sendee? This is sheerd ddd:-. m hc'-Rcrno\v•used'..:-1 ■ cr. i> ac'i

; o

il iusticc.

\

■ 2._ 4i'
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1 ;

■1 ird in:ijor j)cnaUy lo ilu' Petitioner while the case of. l2.Th;ii it is ■joL justincd to aw;i •
>i ■ th>'Petitii^’.ii-r is of absolute innocence.

.iilioiici' Ii:i,.s {fiscliai'g'cd, ius di.ilics loiall\ in ;u.:cord;,nn:e wkh l.iAv and

wich :illc_ncd.di:n-g'es.

r

lo.d'i al thc
I

■ ;
I hr\v;-isah 'iiilel)’Imioccnl-Ii;i\in!4'

I4_ There is hint in respect of any joss caused to (nwernment cxchequei or the

li'i ne.Mis

Petitioner dermnp; any gain in issuance of this Corrigendum Award in question.: \
■i

i; 15; tpccie- Sir;I:

[jerfonned 10 hi; lullesl.years ol scia'u •. i.ne Priiiiuin'i1.; ring h
Hr has a-.'.arded/arbitrated' in more thqn t)0 case.' of Land Acquisition (Moie

f

I

than anyerie else from this batch/contempprariesyand contributed as a major

of aJinost all national-level mega ;)rqjects;d acfjuisition pi OccccIiSgsp:, \'er in.
.lik; Dass' .Hydro Power Piajcci, .:)iainer'l-Sasha i wdro Power Project. Sukki-. 

Kiiiari .Plvdro Power Project, Dubair-Khawar Hydio Power Project

!

, CPi'iC and -1

' Pliizara Motorvyay. He has earned the tide of ''Game-Changer from one of his

omirSssion,cr .for l.hr times. Apart from getting

t

f)r;'.eers; • 'm lias .served a.s e.

Ills JiTrn his (jw;; dep.; liiiwu.
r leeoladcs irmn bo; rowing1':'' iaiV-w 'll ;.1 . ‘ e; nmeiu 1

■ de;5artmoiU.s a,s well. .As far as-his'academic crcdcndals are concerned, the 

Pedtione'r has ■ done his 'SS' (Hons) ' in Computer Science (with ■

Support- Syctems) from' FAST-NV

■cial

I -!

Jl Decision-.rcxaii; :sri'

havtAU- Lnivpr?rity,;.:ad_LLM in Cop^LLc' ixonr r,....... c-•A

Lc.w :£rc'-v.:-. UMT Lahore ■ with. Honours, Hr addition, to serving

‘Faciai:t^''Lat‘'PaHstari; 'Provincial ■'Services-Acadeiny and 

■Fc.Hstar,.' Academy for'Eiiral Devciopmeiit '(PAKD), -Peshawar. All this

And . Ldicalion to Public Sendee

Lrisda!. is sheer ' injustice - and deeply.

as
■

• -
the Peiindtier'' ifK'tmun illI s|:- aks ss- 'nesIt

ani '■puni.h.ing .him ' for "somcllnii :g SO. o't

discouraging for the whole Proxdncud Civil Sen-ants .ot.
1

N

submitted, that Yovir .\ respectfnP',
authority and.fbrum.hus aXegal, Moral, Social

•it VTXO: 'iFur.i

k.'-'
a. " Honour, heir- .■ at thq. apex

: Constitutional duty to do complete justice. Thus it cannot be inhibited

attend to all aspects and to 

Moreover Sir, such

p .
ahidirg.duty toby' any restrah::.t and has an

5

:1 '.ysr cnsing jU.3't:- e.--.'ic'iv of the cat.-" in, citake ar- rverr.•!

'■J \ \

B-4.!
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I . ' - •,c

ovA lo iccni otiiccrs, tin.-; \viU 

difl’crcnt capacities :md
xSiS-CS scrvii;:' :.rf lu

5 the civil sci’vahtjr worldng infurther d ^mord :ze 

~ haidly a® ybody ’--iU dare to take right and pro-peop Ic decisions. '
•1{«

i •
• i {* I ■

; I i
4: I 1. 'i.

\ i r.

hiirr. oie prayed tb it the impugned order 

' No. SOE-n(E0)::(756)/2Ol7, Dated August, 2023 may please be set

____ and the :?etitioner may graciously be re

. .with all t ack ber^efits.

Totalpi^.ges:. '• (Review Pediion:

Annex-A:

Aniiex-B:

ri 13 mostThv ore,] ‘

i
i ■

-instated into the Service•-1asiae-
r.»

)4-
i’:'. \

01f ’

t.12) '
■

1

Regards

i

Farrukh J ado^JI riDated: Aug-ist, 2.023i • .
andPist Office Langra. TehsilVillage

Haxcliaii District .■\bbottabad.

i

i

I

Whatsapp No.'0092 345 956 9296!
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::T )
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

ESTABLISHMENT DEPARTMENT
y-y.

;
i '

. . No.SOE-II(ED)2(756}2017/PF . 
Dated Peshaw'ai', the October 31, 2023 /•r' '• i

Mr. Farrukh Jadoon,
■ [Ex-PMS BS-17/The Petitioner) . 

R/o Village and Post Office Langra, 
Tehsil Haveiian District Abbottabad

/•I

•1 )

Subject: - REVIEW PETITION UNDER RULE 17 OF KHYBER, PAKHTUNKHm 
GOATERNMENT SERVANT fEFFIClENCY AND.DISCIPL1NE1 RULES, 2011 
AGAINST REMOVAL FROM SERVICE OF THE PETITIONER.

1

j

i

■ I am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to state that your 

Review Petition/ Reviev\/Appeal dated 31.08.2023, has been processed and rejected .by the 

appellant authority i.e Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa..

:

1

% J-—
-  ̂■'

(SYED BA3HARA,t HUSSAIN) 
SECTION OFFICER (E-II) 

Ph. 091-9210551 ‘

i ■

i'
'V.

.-'X-\ \
I

• 1

FNDSt! NO. & DATE EVEN.
4

Copy forwarded to the:-

Principal Secretary to Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
ii. PSO to Chief Secretary; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
iii. Section Officer (Lit/Estt), Chief Minister Secretariat Khyber Paklitunkliwa w.r to 

. his letter No. SO(Ut/Estt) CMS/KP/4-l/Appeal/2023/1882 dated 05.09.2023.
iv. PS to Secretary Establishment Department.
V.' PS to Special Secretary [Estt], Establishment Department.
vi. PA to Additional Secretary [Estt), Establishment Department.
vii. . PA to Deputy Secretary (Estt), Establishment Department.

i . i.
y; • %

J
? ■

/' V
‘ /

SECrfoN OFFICER (E-II)
»•. ■
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• -!• I' WAKALATNAMA
:\ (Power of Attorney)i ■ ■

4i j -

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
•t

■ '1 •-

f
Ia

" (Petitioner) 
(Plaintiff) . 
(Applicant) 
(Appellant) 
(Complainant) 
(Decree Holder)

.. ^

.K'V\..

VERSUS

(Respondent) 
(Defendants) 
(Accused) 
(Judgment Debtor)

:

in the above noted/

(^ . do hereby appoint and constitute Ahmsd SultBn

1/ We the undersigned

Tareen, Mudassir Ali, Haider Ali, Shabaz Khani

Advocates Pesha\A/ar to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to 

arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel in the above noted matter, without any 

.. . liabilityjor their , default and with the authority to engage/ appoint any other 

- Advocate/Counsel at my/.ourjnatter-..... . - . ^  ..... . . .... . -...... ............ .... ........
i

.. -4...
• ■*

Accepted and Attested
Cl NT-

AhmjsdSult [areen■ ►

Mumssri ^ O

i Haider Ali,

Shabaz Khan
■ Advocate

17-G/7-B, Haroon Mansion, Khyber Bazar, 
PESHA WAR.-Oomce: 091-2572888 
BCNo. 10-1583 
CNIC-13302-0450955-5 
Cell# 0333-9434837

f!' >
■:

I

i

i
;

■:

i


