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20.04.2017 Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad 

Amin, Superintendent and Basharat Ali, Assistant alongwith Mr. 

Usman Ghani, Senior Government Pleader for the respondents also 

present. Arguments heard. To come up for order on 10.05.2017. Till 

further orders recovery shall not be made from the appellant.
•r'.'

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

10.05.2017 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Usman Ghani, District

Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad Amin, Supdt and Basharat

Ali, Assistant for respondents present.

Vide our detailed judgment of to-day in the connected

service appeal No. 230/2016 titled “Imtiaz Muhammad -vs-

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil

Secretariat, Peshawar and others”, this appeal is also decided as
/

per detailed judgment referred above. File be consigned to the\

record room.

ANNOUNCED
10.05.2017

'(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)

MEMBER
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20.01.2017 Appellant in counsel, Mr. Muhammad Yasin, Superintendent & 

Basharat Khan, Assistant alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents 

present. Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that his 

counsel is out of station. Request is accepted. To come up for arguments 

on 22.02.2017 before D.B. Till further orders recovery shall not be made 

from the appellant.

r

(ASHFAQUE
MEMBER

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

I -

22.02.2017 : Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Wahid 

Gul Junior Clerk alongwith Addl: AG for respondents 

present. Argument could not be heard due to general strike 

of the bar. To come up for arguments on 17.03.2017 before 

D.B.1

-4^ (MUHAMMAWAA]
MEIs&ER

rN^R)

(AHMAD HASSAN) • 
MEMBER

^Appellant in "person; and Addl: AG alongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Yaseen, Supdt and Mr. Basharat, Assistant for 

respondents present. Appellant requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 20.04.2017. Till further 

orders recovery shall not be made from the appellant.

17.03.2017

i'

(MUHAMMAD AAMIR NAZIR) 
MEMBER

I..
(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 

MEMBER
i;
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Since 3'”'* October, 2016 has been declared as 

public holiday on account of 1^‘ Muharram therefore,

03.10.2016

case is adjourned for the same on ^ ^

♦
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15.11.2016 Appellant in person, M/S Muhammad Yasin, Superintendent and 

Gohar Ali, Senior Clerk alongwith Additional AG for respondents present.
'.%
* "

Rejoinder submitted, copy whereof alsp handed over to learned Additional 
AG. To come up for arguments oft ^ /^ .before' D:B. Till further
orders recovery shall not be made from the appelant'

sV

(PIR BX fflSH SHAH)(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER BER

* \ I
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27.12.2016 appellant in person present. Muhammad Yasin. 

Superintendent alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan. GP for respondents 

present. Arguments could not be heard due to incomplete bench. Case 

adjourned to 20.01.2017 for argument before D.B.
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Appellant in person, M/S Muhammad Yaseen, Superintendent 

and Muhammad A!i, Superintendent aibngwith Additional AG'for - 

respondents present. Written reply not submitted and requested for 

further time. Last chance given for submission of written reply. File to 

come up for written reply/comments on 02.08.2016 before S.B 

alohgwith connected appeals. Till further orders recovery shall not be 

made from the appellant.

■ 23JO6.2OI6
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[IIS' ■ MEMBER

Mr. Zulfiqari Ahmed, Advocate on behalf of .counsel for 

the ^.appellant, and Mr. Muhammad Yasin, Superintendent 

alongwith Additional AG for respondents present. Written reply 

not submitted despite last opportunity. Requested for further

time. Another last opportunity granted! To come up for written
I ;

reply/conliments on 25.08.2016 before S.B alongwith connected 

appeals. Till further orders recovery shall not be made from the 

appellant.

di.08.2016il
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'L.„2-5.0^8,2016i Hi Clerk to counsel for the appellant M/S Muhammad All, 

Supdt and Yasin Khan, Supdt alongwith Addl. AG for respondents 

present. Written , reply on behalf of respondents No. 2, 3 and 4 

submitted. The. learned Addl. AG relies on the writtenI
reply/comments submitted by the respondents No. 2, 3 and 4 on 

behalf of respondents No. 1 and 5. The appeal is assigned to D.B 

for rejoinder and final hearing on 3.10.2016. Till further orders 

recovery shall not be made from the appellant.
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Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Executive Engineer in 

Public Health Engineering Department at District Nowshera in the year 

1989 when subject to inquiry on the allegations of involvement in 

corrupt practices and causing huge monetary loss to public exchequer 

and removed from service vide impugned order dated 11.11.2015 

where-against he preferred departmental appeal on 26.11.2015 which 

was not responded and hence the instant service appeal on 3.3.2016.

That the impugned order is against the findings of the inquiry 

committee wherein minor penalty in the shape of recovery was 

proposed. That the allegations were not properly looked into by the said 

committee and as such the same were not substantiated through any 

cogent evidence and, furthermore, the appellant was afforded no 

opportunity of personal hearing despite his claim.

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of ■ 

- »fsecurity''and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 11.5.2016 before S.B. 

Notice of stay application be also issued for the date fixed. Till further 

orders recovery shall not be made from the appellant.

24.03.2016
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Appellant with counsel, M/S Muhammad Yasii S^updt. 

and Muhammad Arshed, Supdt. alongwith for

respondents present. Representatives of respondent-department 

informed that written reply is under .process and will 'be 

submitted on the next date. The respondents are directed to 

submit written reply positively on the next date. Counsel for the 

app"ellant submitted that two similar cases have been fixed for 

reply on 23.06.2016 and requested that this appeal may also be 

clubbed with those appeals. To come up for 'written 

reply/comments on 23.06.2016 before S.B alongwith connected 

appeals. Till further orders recovery shall not be made from the 

appellant.

11.05.2016

Member
4.



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
, Court of

9^ ) UCase No. /2016

s.No; Date of order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

■1 2 3

09.03.20161
The appeal of Mr. Nasir Latif Baloch resubmitted today 

by Mr. Sardar Ali Raza Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy^Chairman for 

proper order please.
\

REGISTRAR2

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up thereon

CH^

>



The appeal of Mr. Nasir Latif Baloch Executive Engineer PHE Department Peshawar received to-day 

i.e. on 03.03.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Annexure-F of the appeal is incomplete which may be completed.

ys.T,No.

\!B 72016Dt. CB

REGISTRAR — 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Sardar Ali Raza Adv. Pesh.

x - -



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No ^ 2016

Nasir Latif Baloch

VERSUS

Govt of KPK through Chief Minister and others

INDEX

S NO DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS ANNEX PAGE
1. Grounds of Appeal 01 - 05
2. Application for suspension with affidavit 06-07
3. Memo of addresses 08
4. Copy of the appointment letter___________

Copy of the notification __________
Copy of the charge sheet and statement of 
allegations

‘A’ 09
5. ‘B’ 10 - 11
6. ‘C* 12 - 13

7. Copy of the reply ‘D^ 14- 16
8. Copy of the letter dated 09-09-2014 17-20
9. Copy of the earlier inquiry report

Copy of the show cause notice, copy of the 
letter dated 27-10-2014 and reply to show 
cause notice

21 -44
10. ‘G’ to r 45-50

11. Copy of the notification dated 11-11-2015 51
12. Copy of the departmental appeal

Copy of the letter dated 03-07-2014
‘K 52 - 56

13. ‘L’ 57
14. Copy of the letter dated 11-9-2013 and 

minute of the DDWP meeting dated 6-9-2013
Copy of the report and statement ^

‘Ma N* 58-64

15. ‘0 a P’ 65 - 68
16. Wakalat Nama (in original) 69

Appell^t

Through:
SARDAR All RAZA)

(ZULFIQAR AHAAAD) 
Advocate,
High Court, Peshawar 
Office 17-A The Mall 
Peshawar Cantt 
Cell #0300-5923990Dated: -01-03-2016



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR

' ribu^Mk / 2016Service Appeal No

Nasir Latif Balouch S/0 Abdul Latif, Executive Engineer Public 
Health Engineering department, Khyber Pakhtunkhv^a, 
Peshawar (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Minister 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 
Secretary

3. Secretary Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa

4. Chief Engineer (South) Public Health Engineering 

Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

(Respondents)5. District Police Officer, District Nowshera

Appeal under Section 4 of the NWFP Service 
Tribunal Act, 1974 r/w Section 19 of Government 
Servant (Efficiency) Rule 2011 against the 
impugned notification No Secy; PHED Notification 
No SO (ESTT) PHED/8-26/2014 dated 
November, 2015 of the Respondent No 3, 
whereby the departmental appeal/review 
petition against the order of removal from 
service and recovery of Rs 1,583,999/- of 
the Appellant was dismissed in a cursory manner

S
PRAYER IN APPEAL:-

On acceptance of the instant Appeal, the impugned 
impugned notification No Secy: PHED Notification No SO 
(ESTT) PHED/8-26/2014 dated if" November, 2015 of the 

Respondent No 3 may kindly be set aside and consequently 
the Appellant may be reinstated in service with all back 

benefits.

tte-suftmiued tO'
tad t\iie4.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

The Appellant humbly submits as under;-

N.



That Appellant was appointed as Sub-Engineer (BPS-11) in 
Public Health Engineering Department NWFP (now Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa) on 28-08-1989. (Copy of the appointment 
letter is attached as Annex ‘A’).

That the Appellant after rendering meritorious service for 
about 26 years, the Appellant was promoted lastly as 
Executive Engineer (BPS-18) in Public Health Engineering 
Department NWFP (now Khyber Pakhtunkhwa). (Copy of the 
notificationris attached as Annex ‘B’).-;^ B/l.

1)

2)

That the Appellant was transferred as Sub Divisional Officer 
in the month of March, 2008 at Nowshera; where the 
scheme i.e. Water Supply Scheme Sado Khel, Asha Khel, 
which was the part of Ambraalla scheme namely 
(Construction of 10 Tube Wells) for Nowshera. The 
Adminrative approval and technical sanction was granted 
on 25-09-2009 and 24-10-2009

3)

That the Appellant was posted as Executive Engineer PHED, 
Nowshera and remained on dual charge of Executive 
Engineer as well as Sub Divisional Officer and regularly took 
the charge as Executive Engineer on 01-04-2010. The 

Appellant remained there till 21-02-2013.

That the Appellant completed the above mentioned 
scheme on 30-06-2010 in accordance with approved plan 
and standard specification of PHED. On fortunately scheme 
could not be activated due to non-availability of electricity 
connection, despite the full payment to WAPDA.

That the inquiry was initiated against the Appellant by the 
competent authority by issuing a charge sheet and 
statement of allegations dated 27-12-2013. (Copy of the 
charge sheet and statement of allegations is attached as 

Annex ‘C’).

That thereafter the inquiry committee was constituted 
comprising (1) Mr. Manzoor Ahmad Director Transport KP 
(2) Engineer Nasir Ghafoor SE Irrigation Department. The 
Appellant submitted reply of charge sheet and statement of 
allegations. (Copy of the reply is attached as Annex ‘D’).

That the inquiry report was submitted by the above 
mentioned two persons to the competent authority without 
observing the coddle formalities in conducting the inquiry 
and almost draw the conclusion, while sitting in the office. 
The copy of which was never provided to the Appellant 
with mala-fide intention. Keeping in view the discrepancies 
in the inquiry, the Respondent No 3 Secretary Public Health

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

ii



vide letter dated 16-06-2014 again directed the members 
of the inquiry committee for review of their earlier report, 
the inquiry committee in compliance of the directions vide 
letter dated 09-09-2014 again after review submitted the 
report without observing the coddle formalities and the 

law. (is attached as Annex *E*).

That it is pertinent to mention here that the previous 
inquiry report almost exonerated the Appellant and 
imposed a minor penalty of recovery as per his job 
description and tenure, since other three other persons 
were also given the same charge sheet and statement of 
allegations. (Copy of the earlier inquiry report is attached 

as Annex *F’).

9)

That consequent upon the review of the inquiry committee, 
the competent authority issued a show cause notice to the 
Appellant on 20-10-2014 and the Appellant submitted the 
reply of show cause notice. (Copy of the show cause notice, 
copy of the letter dated 27-10-2014 and reply to show 

cause notice is attached as Annex ‘H’ & M')-

That the competent authority vide notification dated 11'^'' 
November, 2015, the Appellant was removed from his 
service as well as imposed recovery of pecuniary losses of 
Rs 1,583,999/- (Copy of the notification dated 11-11-2015 

is attached as Annex *J’).

10)

11)

That the Appellant was seriously aggrieved from the above 
mentioned notification dated 11-11-2015, filed a 
departmental appeal/review petition before the worthy 
Chief Minister competent authority (Respondent No 1) on 

26-11-2015. (Copy of the departmental appeal is attached 
as Annex *K’).

12)

That since 26-11-2015, there is no reply of the competent 
authority and the fate of Appellant is in lurch, hence this 
Appeal for setting aside the impugned notification dated 
11^'' November, 2015 on the following grounds inter-alia:-

13)

GROUND5:-

That the Impugned notification dated 11^'' November, 2015 

is illegal, unlawful and based upon surmises and 
conjectures and not tenable in the eyes of law at all.

That the entire proceedings were carried out in the office 
of the Officers of inquiry committee, which is illegal and 
unlawful since many questions of facts, which requires the 
recording of evidence and very minuet nature of

A)

B)



y
measurement Is required to come to the conclusion of such 
nature. The letter dated 03-07-2014 to the Executive 
Engineer PHED Nowshera, which shows that the task of 
measuring losses in shape of missing rising man, non­
installation of distribution system, and burying of pipes and 
other tasks were assigned to the Executive Engineer by the 
inquiry committee. (Copy of the letter dated 03-07-2014 is 

attached as Annex ‘L’).

That prior to the subject inquiry, the same matter was 
raised in DDWP meeting held on 06-09-2013, wherein it was 
categorically decided that the pipe washed away due to 
the flood or stolen by the people of locality should be 
deducted from the available pipes on the spots and new 
funds were allocated for the same scheme. (Copy of the 
letter dated 11-09-2013 and minute of the DDWP meeting 
dated 06-09-2013 is attached as Annex ‘M & N’).

That it is pertinent to mention here that the stealing of 
pipes was reported by the department to the local police, 
whereupon the local police recorded the statement of the 
local persons and submitted a report, which was altogether 
ignored by members of the inquiry committee as well as by 
the competent authority. (Copy of the report and 

statement is attached as Annex ‘0 & P’).

That the Appellant in all his replies, submitted to the 
inquiry committee and competent authority, categorically 
sort a personal hearing but very conveniently ignored by 
both the forums, which tantamount to condemning the 

Appellant unheard.

C)

D)

E)

A'
* i, .

That neither the statements of private witnesses were
any statement of departmental

F)
recorded
representatives were recorded by the inquiry committee 
and this fact was also ignored by the competent authority. 
Hence, fells into serious illegality.

nor

That the charge sheet is defective in nature and clearly 
ignores the concept apportionment of the responsibility of 
Appellant and other officials charge sheeted with Appellant 
without apportionment the inquiry committee and 

competent authority cannot impose 
unjusti|^d penalty upon the Appellant.

||

That the entire proceedings of efficiency and discipline 
rules are quasi judicial in nature, since the inquiry 
committee has to decide the fate of a civil servant. It is 
incumbent upon the inquiry committee as well as the 

, competent authority to decide the matter before the in

G)

this harsh and

H)

cJ
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accordanGe;With law and.by granting full opportunity to the 
accused in his defence.

That the other grounds not here specifically may also 
graciously be allowed to be raised at the time of 
arguments.

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed 
al, the impugned impugned 
ation No SO (ESTT) PHED/8- 
of the Respondent No 3 may 

(‘ntly the Appellant may be
/IVfitV.

that on acceptance of this Appi 
notification No Secy: PHED Notifi 
26/2014 dated November, 201P 
kindly be set aside and consequ 
reinstated in service with all back )

Appella

ARDAR All RAZA)
Through:

a
r

V(ZULFIQAR AHMAD) 
Advocates,
High Court Peshawar

V.

Dated: -01-03,:2016
life:

I ■
No such -Appeal for the same Appellant has earlier beem 
filed by rne before this Honourable Tribunal prior to instant 
one.

NOTE:-

Advocate '

li
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR

Nasir Latif Baloch

V E R$ U S

Govt of KPK through Chief Minister and others

Application for the suspension of 
notification dated 11-11-201i5" till the 
final disposal of the instant Appeal

Respectfully Sheweth: -
That the captioned appeal, alongwith the instant 
application is being filed in this Honourable Tribunal, 
wherein no date of hearing has yet been fixed.

That the Appellant requests for the grant of interim relief 
on the following:-

GROUNDS: - ,

1)

2)

That due, to the grounds set out in the main Appeal, 
Appellant has got good prima facie case in his favour and is 

hopeful of its success.

That the, grounds of appeal may kindly be considered as 
part and parcel of the instant application.

A)

B)

r •

That, if: the operation of impugned notification dated 11^^ 

Novem|dr,, 20l5^.is not suspended; the Appellant would 
suffera^r&parable loss.

'0m
That dl’l'lto the peculiar circumstances of case in hand, 
balanced of'.convenience also lies in favour of allowing this

C)

D)

application.'

" ; It is, therefore, r^pectfully prayed that
on acceptance of this Application, the imerim relief as prayed 
for in the heading of application m^y be passed in favour 

Appellant against the Respondent. ^
pi

Through:

(SARDAR All RAZA)
a

f
^ii (ZULFIQAR AHMAD)' 

Advocates,
High Court, Peshawar

■ n.,

Dated: -01-03j^0;l'6

i
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWARr

Nasir Latif Baloch .ri

VERSUS

Govt of KPK through Chief Minister and others

AFFIDAVIT
;1, NasiY Latif Balouch S/0 Abdul Latif, Executive Engineer 

Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath the 
contents of the accompanying Application are true and correct to 
the best of my j knowledge and belief an^nothing has been 
concealed from this Honourable Court. //

NT

Identified by:-

(ZULFIQAR AHMAD) 
Advocate '!'
High'Court, l|^|iwar

• 'i r-:jy■ 'll \

i

i

J
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR
k. ;

Nasir Latif Baloch

VERSUS

Govt of KPK through Chief Minister and others
;■

•\

MEMO OF ADDRESSES

APPELLANT '

Nasir Latif Balouch S/0 Abdul Latif, Executive Engineer PHED, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

RESPONDENTS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Minister 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary
' ; ' 1 i

3. Secretary,-.Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa'!'
• I ■ 1
■T'. ■;

4. Chief Engineer (South) Public Health Engineering Department
Khyber Pa,khtunkhwa /V

5. District PbliceOfficer, District Nov^bter^

: AppeU^t

Through:• : S'

.fSflL
■ : ,1

ARDAR ALI RAZA)■iM

(ZULFKJAR AHMAD) 
Advocates 
High Court, Peshawar

}

Dated: -01-03-2016

. ! i'

; , \ - f •
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PUBLIC HEALTH ElMHINFFRlMn. DEPARTMENT 
f\lD.1310'15/

To, I

i

} '' /Dated Peshawar the »

i

The Executive Engineer, 
PUEiSanit.ation Project Dlvn: 
Peshawar.,? ; ,

!■

f

!I.
SUBJECT:- REGULAF^TZATIDN OF SERUICESvOP PROJECT 

^Ue^ ENGINEERS OF PHE:SANITAT ION DTUN;
:•

JL ",

\
1

. i .if
I----- r>;

i

It is • intimated that the : ’ '
■following project Sub Engineers (B-11) attached to 
have been regularized by the 
in the meeting held

t

services of the !
!

Oivieibn
Committee

your
PHE:Departmental Selection

/

on £.8.1989o

■ i) M;.:„Hazrat Muhammad, Sub Engineer.. 
2) H.roNesir Latif,Sub Engineer.

j.

E) The tevm^. and conditions 
are es unde;:

0 f the ren riz at ion
f the servicE.

I'

1) IhEiy will be fillouied. , , pay in the uamEj BPS-11
at tne initial stage of Rs.910/-p.m..plus 
allcuences as admissible under the rules.

■r •

2';>They will be on purely temporary basis.

3) They will be probation for a period ;af
upto 3 years. In case of 

unsat].|T.actory work and conduct durino the 
prooationery period, their services 'shnli be 
cispensed with without any notice and 
assigning' reason ^therefor.

i
4) They sh^all be on deputation baois tnl you^r''^' 

Divisio.n without deputation al loi.;ancie.
s

*

i/v^\
•(

Thief £ ri'
, _ £ngg:Department

i^sshaw&r. •

DA/Nil. Public MeaV r
I

4
;

:•
i 1

AT

I
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GOVERNMENT OF N.W.F. 
J CTBLIC HEALTH ENGG; DEPAFT TMENT

Dated'Peshawar, the March 31 3010NQTIFICATTON

consequent upon the recommendations of the 
Provincial Selection Board (PSB), in its meeting held on 09-03-2010, the competent 
authority has been pleased to promote tlie following Assistant Engineers/Sub Divisional 
Officers (BS-17) of the Public Health Engineering Department to the rank of Executive 
Engineer (BS-18) on regular basis, with immediate effect.

1.. Mr. Niamatullali Banochi 
Mr. Abdul Bashir 
Mr. Rehmat Ali 
Mr. Abdus Sami 
Mr. Abdul Latif 

6. , Mr. Khan Zeb 
Mr. Ishrat An 
Mr. Bah^rullah •
Mr. Amjad Ali
Mr. Muhammad Sadiq Khattak 
Mr. Irfan Rasheed - 

12. Mr. Nasir Latif

2.
3.
4.
5.

7.
8.

• 9.
10.

ATt©iTED ,11.

2. _ They will be on probation for a period of one year or till retirement which
ever is e^her. However, their promotion will be subject to the final order of NWFP 
Services Tnimnal and Supreme Court of Pakistan on the main petition.

1 Cpnsequent upon , their promotion, the'competent authority is further
pleased to order the posting/transfer of the following officers <3f PHE Department with 
immediate effect, in the pubhc interest:- ■ '

Name af

Niam-^tuilah
Banocni___
Abd-.: B.ashir

Rehrict Ali

3.

1S. From ToNo
1. Executive Engineer (OPS) 

Di in .^n tra 
Assist:>;:it Oei:ign IE g:aeer~' 

_o/o tl»e C.E (Sout:;.;' VHED 
Executive Eiiginee: 'PS)^ 
PHE Division Karak.
Secticn Officer (Tech) ^ 
PHE, Department.
Execuiive Engineer (OPS) 
PHE Division Abbottabad. 
Deputy Secretary (Technical) 
(OPS) JTiE Department.

Executive Engineer
_ PHE Division Mansehra.

Design Engineer 
_ o/o the C.E rSouth) PHg;). 

Executive Engineer 
PHE Division Karak.
Design Engineer ;

.. o/o the C.E (North) PHED 
Executive Engineer

__ PHE Division Abbottaba i:
Design Engineer o/o C.E ~ 
(North) PHE Department lor 
actualization of promotion 

_ re-posted as PS (Tech) PEED.
Executive Engineer PHE
Division Swat,.______
Executive Engineer
PHE Division Swabi. 

Executive Engineer . "
PHE Division Mardan.. ! 
Executive Engineer 
PHE Division BattaprHm ,

.2.
i *

3

4. Abdus Sami

• 5. Abdul Latif

6. Khan Zeb

and
7. Ishrat Ali Executive Engineer (O^ 

PHE Division Swat. 
Executive Engineer (0.^ 
PHE Division Swabi. 
Execubve Engineer (OPS~~ 
PHE Division .L'^ardan. 
Executive Enviueer (OP^ 
PHE Division Battagrain

8. Baharullah

9. . Amjad Ali

10. Muhammad 
Sadiq Khattak

\

J



r
11. Irfan Rasheed Assistant Design Engineer 

(Waiting for posting). 
Executive Engineer (OPS) 
PHE Division NoWshera.. 
Design Engineer (OPS) 
o/o the C.E CiNorth) PHED

Technical Officer r
o/o Chief Engineer (N) PHED.12. Nasir Latif Executive Engineer
PHE Division Nowshera. .

13. Mehboob ur
Rehman Assistant Design Engin

o/o the C.E (North). PH
eer
ED.

(ENGR. AHMAD JAN) 
SECRETARY PHED

Endst: No.SOr£stt)/PHED/1.17/2010 Dated Peshawar, the March 31, 2010

Co::foiwarded for information and necessary action to the;-

.ditional Chief Secretary NW]' Peshawar.
-t 'iitional Chief Secretary (FAT/v) Warsak Road Peshawar.

3. ..ncipai Secretary to Chief Mini: ;terN WFP Peshaw'ar.
4. : )litical SeGretar^> lo Chief Minister I4WFP Peshawar.
5. :, crctary to Gove.t.or NWFP.Peshawar.

- ;:cou*. 'ant General NWFP Pesh^wm-.
7. ^ additional Accountant General (PR), Pakistan Revenue Sub Office Peshawar.
8. DG-cum-Secretary PDMA/PaRRSA NWFP, Peshawar
9. DG-cum-Secretary PERRA NWFP, Abbottabad
10. PS to Chief Secretary NWFP, Peshawar.
11. Chief Engineer (No.rth) PHE Department NWFP, Peshawar.
12. Chief Engineer (Soutl^ PHE Department, NWFP, Peshawar.
13. Registrar NWFP Services Tribunal Peshawar.
14. All Superintending Engineers in PHE Department.

. 15. All Executive Engineers in PHE Department.
16. District/Agency Accounts Officer concerned.
17. Manager Government Printing Press Peshawar for publication in the next issue

* of Govt Gazette. . '
IS.Inchai-ge Computer Cell PHL-: Department.
19. PS to Secretary PHE Department.
20. Office Order/Personal Files

• 2.

6.

I

(SHABBIR AHMED A WAN;
' SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)V

' \
1

’■n
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o - GOVERNMENT OF KHVEEirPAKHTUNKHW 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT
Ai-Am

Dated Peshawar, the February 19, 2013

I^OTIFICATION

No-SQrE^PHE/l-45/2Q13. The competent authority has been pleased
/

to order the transfers / postings of following Executive Engineers of 
the Public Health Engineering Department with Immediate effect:-

!

From Remarks ism Name To
Mr.Nasir Latif 
(BPSA8)

Executive Engineer 
PHE Division 
Nowshera.

Executive Engineer 
PHE Division 
Torghar.

Vice No.ii

Mr.Shahzada 
Behram (B-IS)

Executive Engineer 
(Acting Charge) 
PHE Division 
Torghar, 

Executive Engineer 
(Acting Charge) PHE 
Division Nowshera

Vice No.iiL
i

;■

S E C R E 'i' A R Y .

w»o.SD(H)PHE/l"45/2013 Dated Peshawar, Febriiaj'y 19, 2013
i !•

Copy forwarded to the;-
!-

1. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,
',2. Special Assistants Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 

3. Chief Engineer (North) PHE Peshawar.- .
A. Chief Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar.
5. Superintending Engineer i^HE Circle Abbottabad / PeshaV'/ar.
6. Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowshera / Torghar.
7. District Accounts Officer Nowshera / Torghar.
8. PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

, 9. Officers concerned.
0/0 File / Pe.mona! Files,

^i-

! ■

/
hAY

f3m i

( MUHAMMAD YUNAS ) 
SECTIOrji OFFICER (ESTlTj

■ y

I':Viz



,4 - tf...............^ r %

- V.j

I, Pervez Khatek, Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as competent 
authority under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Discipline) Rules 201,1, hereby, charge you, Mr.Nasir Latif, Executive Engineei^ 

(BPS-18) PHE Division IMriwshera, as follows;-
G

2. That you \A/hi!e posted as Executive Engineer PHE Division 

Nowshera, committed thd folEowing irregularities;-

0 In. the Village Sadu Khel, the Rising Main and distribution
system of the Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme was found 
missing.

I

I

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid in Nullah longitudinally 
the surface without burying the pipeline in depth.

Pipes of various sizes measuring 7061 Meter are missing, 
causing a loss of Rs.4751996/- to the public exchequer.

The work was not carried out as per standard specification of 
PHED,

ii) on

ill)

iv)

3, By reason of the above, you appear to be guilfy of inefficiency & 

misconduct and corruption under sect|on-3 (a) (b) & (c) of the, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) rLibs 2011 and have

rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in section-4 of the 

rules ibid.

4.' You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense 

seven days of the receipt cjf this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer/Committee 

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

defense to put in and in

within

no
that case ex-parte action shall follow against you.

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

6. A statement of allegations is enclosed.
A

'‘v>.

4
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STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
O'

'!
I, Pervez Khattak, Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as competent

. ' *1 •
authority, am of the opinion that Mr.Nasir Latif (BPS-18), Executive Engineer PHE 

Division Nowshera, has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against as he 

committed the following acts / omission within the meaning of section-3 (a) (b) 

St (c) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency 8t Discipline) 

Rules 2011:“

2, That he while posted c\s Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowshera, 

committed the following irregularities:-

In the Village Sadu Khel, the Rising Main and distribution 
system of the Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme was found 
missing.

i)

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid in Nullah longitudinally on 
the surface without burying the pipeline in kepth.

Pipes of varjous sizes measuring 7061 Meter are missing, 
causing a losS of Rs.4751996/- to the public exchequer.

The work was riot carried out as per standard specification of PHED. 'iv)

3. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with 

reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Officer / Committee consisting of 

the following is constituted under section-10 of the E&D Rules 2011.

y
i)

Hi)

4. The Enquiry Officer, / Committee shall, in accordance with the
i ! , ' I • ;

provisions of the E&D Rules 2011, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to 

the accused, record its findings and make, within thirty; days pf the receipt of this 

order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate action against 
the accused.

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

Officer/Committee.

5.

, ^ V-,.--- --
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To,

Mr. Manzoor Ahmad,
Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Engr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan,
Project Director,
Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan. '

Subject: INQUIRY: (WSS Sadu Khel/ Asha Kh^n

Respected Sirs,

The undersigned has been directed to furnish annotated replies to 
the charges contained in the Charge sheet. In fact these are not 
four charges ^ but a single charge has been split into four clauses 
and clause (1) to (iv) collectively constitute/ make one and the 
smne charge to which I have replied. The reading of a single 
clause m isolation of each other will not make any sense. Any how 

attempt is made to comply with your kind orders as below:an

S.No Contents of Charge Reply of the Accused

Clause (i), if read in isolation of remaining clauses, does not 
convey any accusation against me nor does it state any 
independent charge against any one. This clause alone does 
not state/ disclose any particular accusation as to whether:

Fake payments were made without laving the pipes?
(F) The pipes were washed awav Viy fInnH?

Ib.e pipes were stolen after they were laid?

And hence a highly defective charge being vague and dumb.

If we presume it a separate charge then (with due respect) it 
does not contain any allegation against 
and hence not require any separate reply.

But if it is part and parcel of the same and single charge 
then my earlier detailed reply coupled with subsequent 
explanation sufficiently repel things, wherein I have 
categorically denied/ disproved the false charge/ accusation 
as in para 9 to 16 of my reply I have belied the possibility 
washing away of pipes by flood while in para 17 to 27 1 have 
pioved the fact of stealing pipes by the locals.

No steps seem to have been taken for collecting the stolen 
pipes still lying in the custody of various individuals While 
on the other haiid, efforts are being made to save the skin of 
the culprits and justify the false charge by making accused 
an escape goat. I reserve the right of a judicial review.

i) In the Village Sadu
Khel the Rising Main
and distribution
system of the 
Water Supply and
Sonftation Scheme
was found missing

me or any one else

of

(a
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ii) The Pipe Line. 
(Rising Moin) was

As stated in para 2 of my earlier xplanatory memo, it has 
Lncorrectly been alleged that the pipe line (Rising Main') was 
laid m the. Nullah longitudinally on the surface without 
burying the pipeline in depth.

In fact there is no Nullah but a dry-khwar in the shane of
__land where agricultural lands;

government buildings and tube-well are there while the pipe 
was laid in accordance with site requirements and 
properly covered under the earth upto allowable depth.

With due respect, where the pipe is missing and not av^ilnhlp 
on site (being stolen or washed away), how . 
allege that it was laid in the Nullah longitudinally 
surface without burying it in depth?

The department has not been able to produce any oral or 
dgciunentary evidence in support of this allegation. I have 
gubmitted a separate application for providing opportunity nf 
cross examination on such witness, if anv. While in absence 
of such evidence, it will be unlawful to believe the charge.

laid in Nullah
lonqitudinollv on the
surface without 
burying the pipeline
in depth. residential and

was

can one say/
on the

Mth due respect, the very purpose of laving G.I. Pipe is 
h has the strength to face all weathers; and__________ even can be laid
on the surface in hilly and hard areas, where excRv^tinn is 
not possible. Sie—department has approved certain
rpanufacturing G.I. Pipes after making required tests and in
tins case the pipe used was that of the approved firm

iii) Pipes of various
sizes meosurino

Under the law an accused cannot be required to prove his 
innocence until prosecution brings oral and/ or documentary 
evidence on record in support of the charge/ accusation 
thereby shifting burden to the accused to prove his innocence 
and belie the prosecution evidence.

It was for the department to prove its allegations against the 
accused. But till date they have neither brought any oral or 
documentary evidence on record nbr have been able to shift 
burden to the accused for proving their innocence. I reserve 
my right of cross examination on such witnesses (if any).

With due respect, the department has not been able to 
^9cify quantity and cost with reference to Rising Main and 
Distribution, nor has it been able to state the quantity of 
various sizes with cost thereof, which prima facie suggest
that the charge has been framed in the air for ulterior 
motives.

7061 Meter are
trussing, causing a
loss of
Rs.4751996/- tn
the public
exchequer

iv) The work was not 
carried out as per 
standard

Beyond all doubts theyi^line of Sadu AWWhid^per 
approved plan according to the standard specification 
rnbD. In this regard, the work

of
on Asha Khel section is a 

speaking proof of executing work in accordance with the 
standard specification of PHED, as the same is satisfactorily 
working and no defect could have been noticed therein 
which sufficiently belie the false charge/ ‘

specification nf
PHED

accusation.
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This clause of the charge is dumb and vague as it does not 
identify/ specify any particular rule(s)/ standard specification 
de\|iated from. In absence of such identification, the baseless 
charge/, accusation fall to the ground being without 
substance. Is there any competent person in the department 
to identify the particular provision^ specification which the 
un4ersigned/ accused has violated or deviated from? I 
request the Hon’ble Inquiry Committee to pin-point/ identify 
the particular rule/ provision/ specification if they know.

Unher the law, a charge must be clear in itself with 
necessary details. It is for the department to pin-point the 
particular standard specification, which the undersigned has 
violated/ deviated from. Copy of T. S. Estimate has already 
been provided to Mr. Nasir Ghafoor, Project Director, Bazai 
Irrigation Project, Mardan during hearing of the case.

I have already provided sufficient documentary evidence'' of theft of 
pipes by the locals. In this regard reference is inyited to para 18, 20 and 
21 of my reply and Annexure-IV, V and VI, whereby the department 
itself has reported to the local police and the police has confirmed that the 
whole pipe is lying with the locals, who claim it to have kept it at their 
homes as a National Trust”.. Under the law documentary evidence 
exclude oral evidence.

It is painful to see that instead of dealing with the culprits with'iron hand, 
all concerned . seem to have joined hands with them to save their skin; 
otherwise the police was required to book them under the relevant sections 
of law and recover the pipes from them.

1 have moved separate application for requiring the department to produce 
their witnesses for cross examination being it a right given bv law to the 
accused for safe administration of justice.

With due respect the department seems to have issued the instant charge 
sheets while in great hurry to justify approval of fresh scheme under the 
garb of revised PC-I against the dictates of DDWP and in disregard of the 
diiective of the Honorable Chief Minister KPK. which will constitute ^ 
heinous offence.

Though I have lost my hopes of having justice, but still I b^ve i 
Almighty Allah who will never allow his creature| to suffer for nO^g. At 
least I deserve to be treated in accordance with the law of the la®

(Enfe/.
M
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■■ OFFICE OF THE GENERAL MANAGER {OPERATiqNSff^^fe-^'^"^-*^-^

WATER & SANITATION SERVICES PESHAWAR,

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMPLEX, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

Plot tf 33, Street No, 13, Sector E-8, Phase-VIl, Hayatabad 
wss^shawar^cimail cnm , Phone No# 091-9217863 ’

\
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■ 111 .i ^ 

•lui a:

./GM (Ops) /1-E
Dated; - 09-09-2014

0
V- 0ropes4_ h_ The Secretary,

r.ri' •Public Health Engg: Department,
0:? b ...Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

^1 ^

Peshawar.

Q ■

f Subject:M 9jr^UIRY REGARDING IRREGULARITITIES COMMITTFn 
SUPPLY.SCHEME ASHA KHEL 5ADU KHEL NnWRMPPr^

Your of.fic^ letter No. SO [Estt} / PHED/ 8-26/2014 dated 16^'’

-4 Kindly refer to youf letter under reference and i 
been reviewe_d as per the directions of the 

rr; conclusions.,are derived 
committee in our earlier report

IN WATER

(XJ; iylv\\ Reference; -orlb June 2014.
-t
H

It is submitted that the inquiry report has;<
COmpe^n^th9ri^y a_nd the following

inquiryia P c in light of the findings /
recommendations made by the

i) The status of the charges reflected i
II charge sheet and statement ofin

Charge Name

Officer/officiai
of Charge/Allegation 

accused offjcer/official
against the Recommendation

of the 
committee

No.

inquiry

1. engineer Nnsir Liitif, 
(BPS-f8), E.xeciitive 
engineer.

fi' the Village Sadu'lSt^irihe Rising 
Main and distribution

Proven
system of the 

V'''ater Supply and Sanitation Scheme 
was found missing.
The Pipe Line (Rising Main)

Nullah longitudinally on the 
sni-facc without bLirying the pipeline 
in depth. zL;/-.*

Rr .•

V: ^
J2.

•: CJ ; ^ was laid Partially Provenin
Q :

3.
Pipes of various .si

7061 Meter are missing, causing a
!i'.EPL^s.47.^l996/- to ihe Public

-Sizes measuring Proven

/
^>4.

fnim; •



exchequer.
4. riie work

standard specification of'PHED.
was not carried out as per Partially Proven

.v;

i- The Joss assessed 
recoverable amount works 
hundred and ni 
Kiigincer.

caused to the Provincial exchequer, apportionment of loss 
out to Rs. 15,83.,999/- {Fifteen lacs eighty three thousand 

ninety nine only) against Engineer Nasir

and the 
nine

Larii; (BPS-18), Executive

/
/

ii) The status of the charges reflected 

allegation against Mr. YoiisaF Jan

(OPS), PHE Division Nowshera, 

EATA Sub Division Kohat

in the charge sheet and statement of

(BPS'JJ), Sub Divisional Officer 

working as Sub Engineer, PHEnow

arc as under­

charge Name
Officer/official

of Charge/Allegation 
accused officer/official

theagainst Recommendation 
of the 
committee

No.
inquiry

1, Mr. Yousaf Jan 

(BPS-ll) the than
In the Village Sadu Xhel, the Rising 
Main and distribution system of the 
Water

Proven

Supply
Scheme w'as foundmissing.

and SanitationSub Engineer, PHE 

Division Nowshera, 

working as Sub 

PHE
EA I A Sub Division 

Kohat.

now

Engineer,

2.
I he Pipe Line (Rising Main) 
laid in
SLiiipce without burying the pipe! 
in depth,

was
Nullah longitudinally on the

Psrtially Proven

me

3.
Pipes of various sizes 
7061 Meter

measuring 
missing, causing a 

lossofRs.4751996/- to the Public 
exchequer.

Proven
are

4.
The woi'k was not carried out as per 
standard specification ofPHED.

Partially Proven

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer, apportionment of loss and the
eighty three thousand nine

Yousaf Jan (BPS-II). Sub Divisional Offi

recoverable amount works 
hundred and

out to Rs.15.33.999^ (Fifteen lacs 
ninety nine only) against Mr.

iccr

/

B'izable under these rules'

;



(OPS), PHE Division Nowsheta, 
Division Koliat.

now working as Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub

•M-

The status of the charges reflected in. the charge sheet and statement of 

allegation against Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-IJ) Sub Engineer, PHE Division 

Novvshera is as under:-

iii)/

j-
/■

Charge/ Name

Officer/official
of Charge/Ailegation 

accused officer/official
against the Recommendation 

of the inquiry 
committee

j. No.

1. Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11) 

Sub Engineer, PHE 

Division Nowshera.

In the Village Sadu Khek the Rising 
Main and disiribution system of the 
Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme 
was found missing.

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid 
in Nullah longitudinally on the 
surface without burying the pipel 
in depth.

Pipes of various sizes 
7061 Meier arc missing, causing a 
loss of Rs.4751996/- to the Public 
excheq uer,

1 he woi'k was not carried out 
standard specification of PH ED.

Proven

2,
Partially Proven

me

3. measuring Proven

4,
as per Partially Proven

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer, apportionment of loss and the

recoverable amount works out to (Seven lacs ninety one thousand nine
hundred and ninety nine only) against Mr. Imti:
Nowshera.

14 (BPS-11) Sub Engineer, PHE Division

iv) The status of the charges reflected in the charge sheet and statement of

tlie then Sub Enginceiy 

orking as Sub Engineer, PHE Division

allegation against IVlr. Uiiiai- Hayat (BPS-I!) 

PHE Division Nowshera now vv
Mardan.

Charge Name of Officer/official Charge/Ailegation 
accused officer/official

against .the Recommendation 
of the inquiry 
committee

No.

1. Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS- 

11) the
In the Village'Sadu Khel, the Rising 
Main and distribution sy.stem of the 
Water

Proven
than Sub

Supply and Sanitation

rr—ft

‘ .

t ;



t ; ^ngineep;; \ - PHE Scheme was ['ound missing

Division, 

now-working as Sub 

Engineer,

Division Mardan.

Nowsliera,

PHE

!■:

2. 'I'he Pipe Line (Rising Main) was 
laid in Nullah longitudinally on the 
SLiriace ^viihoul buiying tite plpel 
in depth.

Partially Proven

- { me

3. Pipes of various sizes measuring 
7061 Meter are missing, causing a 
loss of RsN75 1996/- to the Public 
exchequer.

The work was not carried out as per 
standard specification of PHED.

Proven

4,
Partially Proven

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer, 

recoverable amount works out to Rs. 7, 91. 999/- (Seven lacs 

hundred and ninety nine only) against Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-ll) the then Sub Engi 

PHE Division Nowshera, now worlviiig as Sub Engineer, PPIE Division Mardan.

The inquiry has been finalized 
desired and submitted for further

apportionment of loss and the

ninety one thousand nine

ineer,

the provided available record by the inquiry committee as 
necessary action please.

on
—

t

Mr. Manzoor Ahmed 

Director Transport, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 

(Inquiry Officer).

Superintending Engineer, 

Irrigation Departmeni. 

(Inquiry Officer).

162
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«* ; ENQUIRY REPORT UNDER KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA GOVERNMENT SERVANTS

’rEFFICTENCY & DISCIPLINE) RULES 2011 REGARDING IRREGULARITIES

COMMITTED IN WATER SUPPLY SCHEME ASHA KIIEL SADU KHEL NOWSIIERA.

I. ORDER OF ENQUIRY: The compcicni authority (Chief Minister. Khyber Pakhtunkinva) 

h.'i.s been pleased tn order the itu|iiiiy ayainsl (he utKier noicil ol'lleers. vide Section Oflleer 

Establislimcnt, GovernmetU of Khyber Pakhtunkinva Public l lcallli Engineering Deparlinent 
letter no. SO (l'..sii)/Pi il*:D/S-?fi/201-I dated January .T 2(1 l-l (.'Xnne.xure-A).

I. Engineer. Nasir Laiif (BPS-18) the :han Executive Engineer. PHE Division 

Now.shcra, now working as Design Engineer (.South). PI IE Peshawar.

II. Mr. Yousaf Jan (BPS-ll) the than Sub Engineer, PHE Division Nowshern. now 

working as Sub Engineer, PHE EAT.A Sub Division Kohal.

Hi. Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11) Sub Engineer, PHE Division Nowshera.

IV. Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-ll) the than Sub Engineer. PHE Division'Nowshera. now 

working as Sub Engineer, PHE Division Mardan.

; r

'tei TERATS OF REFERENCE / ALLEGATION AGAINST THE OFFICERS /r
OFFICIALS

Engineer Nasir Latif, (BPS-1 S). Executive Engineer.

Mr. Yousaf Jan. (BPS-11), Sub Divisional Officer (OPS).

Mr. Imiaiz. (BPS-11). Sub Engineer.

- Mr. Umcr Hayat, (BPS-11), Sub Engineer.

ic following arc the allegations against the above named officcrs/oftlcials:- 

' In the Village Sadu Khcl, the Rising Main and distribution system of the Water 

! Supply and Sanitation Scheme was found missing.

I The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid in Nullah longitudinally on the surface wiiliout 

' fccry'ing the pipeline in depth.

>P%?cs of various sizes mca.siiring 7061 Meter arc mi.ssing. causing a loss of Rs.4751 d96/- 

aa the Public exchequer.

1 Tbe work was not carried out as per standard specification of PMED.

y V;
i•b ■/)/
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On receipt of enquiry letter no. SO (Estt)/PHED/S-36/20i4 dated Jnnuar\' 

from the Section Officer Establishment, Government of Khybdr Pakhtunk'hwa Public 

Health Engineering Department. Peshawar, copies of charge sheet and statement of 

allegations duly signed by the competent authority were ser\^ed upon the accused 

officcrs/officials vide Project Director, Bazai Irrigation Project. Mardan letter No. 

996/PD/Bazai/14/6-E dated 1 j-1-2014 through courier services (Annc.\urc-B). 

n. The Executive Engineer. Public Health Engineering Division. Nowshcra was 

requested vide Ih'ojcct Director, Bazai irrigation Project, NIardan letter No. 
997/PD/Bazai/l 4/6-E dated 13-1-2014 (Annexurc-C) througl
provide eopic.s of the reIev;iMl doeuineiil.s eonecniing to (he enquiry / eharees 

urgcntvbasis. Reminder letter was issued to the Executive Engineer, Public Health 

Engineering Division. Nowslicra vide Project Director. Bazai Irrigation Proicel. 
Mardan letter No. 1014/PD/Bazai/14./6-E dated 22-1-2014 (Annexure-D).

III. The Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division Nowshcra provided

I. 3. 2014

.r
R*- '*P.

ii?.'
I

ii'.
*

1 courier .service to... f
f,

4 onj\
.

•V.4

i?.*

. slfii
‘ m

' ■

5 fe.?: records vide his letter no. Enqr-1/02 dated 4-2.-20I4 (Annc,\iirc-E).

The record was accordingly c.xamined, it was noticed that few pages of the record 

supplied by the Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division. 

Nowshcra, which was not even readable and

; 1 .A/ IV.
<

was

il again requested vide Project 
Director, Bazai Irrigation Project. Mardan letter No. l333/PD/Bazai/i4/6-E dated

was

\A

,1^ 10-3-2014 (.Anncxurc-F).
it

V. The Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division. Nowshcra vide IcUlt 

No. 07/Enquio'-1, dated 13-3-2014 (Annexurc-G) supplied the questioned record.

The Section Officer Establishment, Office of Sccretarv' to GovcrnmeiU of Khybcr 

PakhlunkJiwa Public Health Engineering Department was requested vide Project 

Director, Bazai Irrigation Project Mardan letter No. 1025/PD/Bazai/i4/6-E dated 23-

iR
VI.■2

• *
res '!* .s4

1-2014 (Annc.\urc-H) informing him that the copy of the charge sheet and 

of allegations were sent to Mr. Yousaf Jan, Sub Engineer PHE FATA Sub Division 

Kohat through courier scn'iccs but the

siaicmcnim f

was returned by the courier compnnv 

with the remarks as un-dclivered. The Section OiTccr. Establishment. Public Health
same

tl
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Engineering Department was requested to deliver the charge-sheet and siatcmcnl of 

allegations to the accused official through his own sources. 1 

VII. The accused officer Engineer. Nasir Latif Executive Engineer. Umar l-Iayai Sub 

Engineer and Imiiax. Sub Engineer requested for cxten.sion of stipulated lime by a 

week on I7-1-20I4. which was reported to Secretary to Government of K.hyber
t ,

Pakhtunkhwa, Public Health Engineering Department. Peshawar vide Director 

Transport letter No. Dir/Tpt/257-59 dated January 22, 2014 (Annc\urc-1) for 

extension of two weeks time to the accused officcrs/ofricials. enabling them to 

examine the relevant record.

VIII. The SHO Police Station, Nowshera was approached vide Project Director. Bax.ai 

Irrigation Project, Mardan letter No. 1352/PD/Bazai/14/6-E dated 10-3-201-1 

(Anncxurc-J) to check his oftlee record and intimate the legal action taken by his 

office with regard to theft of water supply pipe lines. Sub.scqucnt reminder was 

is.’^ued to llie SHO Police .Station. Nowshera vide P'rojeet Oireelor. Ikr/.ai Irrigalion 

Project, Mardan letter No. 1440/PD/Bazai.H4/6-E dated S-4-2014 (Annexure-K) but 

no response has been received from the concerned police .station till lliling of the 

inquiry’ report.

The accused offlccrs/officials submitted their written replies within the requested 

extended time. February lO***, 2014 was fixed for personal hearing of the accused 

officcrs/officials. During the course of personal hearing various quarries were carried 

out by the inquiry committee. The accused officcrs/officials requested that the 

response shall be submitted in shape of written statements in addition lojhcir 

previous statements to the charge sheet which they did on 13-2-2014. The earlier 

replies of the accused ofTicers/ officials were not framed in an annotated form as per 

the leveled charges/allcgations against them therefore they were directed to submit 

the same which they did on 22-04-2014 (Anncxurc-L).

X. The site was visit on March 3rd. 2014, jointly by the enquiry committee and 

concerned Engineering Staff of Public Health Engineering Division. Nowshera. 

Before proceeding to the site the members of the inquiry committee had a detail 

meeting with the incumbent Executive Engineer and his staff regarding the .sclicmc. 

They were dirceted to provide ail relevant documents of the scheme at the earliest.

r
;

IX.

,^r/
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ii was pointed out that the already; supplied documents arc insufflciciu and liavc 

information that is not legible. It was infomied that due to the'Flood 2010 most oC 

the divisional record got destroyed or was damaged. Executive Engineer 

directed to make efforts for obtaining the relevant record .from other oCticcs 

otherwise it shall be tried to be reproduced and submitted. Their after the .scheme 

was visited in detail and observaiions/quarrics were raised for clarification. Certain 

documents and information that has been asked for from the accused, local 

authorities and the incumbent staff i.c. Contract agreement, pictures of tlic scheme 

during the construction phase, F.t.R if any on the stolen pipes, test results etc. but the 

same have not been provided till the filling of the inquir\'.

A letter No Oi/Inquiry-l dated 17-04-2014 and 22-04-2014 from the Executive 

Engineer, PHED Nowshera has clarified that most of the record 

washed away by flood 2010 and have submitted some photocopied pages of the MB 

of Sadu Khcl ponion. The Executive Engineer has further certified that the letters 

issued to the S.Fl.O, Police Station, Nowshera in May 2010 are not available on their 

office record. No photographs of the work carried out during the execution period 

arc available on record and neither any test results of the work carried can be traced 

(Annexure-M).

was

XT.

measurement were

CHARGES AND REPLIES OF THE ACCUSED PERSONS

The charges / allegations against Engr. Nasir Latif, Xi-N and his replies 

thereof arc discussed in annotated form as undcr;-
i)

S.No Charge •Reply of the accused

In the Village Sadu KJicl, the 
Rising Main and distribution 
system of the Water Supply 
and Sanitation Scheme was 
found missing.

Clause (i)
remaining clauses, docs not 
accusation against me nor does it stale 
any independent charge against any 
This clause alone docs not state/ di.sclo.se 
any particular accusation as to whether: 
(a) Fake, payments were made withniii 
laving tile pinesi

if read in isolation ol' 
convey anv

one.

.■»r5

1.

i
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(b) I'hc pines were wnslit-d 

flood?

Xb_c pipes were stolen nOer jU.^x- 
Inicl?

awavliv
*
V

were

And hence a highly defective cluiree 
being vague and dumb.

If we
r. ^
Iv' presume it a separate charge (hen 

(with due respect) it docs not contain any 
allegation against me or any one else and 
hence not require any separate reply.

-

I
'• :.■

1
l'

But if it is part and parcel of the same and
single charge, then my earlier detailed 
reply

a

> coupled with subsequent 
explanation sufficiently repel tiiing.s. 
wherein I have

:i-
•:v-

categorically denied/
disproved the false charge/ 
in para 9 to 16 of my reply [ have belied 
the possibility of washing away of pipes 
by flood while in para 17 to 27 1 have 
proved the fact ot stealing pipes bv the 
locals.

accusation as

W^\
■i :.

V

i No steps seem to have been 
collecting the stolen pipes still lying in 
the custody of various individuals. While 
on the other iiand, eflbrts are being made 

the skin of the culprits and justifv 
liic fal.se charge by making accused an 
e.seape gnat. / reserve the ri;^ht of „ 
jitdicia! reviov.

taken for

t-i .

to save
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As Slated in para 2 of my earlier 
explanator)' memo, it has incorrectly 
been alleged that the pipe line (Rising 
Main) was laid in the Nullah 
longitudinally on the surface without 
biirving tlic pipeline in depth.

In fact there is no Nullah but a dry-khwar 
in the shape of barren land where 
agricultural lands; residential and 
government buildings and lube-well arc 
there while the pipe was laid in 
accordance with site requirements and 
was properly covered under the earth up 
to allowable depth.

With due respect, where the pipe is 
missing and not available on site (being

* stolen or washed away), how can one
j say/ allege that it was laid in the Nullali 
’ longitudinally on the surface without 

bur)'ing it in depth?

The department has not been able to 
i produce any oral or documentary 

evidence in support of this allegation. I 
have submitted a separate application for 
providing opportunity of cross 
examination on such witness, if any. 
While in absence of such evidence, it will 
be unlawful to believe the charge.

With due respect, the very purpose of 
laying G.I. Pipe is that it has the strcngih 
to face all weathers and even can be laid 
on the surface in hilly and hard areas, 
where excavation is not pos.siblc. The 
department has approved certain

* manufacturing G.I. Pipes after making 
required tests and in this case the pipe

: used was that of the approved firm.

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) 
was laid in Nullah 
longitudinally on the surface 
without burn ing the pipeline 
in depth.
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r. Pipes of various sizes 
measuring 7061 Meter arc 
missing causing a loss of 
Rs.4751996/- to the public 
exchequer.

Under the law an accused cannot be 
required to prove his innocence until 
prosecution brings oral and/or 
documentar}' evidence on record in 
support of the charge/ accusation thereby 
shifting burden to the accused to prove 
his innocence and belie the prosecution 
evidence.

-

It wn.s for the department to prove its 
allegations against the accused. But till 
date they have neither brought any oral or 
documentary evidence on record nor have 
been able to shift burden to the accu.sed 
for proving their innocence. I reserve inv 
right of cross cxam.ination on such 
witnesses (if any).

With due respect, the department has not 
been able to specify quantity and cost 
with reference to Rising Main and 
Distribution, nor has it been able to slate 
the quantity of various sizes \v:ih cost 
thereof, which prima facie suggest that 
the charge has been framed in the air for 
ulterior motives.

x

1
r.

4 The work was not carried out 
as per standard specification 
ofPHDD.

Beyond ail doubts the pipeline oi' Sadu 
K/iel was laid as per approved plan 
according to the standard specinealion of 
PHED. In this regard, the work on As/ta 
Khel section is a speaking proof of 
executing work in accordance with the 
standard specification of PHED. :is the 
same is satisfactorily working and no 
defect could have been noticed therein, 
which sufficicntiy belie the false cliarge/ 
accusation.

This clause of the charge is dumb and 
vague as it docs not identify/ specify any 
particular ruic(s)/ standard specillcation 
deviated from. In ab.scnce of .such 
identi Heat ion. the basele.ss ciiargc.' 
accu.sation fall to the ground being

T

if
Attested) j \
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wilhoul substance. (s there anv
competent person in the dcpariniciu to 
identifv the particular provision/ 
specification which the undcrsitiMcd/ 
accused has violated or deviated from? 1 
repucsi the Hon blc Inquiry Committee 
to pin-point/ identify the particular ruie/ 
provision/ specification if they know.

■

t’-

*»

!?'
Under the law, a charge must be clear in 
itself with necessary details. It is for the 
department to pin-point the particular 
standard specification 
undersigned has violated/ deviated from. 
Copy o( S. estimate has already been 
provided to Mr. Nasir Ghafoor. Project 
Director,
Mardati during hearing of the

which the

Bazai Irrigation Project.
I case.I

ii) The charges / allegations against Mr. Ypusaf Jan. (BPS-11), Sub Divisional

Orncer (OPS), and his replies thereof are discussed in annotated form as 

undcr:-

fc'l

."fl

S.No Charge Reply of the accused

1 In the Village Sadu Khel, the 
Rising Main and distribution 
system of the Water Supply 
and Sanitation Scheme 
found missing.

Clause (i), if read in isolation o 
remaining clauses, docs not convey any 
accusation against me nor docs it state 
any independent charge against anv one. 
This clause alone docs not slate/ disclose 
any panicular accusation as to whether: 
(a) Fakc_ipaymcnts were marie wiihnni 
laving the nipcs9

was■fm

Ihc pipes were washed awnv bv 
flood?

(c) Il2e_m2t^crc stolen after ihov 
laid? ■

■And hence a highly defective charge
being vague and dumb.

• i
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m•r 5. EVIDENCE
All the accused personals were asked to produce evidence /witness in person or additional 

documentary material, if any. in their defense. They all replied that they had none/ nothing 

except their already submitted replies and explanations made by them on the day of personal 

hearings.: <».
’.i.- •a

6. OBSERVATIONS
umbrella scheme namely “Consiruciion of 10 Nos. Tube Wells for Nowshcra ADP 

No.301/31339 (2006-07)/’ costing Rs. 10.757 was approved onl2-07-2005.Thc scheme 

under the inquiry' was reflected at S.No. 4 “WSS Sadu Khcl" having a modified cost of Rs. 

1022000 Million. The PC-I has been revised three times and the cost of the 3rd revised P.C-1 

has been approved for Rs. 45.3S5 Million in 2009. The revision has an approved provision 

of Rs. 11.095 million for the said scheme.
The selection of the site seemed to be based on political expediency and has no technical 

merit. To benefit a few dozen families a scheme of water supply was conceived without 
Hiving consideration to the inherent topographical difficulties like taking, laying a pipeline ■ 

in a viriuallv vertical direction. During the course it ha.s transpired that non of the liiglicr

?■

An

w-

tl

!•

i

V r (
office above the executing agency has bothered to monitor the scheme.

observed that the source of both the .schemes for providing» During the site visit it 
drinking water supplies to the villages has been constructed in the vicinity/bed of a khwar.

was
I

Ifound to be manufactured by M/S Grundlos . I he’flic pumping machinery installed
in which the pumping equipment was initially installed was no more having a

was

room
functional tube well infrastructure. As informed by the staff as per approved PC-1 both the 

villages i.c. Asha Khcl village and Sadu Khe! village was to have a single source supply but 

the initial bore got dried up and a new one has been bored outside the pumping room in open 

which is currently providing water to Asha Khcl village only. Due to non availability of 

operational infrastructure the same is not supplying water to Sadu Khcl village from tins 

common envisaged source. There were traces of partial iengtiis of rising main buried 

underground near the bore which was checked by the visiting, team. The alignment of the

h> 1
t

V.-
, ?

;
Ir,

H;S:

1-t..
• 1
i

.1
• Iobscr\-cd to be laid parallel to the bed of the local kliwar and flow, few piperising mam was ;

35’$, lengths were obsen'cd to be laid on the ground surface rather then being buried ;

* i/r
''■>1 '■■■ ( I’'mi I
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inromicd dial ihc satnc migiu liavc liccn exposed due to subsequent
the klnvar. A Itouse

underground. It
erosion and few lengths have gotten buried due to subsequent Hoods in

visit by the field staff and it was surprising to observe that

was

i built in the khwar was made to 

the roof was constructed by length of G.I pipes having the brand and diameter and itsame
;i

which were used during the lyingcategorically told that these pipe lengths arc the ones 

of the rising main. The staff informed that no aetions for recovery of the Government
also brought to the notice that

was

properly have been initiated. During the inspection it 
some of the locals were in poccssion of the various diameters of the supplied/ installed pipes 

of the scheme. The reservoir site was inspected and the rising mam was tound unconnected

was

•*
■V

lying unutilized on theto the rcscr\'oir. Fc\v lengths of the old laid rising main pipe 

slopes of the mountains. The clamping of most of the pipe lengths along the slope ol the 

not properly provided. The reser\'oir was intact but the intake and off lake 

not connected. A local took the team to his hujra and showed the G.I pipes stacked their

were
■i

!
« mountains w-as 

was
which were currently lying their unutilized, k 

a new scheme has been approved having a new source and work vvas in progress.

f

informed by the Executive Engineer that.•j wast r

>u

PHOTOGRy\PHS of the site visit carried out on March 2014 (Annexurc-N).7

■4 8. EfNDINGS
After going through the available record, evidences, personal hearings and site visit it 

been concluded that the drinking water supply scheme Sadu Khcl. Disincl Now.shcra
1.

has
has not been completed in all respect and payment has been made to the contractor In 

.hiiie 2010 which is contrary to the laid down codal formalities.
Tlic pipes supplied by the contractor for the scheme has not been laid fully, 
of the pipes of various diameters arc available in the custody ol the local eomiminily 

which indicates that they have not been buried / laid during June 2010 rcsuliamly the

I'cw lengih.s
2.

scheme has been left in complete but payment for the inccmplctc work was made.

During the site visit it was obscrN'cd that the pipes has been supplied and installed for the 

rising main portion but currently the c.xact length of thesiipplicd/installed pipe cannot be 

determined as few were found buried, laid on the ground surface, laid on the slopes of 

the mountains and some of it has either been cxtractcd/stackcd by the locals indicates

'i.
A
J.
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i.
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this component of the scheme duringthat execution of work would have taken place on

or before June 2010.
was laid in the khwnr and4. The traces of the rising main pipes indicate that the pipe

the flow of water. No approved layout plan could be provided. In the vicinity
*iy-

parallel to
or the schcnc onollicr sclicioc w;,s :.lso observed in wliicl. ibc pipes lu.s also been laid in 

oftlic houses and uihani/ation ha.^ taken place in the bed or adjaeeiu; ?v. ’ tlie khwar as mosti.l‘

*rsU. 

11"
.i to the khwars.

5. According to the PHED specifications pipes have to be laid at various depths depending 

upon the available strata or clamped on to the mountain slopes. It has been observed that 

spceif.eations have not been followed. The available pipes at site bear a brand name of

Bashir Pipe Industo' (Pvt) Ud BSS 13S7 marking. The aecompanied incumbent 

Executive Engineer stated that this brand is an approved pipe manufacturcr/supplier ol

■■ihe PHED.
6. Proper effort for safe guarding the Governmental 

officcrs/officials and lack of rcsponsibililv has been conducted by all the

j|i

WS
I

interest has not been adopted by the

accused
concerned accused officcrs/ofTlcials.

7. The energizing of the scheme has been delayed by the WAPDA authorities resulting in 

deprivation of water corhmodity to the public.
8. The defect liability period cannot be ascertained as i.i 

agreement the same cannot be determined but as mostly being three months from the 

date of final payment to the contractor the same has gotten expired without bcnoliiling

ii-T*
■.•i

•.p
Ktftl

■;

the absence of the contract

ihc same in the interest of the Government.
reveals that ilTc_^n^actof jias^ myen_ji_wmteii undertaking to9. The provided documents

the department that certain pipe lengths arc in his |2roccs^and is ready to install the
•a. yvhcn.directcd n^edsjo^^ii^tciiaimed.

10. As per approved P.C 1 the scheme
its operation and maintenance but no efforts were made by the accu.sed to do .so in light 

of the provided record which qualifies for their negligence and apathy in the execution 

towards their governmental duties.
n.Thc accused ofTiccrs/officials along wiih the prc.scnt Held .staff .should make utmost

the stackcd/collcctcd pjpes from.^thc locals and tiie same may be

\j

•r-* same
1 supposed to be handed over to the eommunily lor. V was

A •
-.N-

it
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effons to recover 0
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utilized in the newly approved scheme. In 

recovered by adopting the legal course ol'aciion.
case of the stolen pipes the same should be

\ ^^COMMENDATIONS

I. It has been established thatm the PHED standard speciHcations has 
followed during the burying of pipes and in case of laying

proper clamping arrangement were ob.scrved. Due to

Si- not been fiiilv 

on ground/rocky surface no 

installation ol ilie distributionnonm system of the scheme the issue of buiying the pipes docs not even ari.se therefore themm
A' it'V-.

paynurnl m.-icic Is .-Hlv.-iricc payincnl wiilunil c.xccutidii (.rwork al si(c. 
2. 'I'hc; contraclor should be directed to eoniplclc the remaining work failing which the>•

work shall be executed at his risk and cost and the contractor shall be biackii.sicd a.s well.
j. Minor penalty of recover}-- as per Para 4 sub clause (a) 

of the pipes that has
iiiofE&D rules, 2011 for the costm. not been supplied, laid or stolon needs to be recovered from all the

accused as per their entitlement, tenure. payments made and responsibilities, the quantity 

the loss made to the Government andwhich arc available should be deducted fromM'
should be utilized in the on going scheme.n

4. A departmental committee of senior level Engineers 

the exact' loss to the
may be constituted for dcicrmiiiint; 

government which shall be recovered from die accused
omcers/officials according ,o .heir role of responsibility as per government rules and 

codes.

'-M
\ 'mk ’I .mA

)
,/

'M4=sr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan 

xcrinlcnding Engineer, 

:%aon Department, 
pnziry Officer).

Mr. Manzo^V Ahmed 

Director Transport. 

Khyber Pakhtnnkhwa. 

(Inquiry Officer).\K
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BR/\ND NAME MARKED ON THE SUPPLIED PIPES

EXTRACTED PIPES THE CUSTODY OF THE LOCAf.S
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RISING MAIN PIPE LAID ON SURFACE OF THE SLOPI2 OF MOUNTAIN TO Bl- CC
CONNIZCTED WITH THE RESERVOIR
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SHOW CAiJSF MnTTfF

authority, do herebrsell/?^ ^^275^ competent

26/2014 dated Januai7o3 2014 endorsement No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-

2.i/iaterial on record a^nTotte7conn^cted*^d7 Inquiry Committee,

following charges ieveled against you have been proved:- """

7u?ingTe^?S'oV^pefanjin case'oJTvin'"'

exchequer/""'"' ^^-47,51,996/- to the negligence has 
government/public

3.conferred on'^^mf uSir'”he'''?hybef P^khtuSh^ r ^

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011 have^t^Srf^r^ Government Servants 

you the major/minor penalty(s) of"' ^P°n
------>r^ Rc. /■5‘g599^'/-^'' ^ ■ oaaX

V-V-

4.Pen=,.y/pe„ats“StlYrte?;r
desire to be heard in person. ^

as to why the afore-said 
upon you, and intimate whether you

5.delivery, it shall'^be ?r2umed ffia^ySS^hateTo^de? fourteen days of its 

action will be taken against you. ° defence to put in and an ex-parte

6. Copy of the inquiry report is enclosed.

( PERVEZ KHATTAK ) 
CHIEF MINISTER 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
2. c:i . lo ■ a.o / i-f
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government of khyber pakhtunkhwa

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT
No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-26/2014 

Dated Peshawar, the October 27, 2014

)■

To

1. Mr. Nasir Latif,
Design Engineer (BPs-18),
Office of the Chief Engineer (South), 
PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Mr. Yousaf Jan,
Sub Engineer, PHE Division D.I. Khan 

Mr. Imtiaz,
Sub Engineer, PHE Division Swabi 

Mr. Umar Hayat,
Sub Engineer, PHE Division Mardan

2.

3.

4.

Subject: enquiry regarding IRREGULARITIFS COMMTTTFn IN 
SUPPLY SCHEME ASHA KHEL SADU KHEI NOWSHERA.

f to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith
containing the foiiowing tentative major/minor

EmfNaL a'ongwith a copy of inquiry report conducted by
Engr.Nasir Ghafoor Khan, Superintending Engineer Irrigation Department and
ffiarL"mnJ PakMunkhwa Peshawa? and to state
havint, sSeSTa tt'ten 3”ceipt” m"e«er

WATER

S.No Name & Designation
Mr. Nasir Latif,
Design Engineer (BPS-181. 
Mr. Yousaf Jan,
Sub Engineer, PHE______
Mr. Imtiaz,
Sub Engineer PHE______
Mr. Umar Hayat,
Sub Engineer PHE

Tentative major/minor| penalties
______ ___ ____ ____ '
"Removal from service" and "Recovery 
of Rs.15,83,999/-"
"Removal from service" and "Recovery 
of Rs.15,83,999/-"
"Removal from service" and "Recovery 
of R5.7,91,999/-"
"Removal from service" and "Recovery 
of Rs.7,91,999/-"

1.

2.

3.

4.

2.nf rhic ! H- directed to submit your reply, if any, within 14-days of the
of this letter otherwise it will be presumed that you have
defence and that ex-parte action will follow.

issue
nothing to advance in your

3. You are further directed to intimate whether you want to be heard inperson or otherwise.

Ends: As above.
A

SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
ENDST: OF EVEN NQ. & DATE

Copy forwarded to PS to Secretary PHE Department for information. -

SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)



providing relevant record by completing . ’the task within 7 days time, which 

amounts to shirjcing\of resp,onsibi.hty on-parf'of. members.. Inquiry Cornmittee 

' (Annexure-II).,

■When things-were ■ abnormaUy delayed, and the Executive Engineer did 

..provide the desired details/ calculations, the members of the Inquiry 

Committee, {while sitting in ■ their ofjicey blindly submitted ,a false
Supplementary.Rpport rt/K/ iv/tAonr out

ineasurements of the missing and available pipes) making recommendations 

therein to recover Rs.47,51,996/- (from the accused) as per apportionment
: detailed-below:

not

• (i). Engr; Nash Latif Xeh: /: t
(ii) Yousaf t ( E /'
(iii) Mr. Imtiaz.Sub Eingr;
(iv) Mr..Umar'Hayat.Sub-Engr:,

Total

■With due respect, how the Inquiry Committee could decide the quantum of
loss/ recovery against eaph'accused': without., c^rying out measurements 

calcuiatingpipeddmittedlyavailable.withthe'leea^^^

Your honor must-question them to identify and refer to the relevant rules 

which regulates share, of responsibility against Engineering staff, which will 

prove their inefficiency and irresponsible behaviour. -How a person ighorent of 
law and.rules can be .appointedn.s.lnquiry. Officerand allowed to play with the 

fate of others." If .makes-.one.laugh-to.idecide'the.quantum ofnesponsibility/ 

recovery against accused without proper measurement/, calculation and/ or 
identifying the-relevant rules.regulating-the-quantum of responsibility? Is there 

rule kno.wing person in theprovince to ensure justice to the undersigned?

E...,Rs.. 15,83,999/- - • 
■:c. ^Rk':i5,83,999/- ”■ 
■" Rs; ■7,91,999/^

■ Rs. 7.91.999/-
Rs. 47,51.996/-

and

no

(3) A_cliar{!e by itself does not stand- for proof, hut need to be proved h\ 
adducing lawful evidence in accordance with Oanun-e-Shaliadat. Furthei
more al.l the accused'-had filed separate applications for calling prosecutior 
witnesses for their cross examination. It was incumbent upon Inquiry 

. Committee to call . for the^ department ; to produce witnesses and,’ adduct 
■ documentary, evidence tp prove, the'/charges' 
fair opportunity of cross-examination to., the 

record (Annexure-III)... ,. • '

against, accused and ..to provide ; 

accused against such witnesses.

n *->
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I’o: The Hon’ble-Chief Minister, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa/ 
(Competent Authority).

Through: Secretary PHED;,
Khyber Paklitunkhwa, Peshawar.’

Subject:
Reference:

REPLY TO SHOW CAUSE NOTICE:
Show-cause notice issued to the undersigned vide Secretary PHED letter 
No.SO (Estt)/ PHED/ 8-26/,2014, dated 27/10/2014.

Respectfully Sheweth;,.

THAT the Show-cause notice issued to. the undersigned is against law/ rules 

being not accompanied by the Inquiry Report as. directed in the West Pak: 
S&GAD;. letter No. 80X11-2-4/60, dated 10.5.1960, hence needs to be 

revoked. Copy of Suppiementarv Report vLOvidcd with the .show-cause notice 

does not. serve the rpurpose nor does Tt fulfill .The .requirement, of law/ rules. 
Despite written request, ‘copy of the Inquiry Report/ statements of witnesses 

examined by the Inquiry committee (if any), have not .been supplied to the 

undersigned till date which prima facie suggests inefficiency of the dealing 

hands. Any punishment inflicted in the circumstances will be against /an 

(Annexure-l).,

(1)

IHAT members of the Inquiry Committee (themselves) deserve exemplar 

pimisliment for their inefficiency as in the first instance they submitted'a vagui 
and incomplete report with a request;for constituting a departmental committei 

of senior level Engineers to determine the . exact loss. The said'defective 

incomplete Inquiry Report was remarided back to .the'Inquiry Committee vid 

, Secretary PHED letter dated 16/6/2014 with the directions;-

(2)

To determine and report as to whether the charges reflected in the charg 
sheets are proved, partially proved or otherwise..

^ To fix responsibility .(and assess .the losses caused^ld the Pro.vincii 
exchequer, work.put'apportionm.ent oflQ.sses amongst accused officer; 
officials and recommend recovery thereof from the officers/ officials hel 
responsible.

11.

The above observations prima facie suggest that no decision could be taken o
the basis ot incomplete Inquiry Report and a detailed measurement of the pipe 

was a.must to ascertain the actual loss.'But even after remandMhe members 

the Inquiry Committee avoided to take’pain of measurements for. assessing th
c

actual loss and instead tliey just addressed a letter to the Executive Engi 
PHED, Nowsliera on

me;
03/7/2014 for working-out the details of losses an



0^
(4) ^LjJe 1] .to IS 'of .'the K;p}^;..(^

:?9?arits^(E&P))'-Ruies 201) ■
, ■ ■■ 2 201,1 empower the .

person on oath

OVt;
^ttqmry Committee tb

summon and e>:amine
opportunityofcross and to provide-exa,mination on such wifn

esses to the accused.(5) But here in this -

'^™ss-examination to: the: accused^

great negligence i -

“se, the Enquiry Contmitt
ee did not require the department to 

opportunity of 
Committee has shown 

accused, without

-vonargesmondid'it^provid 
'sed. ■'Rather'.the.'lhqui

in deciding the fate of the ny
case/any evidence,in 

the accused.
examining

Ignoring written appiicatim
support of the charges whiie.i

IS of

(6)-

. eply to the Charge-sheet submitted
? prove steaiing of the oi

■ by the u
pipe by, the locals.

ndersigned may be considered as
uspartand parcel of instant.reply,

(7) The accused have brought official letters 

- «g-of pipe by the locals 

: has neither been denied/
Committee.

■ofpipe with the locals in'Para

and police, report on record which
. The documentary evidence adduced b

rebutted by the department

proves •

y
Beportediy the Enquiry, Committee nor by the Enquiry

.Admits the fact of availabthty
Findinpre”ii'of their “ F

(8) ^ii concerned A 

Commit^ h
rooluding the departm 

admitted that the ni
the police and.even the Inouirvave

pipe extracted by the locals iwith the people and needs to b rs still lyinge collected. In the-.cino justification to affect- re ireumstances, there seemsCO very .frpih, the; .accused- fo

■ ‘"'roThe den-

Jocals. It will be r%:p:pe stolen by the
■ others. This i,

wrongful act of
m the maxim “Nemo Punitur Pro

Pui-tment has already issued ifoi-mation for eollecti instructions to the fieldng the stolen pipes, but with
no foJiow(9) up (Annexure-IV).But strangely- the.: 

submissions report., is • silent about the legalronde by the, accused in and factualtheir replies.' Theaccused convincing replies of thesupported • by documentary evidence and basedcould not b" brusimd on cogentaside.



law and hence, the 

and without any lawful, substance
recommendations of the Enquiry Committee are .baseless

(11) The Enquiry .Gommhlee has' not 'ca:rried-out
any, .measurements' to determine 

seems no justification foractual quantity of the missing pipes and hence there
believing their ipse-dexit. No punishment can be inflicted on the basis of such 
vague and defective report. Rather it calls for awarding exemplary punishment 
10 the members Inquiry Committee ifbr (i) flelaying. inquiry; :(ii) shirking 

responsibility and (iii) submitting a-falsemnd bogus report/ recommendations 

without carrying out detailed measurements .and" taking into account the
available quantity.

(12) In the last, it is pointed out that the very purpose of initialing instant inquiry 

(by the department) washo'justify approval ofm hew scheme^ Without making 

any .efforts for collecting the pipes taken away by the locals, which badly 

. reflects on the claim,of good governance as there is none, to take notice of
things/ affairs going on in the government offices while enjoying authority by 

making, tmrocent officers/ officials an escape ^goat for looting government
exchequer.. Your honor may like ^takg notice 'of things 

governance by providing.justiceTo the undersigned. : '
to ensure good

(13) It will not be out of place to . state/ remmd that
while granting approve! to the 

■new scheme the issue of pipes extractedby the locals/was very much discussed 

before the DDWP.; but insfead.of dpinghhemeedfuhthe' Chief Engineer (South) 

imtiated inquiry without (explaining thihgs tor making efforts for collecting
pipes taken away by the locals (Annexure-V).

of

(14) Attenfion is invited to the charge levelled against the accused in the charge 

sheet and that described in the. show-cause, which differs from each other
which suggests thafthe undersigned is being punished on a charge not served '

upon him. The allegation made in the charge sheet .by itself drsproves the 

■•Charge slated in the show-cause. •

In the , wake of these circumstances and .keeping inview my 55-

charge. I wish to be heard in person.

years: age and

■ 15,83,999/- and exonerati ;he accused of the

(pfeivNasir LmT) 
Executive Engineer..Accused

Dated:^;^11.2014.:
G.STS0e&Tu

,\k.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENG^: DEPARTMENT
Dated Peshawar, the November 11,2015 ■

b

notification

No.SOfESTT^PHED/«-:3fi/^ni-^- WHEREAS, Engr. Nasir Latif (BPS-18) the then 

now posted as Design Engineer Office of 

was proceeded against under the Khyber 

Rules, 2011, for the 

Khel Sadu Khel

Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowshera

the Chief Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) 

irregularities committed in the Drinking Water Supply Scheme Asha

District Nowshera.

2. AND WHEREAS, for the said act of misconduct he 

sheet/statement of allegations to which he submitted his reply.

3. AND WHEREAS, an Inquiry Committee comprising Mr. Manzoor Ahmad 

Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Engr. Nasir Ghafoor, Superintending Engineer, 

Irrigation Department was appointed, who submitted the inquiry report.

AND WHEREAS, he

was served with charge

, Director

4. was served with Show Cause Notice containing tentative

recovery of pecuniary loss ofmajor penalty of "Removal from Service, besides
Rs.1,583,999/-", to which he submitted his reply.

5. NOW THEREFORE, the Competent Authority after having considered the charges, 
material on record, inquiry report of the Inquiry Committee, explanation of the officer

concerned during personal hearing heid on 09-09-2015 and in exercising his powers 

conferred under Rule-14(5)(ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(Efficiency & Discipline) Ruies, 2011, has been pleased

"Removal from Service, besides
to impose the major penalty of

recovery of pecuniary loss of Rs.l,583,999/-'\ upon
the aforementioned officer.

feSTEO SECRETARY TO 
Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Public Health Engg: Department

Dated Peshawar, the November 11,

necessary action to the:-
1. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Chie Engineer (South) PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

i SS:”
5. Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowsh
6. District Accounts Officer Nowshera.
8 PS M Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
9 PA to np'^Y 0 Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

.0- SSclS""'
Office Order File / Personal File.

Endst: riO.SOfESTT^PHED/8-26/2ni3
2015

Copy is forwarded for information &

awar.
era.

7.

11.

TI^lfe^FFICER (ESTT:)SEC
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To: The Hon ble Chief Minister, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

(Competent Authority^

Subject: departmental Appeal/ Rpvip>.. petition a^am«;t 

and recox/pry 
_PHED Notificatinn

^-26/2013 riatorj

the_grder of removal from Servirp

QLRs.15.83.999/- vide Ww

No. SO (ESTT) PHFH/
11.11.2015;

§u
Reverential Sir,

d>
•*»>

The petitioner/appellant respectfully submitso
as under:

S S' ^ 
O S “ (1) THAT an Inquiry committeeQ

Director Transport, khyber Pakhtunkhwa and ^TEnrr'Zr gIToo; 

, reject Director, Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan
wasconstituted against petitioner and three others. The petitioner/

a charge sheet/ statement of allegations 

IS reply while denying the charge being highly

any substance. Copies of 
statement of allegation and replies of the 
for calling witnesses for

appellant was served with 

to which he furnished hi 

defective and without
Charge-sheet/ 

petitioner with application
cross-examination are respectively attachedAnnexure A. B. CanH n

(2) that the iinquiry proceedings were carried out 

providing opportunity of 
documentary evidence 

a defective/ incomplete 

submissions/ applications

in a haphazard 

proper defense and 

on record, the Inquiry 

' report without 
of the petitioner/

manner and without
bringing any oral 

committee submitted 
reading the written 

appellant.

or

(3) that the saidback to the , '"'"Z —ded

16/6/ 014 dated16/6/2014 with the directions to determine and

the charges reflected in the Charge sheets

proved or otherwise and to fix

caused to the Provincial

amongst accused officers/ officials and 
thereof from the officers/ officials held

report as to whether

are proved, partially 
responsibility and assess the losses 

exchequer, work out apportionment oflosses
recommend recovery

responsible.

:tfd

J,



(4) that instead of.. 11 detailed measurements and making
t for collecting the missing pipes from the locals of village Sadu 

<hel, the Inquiry Committee directed the Executive 

Nowshera for doing the needful, who turned a deaf 
respond. In an attempt to get rid of their 

Committee submitted

Engineer PHE 

ear and did not 
responsibility the Inquiry 

a supplementary report attached Annexure-E.

' (5) that on the basis of the said 

issued a Show-cause
incompetent inquiry report, your honor

suggesting therein 
service yvith recovery of the 

amount stated in the subject. The petitioner wai further required to
state If he wish to be heard in person. Copy of Show-cause notice is

notice to the petitioner, 
tentative Major penalty of removal from

attached Annexure-P

(6) that the petitioner submitted his
. reply to the show-cause (copy

, personal hearing was granted to the
petitioner/ appellant and instead he was directed vide 

PHED Peshawar letter dated 09/09/2nm 

Irrigation Department, Peshawar, for 
amounts to i ' '

no

Secretary 
to appear before Secretary,
personal hearing, which

refusal of legal right of petitioner
and hence a mockeryof law.

(7) that in the last the petitioner was handed
Notification/ order of removal from service with recovery of a huge 

(attached Annexure^H), which is i
the instant Appeal/Review

over the impugned

amount
IS impugned herein through 

the following:petition, inter alia on

G R O u iM n <;:

(a) That under the law things needed to be done shall be 
accordance with law, in the manner and
or shall not be done at all.

done in
sequence prescribed by law 

Judgments of the Apex.court are there on
the Subject.

(b) That the Notification/ Order of removal from 

the petitioner/appellant 
While

service, passed against

on record, 
well settled principles of 

completely been ignored/ ruined.

IS against law, facts and evidence 
passing the impugned order, the 

Administered justice have

..'L



f
(c) That there is between a charpp ;,nH the oronf a

charge necessarily needs to be 

oral or
proved by adducing evidence (either 

documentary). One cannot be held guilty until and unless the 

charge is proved by adducing cogent evidence, ' 

of an accused is to orovidp him a
while the basic right 

fair opportunity of defenrp/ cross-
examination.

But sorry to say that the 

punishment (in the air) without bringing , 

evidence on record in support of the charge.

petitioner/ appellant has been awarded 
any oral or documentary

(d) THAT the members of the

bothered to go through the reply of the petitioner/ appellant The 

petitioner/ appellant had submitted proper application to the Inquiry 

cc,mmittee for calling witness (in support of the charge) and provide 

a air opportunity of cross-examination to the petitioner as ordained 
in Rule 11 to 13 of the KPK Govt. Servants (E&D) 
directed

10.5.1960

Inquiry committee have even not

Rules, 2011 and 

No. SOXII-2-4/60, dated
as

in the West Pak: S&GAD; letter

But the department badly failed in proving the charge and did

produce any oral or documentary evidence and hence the petitioner

was not provided with any opportunity of cross. The charge leveled
against the petitioner/ appellant was taken as proof in a whimsical 
manner.

not

(e) THAT even the Inquiry committee did

measurement for determining actual quantity of the missing pipes 
Bather they addressed a letter to the Executive Engineer PHED 

Nowshera for doing it on their behalf (Copy Annexure-I), but the 

Executive Engineer did not care and turned

not bother to carry out any

a deaf ear.

y did not look into the record/ proofs of availability of pipes with 
locals stolen by them. The petitioner has brought on record official 

etters, ,.,nutes of the DDWP meeting dated 06/09/2013 and police 

reports (copies attached Annexure J, K and L).
The said record 

on site/ stolen by the
proves that the missing pipes are available 
locals and also in the custody of 

availability of the missing pipes, the DDWP dir 
from the revised PC-1 cost estimate.

contractor. While admitting 

ected to deduct its cost 
lyen the Inquiry Committee 

witfQhe locals in Par;. _ n 
(though not provided), MllchJisHrqyeO^

\ u

leportedly admitted its avaihhilify 
their "Findingc^'



V
In the wake of thesfe circumstances, there i 
affecting recovery ^rom the petitioner for the

remains no justification of

I ' pipe (stolen by the
locals and all concerned have admitted its availability}. It will be a 

mockery of law to punish petitioner for the wrongful
Whose responsibility is it to collect the pipe available with the 

locals?

act of locals.

As per official record, the department has also issued instructions to 

the field formation for collecting the available/ stolen 

no follow
pipes, but with

up action. The subsequent silence of the Department, 
police and various authorities and their hesitation

missing pipes from the locals is a big question mark for the 

government.

to collect the

It's a speaking proof of the worst governance/
negligence.

(f) THAT it was against law to entrust 

Secretary Irrigation. The Competent Authority was under obligation 

to hear the accused himself and has no authority to ask others for 

carrying out the task on his behalf. Delegation of such po.wer to the 

others is against law in quasi judicial proceedings. In law 

to refusal of the right of personal hearing.

personal hearing of petitioner to

it amounts

Law does not permit a Judge or quasi judicial authority to direct his 

subordinate to hear the accused

adjudication without hearing parties himself.
on his behalf and then sit for

What does it mean to ask an accused person about his desire of
hearing in person and then to refuse such right by directing him to 

appear before some subordinate. This legal defect in the petitioner'*;
^se at least proves that the Competent Authority ha^; 
the case independently, hence against law.

not decided

(g) THAT even the very Show-cause notice was defective and against law 

being not accompanied by the Inquiry Rppnrt as directed 

Pak: S&GAD; letter No. SOXII-2-4/60, dated 

to be revoked.

in the West 
10.5,1960, hence needs

Supplementary Rppnrt provided with the 
could not be considered

show-cause notice
as Inquiry Report nor does it, ^ serve the

purpose/fulfill the requirement of law/ rules. Written request of the

petitioner/ appellant (copy attached Annexure-Ml 
whimsical

furnish his reply to the Show

was ignored in a 
unlawfully compelled to 

without examining the Inquiry

manner and the petitioner 

-cause
was

Al ISVLiD



Report. Any punishment inflicted in the circumstances i
. law and needs to be set aside/ revoked. IS against

(h) that the Inquiry Report anH
even the Supplementary Reoort

suonorrpH h„
reason. .nH .k.

on record could not be overlnnl^pH/

was

various.applications of the petitlnnpr
brushed osicie>

Med upon for inflictinR major penalty not be
In ^absence of proof/ 

and without weighing
evidence (in support of the charge) , 

submissions of the accused, the charge 

proved and hence the

cogent
cannot be said to have been 

punishment awarded to the 
against law and without any lawful substance. petitioner is

(i) THAT the petitioner has been 

just for scoring numbers
made an escape goat at the age of 56

, , . eyes of the public for political
publicity and while doing so all the principals of natural justice 

the dictates of law including 27 years unblemished 

nave been ignored/ thrown

gains/ 

and
service record 

on the, which badly reflects
performance of the present government.

It is, therefore,Appeal/ Review petition the imn/sn^pT'^H acceptance of this

revorj" 'h P-ishment a«r/ir''
VO e in t e interest of justice/ to ensure rule of law

may
may graciously be

with back benefits.

FurtherChief Minister) is invited to t^he^ r^isslnro/g! Authority (Hon'ble

to kindly direct the concerned authorities to'col'lectTb " '^PuestM

hands in the various departments for nof the dealinf7‘
Government interest. efforts to safeguar//

Dated: 25/11/2015.

I X,L rr>^% Al ( PN^^aSIR LATirj \
Ex-Design Engineer

Public Health Engg: Dej

, J ‘‘t 1
f

I
I



Througlf Coiiricr^''^^

OFFICE OF THE PROJECT DIRECTOR 
BAZAl IRIUGA TION PROJECT MARDA N

Phone No.097:um0068 & Fax 9230064

^0- /7Jo /PD/Bazai/UM-F

Dated Mardan the 3 /07/2014.
To.

The Executive Engineer
Public Health Engineering Department.
Nowshera.

■ Subject:- ENOUIRY ilEGARDING IRkEGijT.ATTTTFs; CQMMITTRn IN 
KHEL SADU KHELWATER SHPPI.V

NOWSHEIM.
SCHEME ASHA

In light of the new directions, received in the subject inquiry from the 
competent authority (Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunldiwa). jYou^are-hereby'directed to 
p^i^/workout the d^il of the losses_^used to the Provinci^chequer'b^hracciises 

i /il!?.g.^em^ Shape of missing_r^smg main, non ms_tall_ation of distribution system non- 
^ t-HbU ^ndard Spect.cations during the hnrvina nf

in^plope. clan^ping ar-^SHn^er

O' 1 he pipe lengths of various diameters that are available on site locals the

M .1! U ^ T 'he new scheme may be worked out and details be provided.
— p" "P.‘° '“"s should be submitted to determine the total loss faced by the

Government m this respect in comparison to the loss amount renected in the charge sLets 
of the accused. The apportionment of the losses amongst the accused officers/ officn 
depending upon their involvement in payments and as per ihcir incumbencies may also be

A

i fr\-
0: positively witho\rkiTL^:2ri“
0

-r&D
Engr. Nusir Ghilfoor Khan 

Project Director

I- Principal Secretary 
information.

to Chief Minister, Kliyber Pakhtuiikhwa. Peshawar for

2. Mr. Manzoor Ahmad, Director (franspori). Governinem of IGiyber Pakhtimkhwa.

4. PS to Minister for Public Health 
Peshawar for information.

Engineering Department. Khyber Pakhtimkhwa,

4 m
fu,

■ *^ngr. Nash-Ghalbor Khan 
___ Project Directorr» JkiwflitJUf Vlw4«.ry

»nm.v *.•»
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OFFICE OF CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH)
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

___ _____________  KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA_________
Ph#091-9212984, FAX#091-9210228 E-mail: mehmood.Phed@yahoo

/

j!6--^llfhheOS'No,

Dated'Peshawar the, ?[_y09/2013.

To

The Executive Engineer, 
PHE Division,
Nowshera.

DDWP MEETING SCHEDULED TO BE HELD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2013 AT 1200 
HRS UNDER THE CHAIRMANSHIP OF SECRETARY PUBLIC HEALTH E 
NGINEERING DEPARTMENT
Section Officer (T) PHED letter No. SO(T)PHED/3-25/2010 dated 4/9/2013.

Subject:

Reference:

You are directed to take into account teavaiiabJe/rmaterial.in Rising main 

.'gtc■--,:Q'f-\A/SS^Sad0 Khellying idle.-at/earliest.

CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH)

With reference t^aCf

/
/

CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH)
■/ ,

h-T:y

;'V:

a
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P .''C-

PUBP/r PAKHTjUNKHWA
UBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

NO. SO (T)/PHED/3-25/2011-12 
Dated Peshawar the 13*^ September, 2013

To

ir^ti fOo,a. 1. The Additional Secretary (Dev)
Finance Department,

^ CO 2 Thl P^khtunkhwa, Peshawar
4 Chief of Section (Infrastructure)

Planning & Development Department 
^ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

The Chief Engineer (North)
Public Health Engineering Department, 
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
me Chief Engineer (South)
Public Health Engineering Department 
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

OF THE DDWP MPPrr^rj 
IN THE rniviMnTFF 
DEPARTMENT

\Q :0.
■ liJ'

fu IX
e*-

3 M j
S M I 
5'S S' 1

..'i
•■f4.
I
f
f
if'im 'Ubject:

ROOM ON 06.09.201 ?! AT
EPQM OF PUBLTr HEALTH ENGINEERTMfl J'.-

•f-r,
-

I am directed refer to the subject 
copy of minutes of the DDWP
Health Engineering Department 
further necessary action, please.

Ends: A.A

i.noted above and to enclose herewith, a 

meeting held under the chairmanship of Secretary, Public
on 06.09.2013 at 1200 Hours for information and [4

iff!

\v

iK-'

1M

SECTION OFF^ER (TECH) MCopy forwarded to;- ■Mm1. The Director Planning and Monitoring, 
^^The P.S to Secretary PHE Department,

PHE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

, „ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
• The P.A to Deputy Secretary (Tech) PHE Department,

-

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

• -

SECTION OFFICER (TECH) M.
• w

■'

' f.-i

TESTtD
"'v

M\-jp
' ■ '--v
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HELD ON Ofi.nQ.7n13 at l?nn hpc tm thf 

SOMMITTEE room PUBI TP health FlMftr=. ' ■

A DDWP
IPARTMENT

Fnn- meeting was held in Committee Room of Public
Engineering Department on 06.09.2013
PHED.

Health
« P,««pa* ,s enclosed «e" “

The following a^nd§ !t^s%/ef^"
discussed and decided during the

MniJ^heiajuider I TitlP^ "gonstnirtinn of Wah.r

meeting:

o

012-13
The

Rs.1765.093 million

that the Umbrella 

meeting hefd on 08.^.2012 gt g cost of 
rh- circulated by p&p, aepgrtppt Khyber

Subsequently, the above mentionrd pated 114^-3012.
held on 04 ;2.2012 d 1 ^

No.SO(Tech)/PHED/3-25/201M2'Lri3T2t^^^ '' 

issued on 01.01.2013 for a cost of Rs.

and the minutes
Pakhtunkhwa vide letter No.

vide letter
and Administrative Approval was

16.000 million.
During detailed discussion, it was noted that the revised 

above the AA cost (25.386 million)
revised cost is

scheme is 58% 

project the total
but as it is under the umbrella

““Up w»’i™ IIZImT Wro.«, b,
WPepartment

work has be« WWscoiM of

distance of 3500 feet which has been
the site was declared

ent

m zone-l, the rlsing'-nialn Was proposed ^ a 
now increased to 13350 teet-due to the reason as

“"="*>“off<obewe«b>,reslstl.lti,s„rve. 

s^rsrlTh'**" oallorv/collectln,'
so«l. site fer tube well in the lldht Of «s0o,ti, sunre, report

.ipe was was^ ^ ^—

Moreover in zone-II, 
well as there was no

some pipe is in the custody of the /'
/I/

Page 1 of 3
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' \
contractor. He 

estimate.
suggested ttiat thar mn . ^

f^at there is onlv P&D d

in the revised PC-j <
The

epartment asked 

zones. The SDO N 
tfie proposed reservoir

sbout the 

owshera in 

^'sforzone-li.

suifaee reserv
r^ply stated tt ■

j .

Revised R^'VCostScheme Doran Di 
Chief Engineer 

approval.

district Nowsher^as aonm,^'?^^

^SouthJ and
Water SuppA

2!Leseroegse*bv 

Administrative
aea&os:-

0 Water iSlIpnlii c-u

■ 7 ■'

Villa SfJalchvs^^^' ;SSP^gZ
ii) Water ^

Replaced 
San ^fOgrah.

BaLTlchrr'-^^^a^iiiiiiijhokeSp^^^ j/ ^

Mir ■' , • ,>2i

-•z|

The deputy Secretary , 

approved bythe Povy
miliion

ier;.

"■= to
Mmles we,e clrr° °"

"'"'-e issued on 19.12.2012 fo' '
Depanrment ietti^Ho

^^herne has been / 
has directed fr

Pro]ect/PC-I 
^^■^765,093 

Pakhtunkhwa Vide letter 

Subsequently, the above 

held on 04.12.2012 .
hio.SO(Tech)/PHED/3.2 

schemes

Umbrella
'id

'J

and the
a cost of 

Khyber
^9.11.2012

No.

and»
P in Its 'Meeting, 

letter ^0
>7"'. 1

PHE Department 
AdministrativeandWas Approval for 

'^""■hn.The directive 

■^012-13/H>dated :

cancelled
^2.03,2013 Th^

^epiacedGandapore, mpa pk~67

cost of Rs. 15 Qpg 

SOCDev-li;/ii 
ic'eotified by

oc execution of the

j'-i

• 5'J
-Mr.
schemes.

•-' :JIsrar-u/lah Khan

]^S i

•■ t

r>»
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During detailed discussion, it was noted that the revised schemes are both 

of 16 million cost same as the old cost. It was informed to the forum that a note was 

forwarded to P&D Department for guidance about the change in name/scope of work. 
The P&D department agreed to put the case to DDWP forum for discussion/approval.

During discussion it was pointed out by representative of finance 

department that as the replaced schemes are new under an on-going program 

therefpre, it cannot be tender unless new consultant based system for implementation
.V ■'

/;■

is In Jace. It Jn^riped thaj: schema1s“wder Utribrella Project vytiich is ongoing 

as per Ijj^ru^ion oj DeRat|m||'|c[prri|,j^ill be e>(scgted under new 

Pflpcy by Involving ttie qonsult|nt ' ^ '
?*

V

«
I ■

The gqpemes wire epprqved in principle for execution howfiver, it was 

(Jepiped by the fprum that conaultent yyill' pe inyqjyeP in the feasipllity, design,
pl^pptlon of PC-J and superylsipn of scheipe?

The meeting ended yyith a nq{e of thanks from the chair,
'■ -A ; ■ ■

/h

f\
. V .-

i: ■

ilsii^SaEws
!
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Designation Signature
C1. /< y^v DJ-r-i,
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10.
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11.
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13.
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14.
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I ;;t
GOVERriMENT OF KHYCER PAKHTUr« KHWA ^ 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPAR :/- ENT
NO. S.O (T)/PHED/3-2l/2C1.3-H 

D-jled Peshawar the 20''^ Noverriber, 2013 - t'-
%

t ? ■f \The Chief Engineer (Souch)
Public Health Engineering Department, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwo, Peshawar
REVISED ADMINISTRATIVE APPROVAI

!
t:;Subject:' *5 I .

In exercise of the powers delegate:] vide Para-I serial No,6 Second Sci-,edule of the Delegation of Powers 
under the Financial Rules and Powers or Re-appropriation Rules, 2001, the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Provincial 
Govciiiinent is pleased to accord Revised Administrative Approval Idr the implementation of the project "Water 
Supply Scheme Doran District Nov^shera for the period as per phasinc planned/approved .in the revised PC-I at 
a cost of Rs.25.972 Million (Twenty Five Million Nine Hundred Seventy Two Thousand only) under the ‘ 
ADP umbrelln Scheme titled "Conslruction of Wa:er Supply Schemes In Khyber PokhMinkhwa" 
212/1.20611(2013-14) with the: followiny bicak up.

i. ■
i
',■^1

ADP #
i.
:VS. No i Items Cost (Rs. In.Millions) i.'-'

]. Tube Well 2.330
2. Pumping Chamber/Hu i.399
3. Surface Reservoir 10000 Galions 0.555
4. Pumping Machinery/Elect.'ification

Rising Main/Distribution System 
Collecting well/Infiltration.Gallery'
Advertisement Charges_____
Diversion Channel

3.430
5. 14.542
6. 2.635 ly7. O.ORO '/
8. 0.116 1-

5;9. Approach Road Q-SSS • 
25.972Total

2. _ The Umbrella PC-I was approved In/ the PDV7P in its meeting held on 08.11.2012 and the minutes were ' I 
Department Khyber Pa<htunkhwa vide letter No. Chief/INF/P&D/l70-C?/20i2/3308-24 Dated 

above n-ientioned scheme was approved by the DDvVP In its meeting 'held on 
minutes were circulated by PHE Department vide letter No.SO(Tech)/PHED/:i-25/2011-12 dated 

li.12.2012 and Administrative Approval was issued on 01.01.2013 vide letter No, SO(Tech)/PHED/: •21/2011-12.

The revised scheme was approved in DDWP meeting held on 06.09.2013 and minutes were circulated vide 
leUc- No. bO{Tcch)/PI-iEO/3-25/20il-12 dated 13.09.2013,

K

3.

[TD ^ involved is chargeable to the functional-cum-object classification 05-Environment •
Protecuon-052^/Vaste Water Managemer.t-0521- Waste Water ManagemeiU-G52l02- Works (Rural) Fund No NC 
i2060) under Grant No.52 (Capital), during the current financial year 2013-14, and would be incurred.only on the 
Items, activities mentioned in the approved PC-I, and would not exceed the allocation for any particular item/activity.

The Administrative Approval does not constitute any sanction to the design/rates provided 
estimate. The financial responsibility of the design/rates rests with the authorib/ competent 
sanction to the cost estimate.

4.
!;.vr. 4
fS

5. i.^
a: the cost 

to accord technical
1.: •
k ..

6.

• t.'

SECRETARY TO GOVT. OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

Copy is fon-varded for information and n/a to the:
1. Addition,'.?Chief Secretary PSlD Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 
I Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finance Department Peshav/ar,

. -Countant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
4. Chief of Section (INF) P&D Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. Director Planning & Monitoring Public Health Engineering Department Peshawar, 

,,-4. Superintending Engineer Public Health Engineering Circle Peshawar.
yXEN Public Health Engineering Division, Nowshera.

■-S. Incharg^ Computer Section P&D Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pe«=ha 
9. Section Officer (BScA) PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

,.10. Concerned file/PDWP meeting file.

• N.

''i il!
war. • Tf\ ■ ■■r

■;,s
mSECTION OFFICER (TUCH)
i'i"

ol [IL
' l.y\-s/' .. I.;
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QElliQiOliTHliHXl'CUTlVl- l.NGINHER P.H.ENGG; DIVISIOM NOWSHERA 
/) — //() 7 ^ Nowsliera the, /,2/7Z/^2/2013No.

7
To,

1 lie Suuion Mouse OK icer 
iNowshera Kalan.

SubjeM:- RjLCOVHRY OF G.l.PlPES IN VILLAGK SADIITCHFT

Dear Sir,
It is requested that a Water Supply Sciieme Sadu Khel was executed in 

the name oi Sadu Khc! / Asha Khel in 20T0.

During the course of time various dia of Pipes as detailed below have 
been exlvacted and taken away by locals.

S.No. Name of villagers Dia of Pipes. Quantity Remarks
VILLACl: SADU KUl-L

1 1 iaji Shah Nawaz. r i/dG.I Pipe 20 Nos.
2" i/d G.I yjpe 100 Nos.
l-l/2"i/d G.I
Pipes.-_________
3" i/d G.I Pipe

270

2 Qanai Gui, 60 Nos. 
23 Nos.3 Nasi'at.

Hazrat Mussain,
3” i/d G.I Pipe

4 3" i/d G.I Pipe 2 Nos.
V11.LAG12KANA KHIiL 

! Quraish] 4" i/d G.I Pipe 
4” i/d G.I Pipe

Un-Known
i 2 Khalid . Un-Known

3 Mir /.anian 4" i/d G.I Pipe 
~4" i/d G.I I^e

Un-Knownn Kl'sair-ul-Kassan Un-Knownfa Sarda r 4" i/d G-! Pipe Un-KnownL.;-.

No\n- you are requested tw recover the G,I.Pipe as mentioned above and 
lake ine lawl ui action against the persons.

Executive Engineer 
Public Mealth Engg;Division 

Nowshera
Copy to:-

The Chief Engineer (South) Public Health Engg;Department Peshawar. 
The Superintending Engineer Public Health Engg;Circie Peshawar.
I he Deputy Commissioner Nowshera.
1 he District Police Officer Nowshera.
The Sub Divisional Officer PHEtSub Division-Il Nowshera.

1,
-y

3,
4.
D.

Execul:iv((Engineer 
Public Health
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Appcllom 
Pclilioncr 
C'otnplninl 
Decree l-!okler

I

I. (
(

I?
Xl. (

\'er>us

l)eren(.lanl 
., •! Rcspoiuleni 

Accused
Judgmeni Debtor

I•*:
I

■f t

■i I
I

N/iSay
the_r^l//^ r^yAis^^/ 'i^nu-d hereby appoint

and ZulTiqar /Vlimad Adv'bcaies Ilieh Coun the above-mcnlioned 
fol'owine nets, deeds and ihines. s

IWe Sardar Ali Raza
case, to do all or any of the

;
3

1 To apnear. ac:. and ple^ for moAis in ihe above mentioned case in this Court/1 nbunal or 
' ' v:our.Trihuna! in uhich the same may be tried or heard, aiuf any other 

proceedines ansine out ol .or connected therc\\ith.

To sien. \eriA and Tiie or %\iihJrau all procecdiives. petitions, appeals, allidavits. and 
applications for compromise or withdrawal, or for submission to arbitration ofthe said case, 
or prosccutioit t'r delense ol the said etisc at till its staecs.

To recei\e paxments of. and issue receipts for. all money that may be or become due and 
paxaMc to us durlne the course or on the conclusion ofthe proceedines.

r.nv otner
.i

<

5

To do all other acts and thines. which may he deemed necessary or advisable during the 
course of the prvKcedines |

;• AM) llKUr.PV ACKF.K;
i'

To ratlA whatever the srild .Advocate max do in the proceedings.

.Not to Itold the .Advocate responsible if the said case be proceeded e\-parte or dismissed in 
default in consequences of their absence from the Court/Tribunal when it is called hearing.

• -P ^ i.n.

b.A: »

Tlnif the .Adx i'e:iie slail! he entitled to witlulrnw li'oin the proseeiilion t'l'ihe said ease ifolie 
whole or anx ptirt of the agreed fees remains unptiid.

c.

ht wiinc^whcrcol'! AV'l: Itaxe signed this Power of .Aliornex/Vtikalalnamti hereuniler. the contents
of xxhiyn J^ye been read/'cNplained to me.'us and fully understood by me/us this _ ___
dav 0»•» at

4
Sii«iatiy^d’e.weutan:'si

1
♦ !

*■ .

Altested/’accepted subject to the term regarding pax ineni of fee

.■:e


