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reliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of _
Appeal No. 507/2024
'S.No. Dateuaf—dr*der Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1- 04_/04/2024

The appeal of Mr. Shaukat Rehman resubmitted

today by Mr. Nasir Mehmood Adyg>éz1_tc. It 1s fixed for

V7 042024, Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the |

app_t.slla'nl.

By the order of Chairman

S’.E’RAB

REGI

-




s Bl

%

- Nasir Mehmood Adv.

= The appeél of Mr. Shaukat.Rahman received today'i.'e on 01.4014.2024 is

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

appellant for completion and resuHmission within 15 days.

1- Addre'ss of respondeht no. 2 is incomplete be completed according to
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974,
2- Copy of departmenta’l‘ appeal against the impugned order dated
©25.11.2020 is not attached with the appeal be placed on it.
3- Page nos. 19; 43 to 51 of the appeal are illegible/be replaced by
legible/better one

No._ 223 /ST,

Dt. 42 r/ oY J2024.
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‘Service Appedi No.)_ov?_:___/

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

" PESHAWAR

Shaukat Rahman, Superinte

2024

nding Engineer (H/Q) O/O

Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar...............Appellant
VERSUS
The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar & athers................ Respondents
1 INDEX
{
S.No. ! Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Service Appeal 1-13
2. | Affidavit BT
3. | Addresses of the Parties 15
4 Copy of the judgment of the Supreme A
' Court is attached as anmexure A Y- 20 |
5. Copy of order sheet dated 06.12.2016 B 2
6. | Copy of letter dated 29.12.2016 C 22 ...
7. | Copy of Order dated 08.03.2023 D |3 -24
8 Copy of the relevant pages 1,2,12,13, E
_ 154 &55 ¢ , =33
- 9. | Copy of Order dated 25.11.2020 F . Fh
10. | Copy of Departmental Appedl G 37
11. | Copy of order dated 14,03.2024 H . Yo
12. | Copy of Order 13.09.2019 _ | 9y 1
_13. | Copy of nofification for on 25.11.2020 | . J 42 4
14, C.opy of the decision of the Service K b3~ <
) Tribunal
15, | Copy of List of NAB L s 2V
16 Copy of promotion Notification dated M
© 105.08.2021 4/
Copy of promotion notification dated
17 113.12.2022 w7
18. | Wakalathama 4z

Through

Dated __/03/2024

Nasir Mehnidod :
Advocate Supreme Court
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BEFORE TI;IELKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

— |
. BN
Service Appeal No. /2024

Shaukat Rahman, Superintending Engineer (H/Q) O/O
Chief Engineer (East),-Phed, Peshawar...............Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -through Chief
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar ‘

2. Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary
~ Public Health Engineering‘ Department, Khyber Road,

Peshawar _
...... RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974,
AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
RESPONDENT NO.2 DATED  14.03.2024,
WHEREBY ‘THE APPELLANT WAS DIRECTED TO
SUBMIT HIS APPEAL TO THE COMPETENT
AUTHORITY (APPELLATE AUTHORITY) WHICH
WAS FILED AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
95.11.2020 VIDE WHICH MAJOR PENALTY OF
REDUCTION OF LOWER POST FOR A PERIOD OF
1 YEAR IMPOSE UPON THE APPELLANT.

PRAYER:
By accepting this appeal, the impugned order
dated 14.03.2024 passed by the respondent
No.2 and 25.11.2020 passed by respondent




No.2 may kindly be set'qside, consequently
the appellant may please be promoted to
BPS-19 from 04.08.2021

colféagues/juniors wrre promoted without

when oiher.’

any conditionality with:all back benefits.

Resget:ifull)gI Sheweth:

i , .
1. That the appellant is a civil servant working in

Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa since February, 1995 selected on

merit, after qualifyir
KPK, as Assistant Eng

fenuré of 28 yeaq

Jineer (BS-17). During the long

rs, the appellant rendered

services against various positions/appointments:

with the sense of

devotion, commitment and

delivered effectively. Being highly mofivated

- and pro-active officer of PHED, the dedication -

and commitment has always been eulogi'zed by.

seniors, reflected
Performance Eva
énﬂre service, the
the remote station
Hangu but never

political elements

as. their remarks in yearly

uation Reports. During - the

ppellant performed duties at

for any choice postings-and-

‘always remained Upright against all odds.

L3

\g Public Service Commission,

s of Kohistan, Bo’r’rogromfgnd; Lo

influenced superiors through .



| ki'i‘s discretion, whict

71

[9)]

That, the august Supreme Court of Pakistan in

Suo Moto Case No

) 1_7/2016 had noticed that in-

térms of Section-25(a) of NAB Ordinance, the

o S
NAB authorities after issuance of call up notices

suggest to the accgused that they may opt fo

come forward with the offer of vo}.um‘ory return

of the amount that have allegedly been

acquired or earne

d illegally by them. Section-

25(0) ibid empowers the Chairman NAB to

accept such voluntary returns (VR) made by The.'

accused persons; the amount is deposited with

NAB in installment at the discretion of Chairman

NAB. The Supreme Court also noficed that on

payment of certain portion of the amount, such

person is given clean chit by NAB to re-join his

job. In view of the position, petition was instituted -

to examine the vires of Section-25 (a) ibid vis -a--

vis the un-bridled
accept the offer o

of the size of amol

judiciary, hence th
the Chief Justice o
fhe matter in court

arficle 184(3) of 1

judgment of the Sppreme Court is attached as. - - o

annexure A).

AN

power of Chairman NAB to

Int by any mode odbp’red at
\ falls within the domigin of the
e matter was placed before -
f Pakistan, who directed to fix:

treating it as a beﬁ’rion- under

X i coai

F VR from a person regardless

e Constitution. (Copy: of the
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TF\O’r keeping in v

above, in the first

targeted against

Ordinance and no

i
servants. On subm

o*rdered vide ord

(Annexure‘-B) - to

proceedings again

into voluntary retur

removal from serv

any of the officials,
voluntary return, if ti
is less than 25 lacs

order sheet, Secret

29-12-2016
Establishment had

letter that no final

shall be passed

order/decision of

mentioned case SMC No. 17/2016, however the

words till further ord
judgment. To makeg
as mentioned in
('Annexure-C) of L¢

till decision of the

|5

-addre

\ -

iew fhe position mentioned
place, such Suo Moto wosv
Section-25 {a) of the NAB
t against any individual civil
ission of ‘details, the court
& sheet dated 06-12-2016
conclude departmental
st officials who have entered
n, however no final order of
ice ‘shall be passed against -

he amount of the VR pdid him

ary Law vide his letter dated

pssed to Thé Secretary
~onstrued in last para of :'s'uch. :
srder of removal from service
against officers il further

the . Supréfrie Court: |n the

it more clear, till further.order,

the letter dated 29-12-2016

sw Department would means .~

issue of. Section-25 (a) of the:

who have entered in fo the

. Keeping in view .’rhefo’b'ofvé" S

eris not mentioned in the said

N



'N?TAB Ordihonce an
| wére restrained fron
defaulting  officials
departmental proc:
issue of section 25(

way and in case i

section-25 (a), the

be badinsuch a si;rL

was restrained Hill fin

That in order to n

[9)]

d fill the time, departments
N any o'dverse action against
inspite  of conclusion of -
eedingsv against them, as the
a) could be decided either
t was decided in favour of
adverse action taken would
)ation, hence adverse dc_:tion

al decision of the case.

\ .

wake it clear the oppellon’r._

along-with other | officials of the different
departments all oyer Pakistan filed CMAs No.
339/2017, 7126/2016 &  7278/2016

‘impleadment in Suo Moto Case No. 17/2016

which were clubbe
Court, ‘while disposil
dated 15-01-2020
pending since 2014
are also listed of th
' the - benefit und
| ordinance and th
being not decided

issue. The Supreme

advised all the relevant funcﬂohoﬁes 1o make.- B

<1

d together and the Supreme
ng such CMA's in its judgment
noted that this matter is -
and with ;T some otfher cases,
e persons who have entered

Section-25 (a) of the

eir cases are un-necessarily -

because of pendency of this - B

serious efforts in resolving the issue of section 25 -

for -

Court in this particular casé - L




[«)}

(a) through act of
court deciding th
~ submitted CMA for i
17/2016, were advis

parlioment instead of this
e issue and those have

mpleadment in the case No.

ed that since they had made

such in their personal cause for which they have

appropriate legal re

That, SMC-17/2016

08.03.2023 with the

>medy available to them.

has been disposed' of on’

remarks that;

“From the foregoing=amendment in the law it is "

clear that the quecﬁon of the sou-molto

proceedings :initiats
10-2016 has been

these proceedings

disposed of accorc

08.03.2023 is  aftac

These new amend

ad vide our order -dafed"24-.

addressed. Consequently,
have been fructified and are
lingly". (Copy of Order dated -

hed as annexure D).

the Supreme Court under the ftitle C.P NO.

20/2021 and again decided on 15-09-2023°

éecloring the

amendments as 1

relevant pages 1,2

Annexure-E).

mos’r of the p{oposed

%

ments are also sub-judiced in

Wil and void. (Copy of the -
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That public Healt
(PHED) took. it ©

o

therwise

n Engineering Department

, as depaftmental

proqeedings were concluded against the
. N

officers who  entered into VRA under ‘Sec,ﬂ’on-

2%(0). The righf coL
the all the officers w
case by the inquiry
the penalty or the
was required to be |

in that case.

Tg,ho’f the appellant W

proceeded purpor
of Section 25(a) of
Otdinance 1999 (i.6
to the degmen’r
Court of Pakistan di¢
Moto No. 17/201
penalty of “Reduct
of one year” U
Government Serva

Rules 2011 was imp

PHED/15-2/2017/N/

5 and

wdér Ry

osed vid

AB/VR

ho wer
officer,

adverse

tedly for

of the

nted 24-]

ion to lo

nts (Effic

cept pen

the Naf

rse would have been -_’rhclf if‘

?

held guilty in the VR
hen in that situation,
action so proposed

ding fill final decision

Qs déportmehidllyj o

fonal Accountability

5. Voluntary Return) pursuant

consequently. ‘major -

wer post for a period -

iency & Disciplinary) |
e order No. SO(ESTT)/ ~

dated  25.11.2020.

i .
- (Copy of Order dated 25.11.2020 is aftached as.

annexure F).

availing the benefit

Honorable Supreme

0-2016passedinsuo

e 14(5)(ii)g.'of‘ KPR




GROUNDS:

i
That the appellant

due to pendency ¢

|00

aggrieved wherefrom has

f the SMC No.17/2016 finally

decided on 08.03.2024 filed departmental

appeal (Annexure-

order dated 14|

G) which was decided vide

03.2024 (Annexure-H) by

directing the appeliant to submit his appeal

before the dppellote authority - which is

i

absolutely -illegal is constrained to move this

Hon'ble Tribunal for

grounds:-

A.

the following amongst other

That in Public Hedlth Engineering Department

(PHED), 28 officefs from BPS-17 fo 20 who

entered into VR
proéeeded under
orders dated 24.10
in  SMC-17/2016

under Section-25(a), and

Supreme Court of Pakistan

2016 and 06.12.2016 passed

different penalties were

imposed on different group's_ although - the - =

offence was same
of inquiry was alsq
VR with NAB unde
BPS 19 & 18 were

of “Censure” on

officers of BPS-17 were given the minor penalty * -

L of all the officers and base

imposed with minor penol’r‘yv L

13.09.2019 (Annexure-l), 9

» the same i.e. entering into

r Section-25(a). 16 officersin




of “Stoppage of

year” on 25.02.202(

ir;nposed with maije
lower post for a
25.11.2020 (Annex
favoritism and ne
~ case. The plea of 1
two officers includ
VR amount is more
the major penalty
less than 2.500{M)
minor penalty whig
- the basic principal
the officers are
éround and offen
required to be the
Supreme Court da
the KPK Service Trit
of KPK) already
misjudged and no
court restrained

’roking"rhe adverse

till the final disposd

\O

n
b

annual incrément for one
), whérecs two officers were
br penalty of “Reduction to
p-e'riod on 6ne year” on
ure-J) ", '\‘N.hich shows the
otism while dealing thi;
ne -depdr’rmen’r was that the
ing the undersigned whose
> than '2.500 (M) were given
and others amount of VR is

so they were-awarded with

of equality and justice. If all
proceeded on the same

ce then their penalties are

ted 06-12-2016 is concerned,

bunal (Fazal Hussain VS-Govt

decided that order was

t clearly understood and the

all the d‘epon‘men’fs from

ANE

> action against any persons

| of the case as the casecan

h.is not correct and against .

same. As Afor‘ as the order of |




— ——
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M=)
A —4

gio either way. (Copy of the decision of the

Service Tribunal is ciﬂa;hed as-Annexure-K).

That if this plea of ’rﬁ\e PHED department is
considered as correctithat the Supreme Court
of Pakistan in its order dated 06-12-2016 has

directed to proceed against the officers whose :

VR amount is more ’rhfi t 2.500 (M) and.impose

major penaliies that |n the similar nature of
cases in other depoﬁn‘men’rs of the ~Kh'yber.-
Pakhtunkhwa, the moé;’r of ofﬁce'rs were either .
efxone,rcfed from fhe échorg_es.or given minor . |
penalties who also o\éfailed the facility :-of"VR'.

under Section-25(q). For instance, Mr. ‘Fazal

Hussain S/O Fagir Husfain (PMS Officer of BPS-

19) who has availed fhe facity of VR in two

different cases amounting to Rs. 36,32,707/- T

2013 (at S.No. 1570{in the VR List of NAB

aftached os(Anﬁexuroa-L) and Rs. 54,65,554/- in<. .
2014 at 1839 (’rhe'dn'iioun’r is higher than' the - -
threshold of . Rs. :zs,oip',OOO/- as fixed by the.

Supreme Court in| its lorder dated 06-12-2016

but after the ‘departﬁm"en’rol proceedings he :-i

f . : o
has been given the clean chit by exonerating .

|;1im from all the ckcrée's and promoted.




}

. That in Police department, DIG Mazhar ul Hag

Kbkokhel was hot|only exonerated from the

charges but also promoted to BPS-20 although

he also availed the facility of VR amounting to

Rs. 65,00,000/- in 2014 (at S.No..]846). In Local

Government Department, Miss Tahira Yasmin,

(Curreh’rly Director in BPS—T?)’ and Sami Ur

i .
Rahman (Ex SO

in LGRDD) dlso lies in this

category by availing the facility of VR in 2015

c';moun‘ring to Rs.

43,83,707/- respectively (at

S.No. 2197 & 2198) but no adverse action was

taken against both of them. Mr. khlag Ahmed -

$/O Abdul Aziz warking as Municipal Engineer

in Local Government also escaped from the .

departmental proceedings and got promoted-”

to BPS-19 regardless of his name in the VR'Iist "

while depositing the amount of Rs. 36,86,663/--

in 2016 (at S.No. 2562) . In Imigation Department

of KPK, many such officers availing the facility

bf VR were not

only exonerated {.,f[bm the

é:horges but also promoted to the next level.

Similarly hundreds  of - officers/officials

working in the Revenue department were"

exonerated from

the same éc‘ndre or promoted to the nextlevels.

i
¢
H

the charges and working in -




- 1973). (Copy of p

It is clear violdtion and wrong application

[
L. G ¥
[IN

\ .

of the Rules, as a fesult of the above adverse

action, the unders

gned has lost its position in

’rfle seniority list. while many juniors whose

names were also in the list of VR were

promoted ahead of the undersigned creoﬂné

an embarrassing d

That the appellant
his juniors were pr
the appellant was
to the fundamentc

under article 25,

nd demoralizing position.

was discriminated because
omoted on 05.08.2021 and
victimized which is confrary
I rights of people of Pakistan
(ConSfifu’rion of 'Pokis’ron- -

romotion Notification dated .

05.08.2021 is attached as annexure M). Even

the appellant wa

s afterword's promoted to

BPS-19 on regular basis but subject to

pendency of the

Suo Moto case. (Copy of

promotion nofification dated 13.12.2022 is

attached as annexure N).

That the appellant

has performed his duty with -

full devotion, dedication and commitment with .

the hope that at the end of his service career,

he would achieve

his promotion but

the highest post in terms of

the impugned amendment -

has caused a blafant negation of the same.

\ .




the law and he
equal pro’rec’:ﬁor{

was conducted in

: It is, ther
that by accepting
141

dated

respondent No.2

order

respondent No.2

consquuen’rIy the

promoted to BPS

other
without. any co

benefits

That the appellant

colleagues/juniors

NN

has been treated against
has olse been deprived of
of law because no enguiry

accordance with law.

=fore, most humbly prayed
this- appeal, the impugned
03.2024 passed by
and 25.11.2020° passed by
may kindly be set oside,‘
oppellon’r moy‘ please be

when =

119 from 04.08.2021
were promoted
nditionality with all back

Any other rellef Qs deemed oppropno’re in

circums’fonces of the ¢

for, may also be grante

Through

Dated _/03/2024

~ase, not specifically asked"

d to the appellant.

Nasir Mehmood ~ L
Advocol’re Supreme Court o

the .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

Service AppealNo.__

Shaukat Rahman, Superinte
Chief Engineer (East), Phed, F

! VER

i

The Govt. gf Khyber Pakhtunk
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar & «

2024
nding Engineer (H/Q) O/O
eshawar................Appellant
SUS

hwa through Chief Secretary,
nthers...ovoveenn... Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

|, Shaukat Rahman, Superini
Chief Engiﬁeer (East), Phed, P

affim and declare on oat

ending Engineer (H/Q) O/O
eshawar, do hereby solemnly

h that the contents of the

occompoﬁying Service Appeal are frue and correct to the

best of my knowledge and

concealed from this Hon'ble

!

a——

oelief and nothing has been

Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR - |

Service Appeal No. /2024

Shaukat Rahman, Superintending Engineer (ZH/Q) 0/0

‘Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar...............Appellant
VERSUS
The Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar & others...... +.n.......Respondents
ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES -

APPELLANT:

Shaukat Rahman, Superintending Engineer (H/Q) O/O
Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar

RESPONDENTS: |

1. The Govt. of Khybef Pakhtunkhwa through Chie
Secretary, Civil Secrefariat, Peshawar -

9 Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary:
Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber Road,
Peshawar : ‘ ‘

Appeliant -
Through

Nasir Mehmoo_d
Dated __/03/2024 | Advocate Supreme Court
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NCh ANWAR ZAREER JAMALIL, HCJ
‘ VTR HANL MUSLIM

1. AZMAT SAEED -

rorams

STy

'

TS

)

Ausat Ali, Anomey General for

3 AddLAG.

<ud Rehmon, Consultunt 1o AG

adeer Dar, PG, NAB

\ir. M. Azam, DI'G, NAR.

Mr Jmeanjul 11ag, Spl. Prosecutor NAB.

Latif Yousafzai, AG, KPK,
swath, AddLA.G. Bulochistan.

it 1tussain Ghumro, AG. Sindh.

ryar Qozi, AdLA.G, Sindh.

Ehuna, AddlLi.G Sindh.

Javed Ghural, Addi.P.G. Punjat.

ssar Khalid Abbbast, AssttAG,

Rehmun;

“ e

Mr Asad{Kharral, /\'ppllicnnt in CMA
[ No.6374jof 2016.

24:10:20}6: v

~This Court 'on 02.09.2014) during

RZK of 2015, noticed ubust of-authority by e

cc of petty matters i tefms of Section P of the

as the

dinance, 1999 {(hereinafter rgterred L

1

was primar

ly legislated Lo counter the

prqcée’dings hygainst the accused persons

Khyber Pak? th m




e NU, .uoa‘:dlum 20 UCt, oMl vyl ool ey
- _ _ )
Suo Mot Cave NoJI/1G, 2 . 7
”? i . . } | l ' /
2 .- . The Court also noticed Ithat in terms of Section 25(a) of the

7.3

Ordinance, the 'NAB authoritics afted isduance of call up notices suggest to

the accused that they mdy opt to come forward with the offcr of voluntary

return of the amounts that have allegedly been acquired or carned illegally

by zhem. Section 25 () (ibtd) empowers the (,hmrrnan, NAB to uccept such

volunnrv returns made by the accused parsons the amount is depomed w:th

NAB in insmllmcnts at the dlscrenor of Jw'(.?haif-ma.n, NAB. Alarmingly, on
payment ot certain portion of the aa;’mun 'such'pcrsoh is given clean chit by
the NAD to rcjoin his job. The frcquent exercisc of powcrx undcr Section 2§
(8) (ibid) by the NAB on one side hgs multiplied the corruption usurping thg
jurisdicti'on. of the F.LA and Antf-Co ruption agencies and defcated the
object of the Ordinance on the otl-u:r hand. In this regard the matter was

referred by a Bench of this Court to'the Hon'ble Chicf Justice of Pakistar,

-+

for cxar'nining*thc vires of Section 25(a) (ihid) vis-a-vis un-bridled powers g

the Ctxair;ngn, NAB to accept theoffer of voluntary return from a person

' regardléss of the size of the amou{nt by any mode adbbied at his discretign

. which falls within the domain of t!Jlejuc iciary. The matter was placed betoe

-

the Hon'ble Chief Justice of this lbor.u’t,.v_vho directed the office to fix the

v

‘matter in Court, treating it as a’ Pefition under Article 184 (3) of the

Constitution. On 02.09. 2016, the P\IAE authorities were further directed fto ;

provide the following details ‘-
. (i) ‘I'he list of the tases in wt!ch NAB authorities arc conduclij\lg enquirics and : S .
invéstigations and or referencds pending in the NAD Courts, involving| an : Lo

amount of less than Rs, 100 Mlﬂmn,

(ii) The (ist of the persons, civ('l seryants and or public scrvants, w-he provided by
relevant departments of thefcovc-nmcnts and or State owned organizations, yho
cntered into Volunlary Relun,

L4 0 . I3 |u 1 N . .
(iii)  The nction which the rcdcu Utrovincial Governments and or statujory -
organizations have token agnlnsl their employces after their offer of Volunjary |
Retum was accepted by N/}B in ferins of Scction 25(a) of the NAB Ordinancg.

o
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mae? Lo OF

C.M.AN0.6376 o

practices and suct

the

by

!
}
il

en vh
A S TEG’cm s, who

5&;“““ gams which is ver

oot of Pakaad
g corrupt practices v
gained » through
i

Government/Public

calls for initiation of

- O I:i V32016, the mater wes adiourmed o :E:e regues:

ey, of

i3 Em'qr:s L« todzy. In response
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Mr, N.A, Duty, ASC-(CMA7361416) - /_/
Mr. Abdu) Latf Afridi, ASC (CMA7258, 7259 & 7293/l§) —
Sycd Awhud, ASC (CMATRC & 7214116) ~

Date of hearing - 0622016

ORDER

, AMIR HANI MUSLIM, J.- “The. learned Altorney General
forg Pakistan has requested for time to seelc instuctions from the
: Goécmmcm on the issue of exercise of | powers by the Chairman NAB

under Section 25(a) of the NAB Ordinange.

L 2. We huve heard the Prosecutor Gencral NAB. For wasit of

; time, the matter is adjourned. The Fegeral and Provincial Governments - \-
! - shall conclude the departmental proceedings ugeinst the officials wha have

cmetcd into voluatary return and tcp g complxuncc. However, no final

arder of removal from service shall g pusszd against ﬁn any of the

officials, who have entered into voluntary rclum,xf the amount of voluntary

retocn paid by him s less then 25 lacs. N
3 _In the intervening pesiod,|the mstga_ipiug order passed against
the Chaitman NAB and or any othel officer. authorized by him in this '
behalf from accepting any offer of vol sritary rchrh.ixl term of Scetion 25(n).
of the NAB Ordinance, shull continue till disj)asui ‘of these proceedings, 'i‘o_
- come up on 2* January 2017, v
L ~ ~ Sd/- Anwar Zaheer Jamali,CJ
L D, : * - Sd/-Amir Hani Muslim,J
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GOVERNMOF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, =7
LAW, PARI IAMENTARY, AFFAIRS (i .,L‘i'

HUMAN ‘RIGHTS DEPARTMENT 99?529;
NO. s' (OP- 1)/1.0/15 1/2012-VOL- 1/ "_ ¢
DATED PESH THE DEC, 2016 :

.. L e //M:Z"

The Secretary to Govt. of hyber Pakhtunkhwa, & ,'g
Establishment Departmen;. .

4
i

Subject:  URGENT IMPLEMENTATION [OF SUPRE E
. JUDGMENT DATED. 24-10 2016. \\\\(/
/7

Q

| am directed 1o refer‘ to//;un Department's letter No. SO(E—
YE&AD/S- 1/2016 dated 26-12-2016 on the ‘subject noted above and to étate £

that the Supreme Court of Pakistan in SMC No. 17/2016 held vide Order sheet .
dated 24-10- 2016 that as the very %aci of offering the Voluotary Retufn 1fali*s
within the definition of mrsconduct under the Service law nd call for
disciplinary action against the accus L person and dlrected the G vernment tc
ensure the initiation of departmenta;l proceodmgs The Supremg Court vide
Order Sheet dated 17-11-2016 in SMC No. 17/2016 ibid held that in theimeanr
time no final adverse/ removal Order shall be- passed against|any bf |th=

effectee.

2. - Similarly the Supreme Oourt resterated in Order Sheet %’ted {36 14-

Dear Sir,

‘ ’ 2016 in SMC No. 17/2016 that the Federal & Provincial Govern ents: ah‘dl]

conclude the departmental prooeed ngs against the officials who have ehte'@d
of remo

into Voluntary Return and report compllance However, no final orde
from service shall be passed agamst any of the officials; who have ntered nto
voluntary return, if the amount of voiuntary return paid by hlm is Id\ss thar 25

lacs.

Court. Therefore, the djscip\inary proceedings is to be process d by the
Competent Authorities of the ~oncerned Officers  including mplovees
mentioned in Para-3 of the letter under reference, but no final Order Oj\ Reraval

"3 The process/ proceedings have not been stopped by&the Aoé,

from Service shall be passed agaipst the Officers till further Order/decisicn of
the Supreme Court in the above men‘uoned SMC No.17/2018.

i Section Officer:
Endst: of even No. &\date B :

Copy is_forwarded fé)l’ mformahon to the P
Department. { ; '

......
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; (Original/Appellant Jurisdiction) / - p
i PRESENT; e % //
i Mr, Justice Umar Ata Bandial, CJ
|
!

Mr, Justice Sayyed Mazahar Ali Akbar Naqvn
Mrs. Justice Ayesha A. Malik

\ .

OF 2016, CMAs NO.7312, 7581, 7815, 7852, 7270, 7274, 7278
AND 7647_OF 2016 IN.CRP NIL OF.2016 IN SMC NO:17 OF 2016
CIVIL PETITION NO:1338 OF 2014 AND CMA NO.6210.OF 2014
CIVIL_APPEALS NO.67_AND 150 "OF 2015, CIVIL.PETITIONS

NO.4356 .AND: 5104 'OF 2017, CIVIL APPEAL NO.24 .OF 2018
CRIMINAL ORG. PETITION NO.123 OF 2018 IN SMC 17 OF 2016

AND CP NO.548-K OF 2018

Suo Moto Action to examine the vires of Section 25{a) of NAB
Ordinance, 1999, efc.

: Mr. Mu taz Yousaf

In attendance. ’
-Addxtmnal Prosecutor General NAB

% Ch. Aamir Rehman

. " Additional  Attorney General for
' Pakis :

' Malik Waseem Mumtaz

Addmonlal Advocate General Punjab
Sardar Ah Raza

Addmon
Mian

Advocate General, KP
Ahmed

Director [Legal (Prosecution), KP
Rana M,|Faisal, AAO

Syed Zulfiqar Abbas Naqvi, ASC
Khawaja/Azhar Rasheed, ASC
Mr. Liaqat Ali Tareen, ASC

Mr. Farooq H. Naek, Sr.ASC
Mr. M. Shoaib Shaheen, ASC

' Mr. Shozib Masud, ASC

Mr. Sau!l t Rizvi ,

Addmonfd Advocate General Smdh

Mr. Saleem Akhtar Buriro

: Additional Prosccutor General Sindh
. {via video link, Karachi)

" Mr, Zaheer-ud-Din Babar
Deputy Secretary S&GAD
: 08,03.2023

ORDER

Date of Hearing

UMAR ATA BANDIAL, CJ.-
SMC NO,17 OF 2016 AND CMA NO.6374 OF 2016

Lo The vires of Section 25(a) of the ; National - ,
i T

Accountability Ordinance, 1999 (NAO) are uncler challenge in

! ESTED

- ~SAGT Conit Askociate
nupramo Courl of Paklslnn

@ CamScannér f
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h these suo moto proccedings. | Learned Additional Attorncy
| General for Pakistan has pointed out that as a result of the
amendments made in June, 2022 in the .NAO 1999, proviso to
Section 15{a) has been a.mende.'rl to apply to Section 25 of the
NAO 1999 as a whole. As a result, the penalty of disqualification
from holding public office is equally applicable to the situation
covered by Section 25(a) as well as section 25(b).
2, From the foregoing al-ncndme‘n-t in the.law it is clear
that the objection of the suo molo proceedings initiated vide our
- order dated 24.10.2016 has been addressed. Consequently,
these proceedings have frugtified .and are disposed of
accordingly. C.M.A. No.6374 of| 2014 for implez{dmcnt is als..o
' disposed of,

CMA NO.7308 OF 2016 IN CRP NIL OF 2016 IN SMC NO.17 OF
2016, CMAs NO.7312, 7581, 7815, 7852, 7270, 7274, 7278 AND
7647 OF 2016 IN CRP NIL OF 2016 IN SMC NO.17 OF 2016,
CIVIL PETITION NO.1338 OF 2014 AND CMA NO.6210 OF 2014,
CIVIL APPEALS NO,67 AND 1S5S0 _OF 2015, CIVIL PETITIONS

NO.4356 AND 5104 OF 2017, CIVIL APPEAL NO.24 OF.2018
CRIMINAL ORG. PETITION NO.123 OF 2018 IN SMC 17 OF 2016
AND CP NO.548-K OF 2018 4

3. These matters are connected with SMC No.17 of N

2016 which has been disposed of by our above aorder, Parties in
these matters are not present.|Office shall notily the learned

AORs/ASCs and fix these matters separately.

Sd/-HCJ
Sd/-J

8d/-J :
Ceortified tobg Tr
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN /
{Original Jurisdiction) ’

AL

P

PRESENT: '
MR. JUSTICE UMAR ATA BANDJAL, CJ

MR. JUSTICE IJAZ UL AHSAN
MR. JUSTICE SYED MANSOOR ALI SHAH

. CONST.P.21/2022 AND C.M.A.5029/2022

Const.P.21/2022 Imran Ahmad Khan Niazi v.
{(Under Article - 184(3} | for ' Federation of  Pakistan
striking down the amendments  through Secretary, Law and
made through the National Justice Division, Islamabad
Accountability  (Amendment) and another

Act, 2022 and the National

Accountability - (Second

Amendment) - Act, 2022} for

being ultra vires to |the

Constitution)
Imran Ahmad Khan Niazi v.
C.M.A.5029/2022 Federation of  Pakistan
2. IN Const.P.21/2022 , through Secretary, Law and
(Stay) : : Justice Division, Islamabad .
and another
For the Petitioner(s)/ : Khawaja Haris Ahmad, Sr. ASC
Applicant(s) Dr/Yasir Aman Khan, ASC

Assisted by:
Mr! Isaam Bin Haris, Advocate
Ms! Zaynib Chaudhary, Advocate
Mr| Muhammad Hashim Waqar,
Adyocate .
: _ Barrister Faiza Asad, Advocate
‘ Mr| Muhammad Shoaib Ilyas, Advocate

Federation/Respondent : Mr| Muhammad Makhdoom Ali Khan,

No.01 Sr.]ASC .
Mri Anis Muhammad Shahzad, AOR
Assisted by: .
Mr! Saad Muhammad Hashmi,
Adyocate
Mr! Umair Muhammad Malik, Advocate
Kh! Aizaz Ahsan, Advocate
Mr} Yawar Mukhtar, Advocate

~ Khi Azeem Armaghan, Advocate

. Mr| Wagar Umar Farooq, Advocate

P

Ch| Aamir Rehman, Addl. AGP
Mallik Javed Igbal Wains, Addl. AGP
. ‘Raja Shafqat Abbasi, DAG
NAB /ARespondent No.02 : Mr, Mumtaz Yousf, Addl. Prosecutor
General
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Mr! Muhammad Sattar Awan, Deputy
Pro!secutor General
Qazi Babar Irshad, Special Prosecutor

General

Baﬂ"rister Syeda Jugnu Kazmi, Special
Proisecutor General =

19.’07.2022

" 20.07.2022

05.08.2022

19.08.2022

01.09.2022
04.10.2022

05.10.2022 -

06.10.2022
10.10.2022
11,10.2022
12.10.2022
18,10.2022
19/10.2022
24.,10.2022
08.11.2022
09.11.2022
10j11.2022
14.11.2022

15.11.2022
16.11.2022
17.11.2022
06.12.2022
07.12.2022
08.12.2022
12.12.2022
13.12.2022
14.12.2022
10.01.2023

. 11.01.2023

12.01.2023
17.01.2023
18.01.2023
19.01.2023
07.02.2023
08.02.2023
09.02.2023

10.02.2023
14.02.2023
15.02.2023
16.02.2023
21.02.2023

$22.02.2023

23.02.2023
14.03.2023
15.03.2023.
16.03.2023
16.05.2023
18.08.2023
29.08.2023
30.08.2023
31.08.2023
01.09.2023
and
05.09.2023

JUDGMENT.

UMAR ATA BANDIAL, CJ:

Surah Al-Anfal, Verse|27:

“O ye that believe! thray not the trust of Allah
and the Messenger, nor misappropriate knowingly
things entrusted to you.”

(Translation by Yusuf Ali)

Through the present Constitution Petition No.21 of 2022 the
petitioner has challenged the amendments made to the National

Accountability Ordinance, 1989 (“NAB Ordinance”) by the

Amendment”) and the

National Accountability {Amendment} Act, 2022 (“First
ational Accountability (Second

Arhendment) Act, 2022 (*“Second Amendment”) (coﬂectively

referred to as the “2022 Amendments”).

Origins and Content of the Unamended NAB Ordinance

2. Before delving into the facts giving rise to the present

i

petitibn it would be appropriate to briefly set out the origins and

TN L ———— )
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make out-a reasonable case against the accused

charged under clause {vi) or clause (vii) of suh
section (a) of section 9.

21. International Cooperation Request fc1r
mutual legal assistance: The Chairman NAB gr
any authorized by the Federal
Government may request a Foreign State to do

officer

any or all of the following acts in accordance
with the law of such State:—

(g Notwithstan‘ding anything contained in
Qanun-e-Shahadat Order 1984 (P.O. 10 of 1989)
or -any other law for the time being in force aI]
evidence, documents or any other material
transferred to Pakistan by a Foreign Government
shall be leg:

proceedings under this Ordinance;

receivable as evidence in

Section 21(g} omitted.

25. Voluntary teturn and plea bargain:": :
(b) Where at any time after the a.uthonzatlon {f

investigation, before or after the commencement
of the trial or during the pendency of an appeal,
the accused offers to return to the NAB the
assets or gains acquired or made by him in the
course, or as ga consequence, of any offence
under this Ordinance, the Chairman, NAB, may,
in his discretion, after taking into consideration
the facts and circumstances of the case, accept
the offer on such terms and conditions as He
may consider necessary, and if the accused
agrees to return to the NAB the amoumt
determined by the Chairman, NAB, the
Chairman, NAB, shall refer the case for the
approval of the Court, or as the case may be, the
Appellate Court and for the release of the
accused.

: ,' oluntary return-and plea bargain: ,‘_; -
(b) Where at any tune “After the authorization of
investigation, before or after the commencement of

the trial or during the pendency of an appeal, the
accused offers to return to the NAB the assets or
gains acquired or made by him in the course, or as a
consequence, of any offence under this Ordinance,
the Chairman, NAB, may, in his discretion, after
taking into the
circumstances of the case, accept the offer on such

‘consideration facts and
terms and conditions as he may consider necessary,
and if the accused agrees to return to the NAB the
amount determined by the Chairman, NAB, the
Chairman, NAB, shall refer the case for the approval
of the Court, or as the case may be, the Appellate
Court and for the release of the accused:

Provided that statement of an accused entering
into plea bargain or voluntary return shall not
prejudice case of any other accused:

Provided further that in case of faxlure of
accused to make payment in accordance with the
plea bargain agreement approved by the Court, the
agreement of plea bargain shall become inoperative
to the rights of the parties immediately.

L

9. It may be noticed from the provisions produced ‘above

that the 2022 Amendments

have indeed brought about a

significant change in the legal position under the NAB Ordinance.
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Whereas prior to the 2022 Amendments the NAB Ordinance

i e

applie'd to all persons in Pékistan after the 2022 Amendments the
scope’ of NAB Ordinance has been significantly restricted with
nearl;r all holders of public office exempted from its application
unless there is proof of any monetary or material benefit being
received by them or a person acting on their behalf. Hlowever, even
if thé', NAB manages to overcome the exceptions listed in the

2

ameni’ied Section 4 of the NAB Ordinance the jurisdictional hurdle

of an-accused having caused a minimum loss of Rs.500 million or

more _'would still need to be crossed. If that is not done the accused
will b;: ousted from the jurisdicjon of the NAB. Therefore, it is only
when the requirements of Secti]on 4 and Section 5(0) of the NAB
O'rdintance {as altered by the 2022 Amendments) are satisfied can
the a;:cused person be inquired im}estigated into by the NAB and

be tried in the Accountability Court.

- 10. 4 However, by the addition of the new conditions in and

explanations to Section 9(a}{v) coupled with the omission of Secﬁon
21(g)l that permitted the admisgion of foreign evidentiary material
in 1eéa1 proceedings under the mutual legal assistancé regime s;et
up by the United Nations Convention against Corruption, the
burden cast on the prosecution [to egtabhsh that a holder of public
office has accumulated unaccounted domestic (or foreign) assets
beyorgld his means has been made formidable. Along with that the
i)resﬁmpﬁon noted in_ Section |14(c) has also been deleted. The".

result of these amendments relating to proof of the offence of

accumulated assets beyond mfea.ns will be that in the
: :

1
§
t

i
!
|
|

A e Y e T o 4
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iv. It has altered the ingredients of the offences listed in Section

9(a)(v), {vi) and (ix) of the
‘the First Amendment];

<

NAB Ordinance [refer Section 8 of

‘It has given Accountability Courts the power to grant bail to:

-accused persons [refer SecIL.ion 8 of the First Amendment];
vi. It has omitted Section 14 of the NAB Ordinance which
-allowed the Accountability; Court to draw various evidentiary

;presumptions against the] accused [refer Section 10 of the

- First Amendment];
vii. It has omitted Section 2

allowed evidentiéry ma

1{g) of the NAB Ordinance which
erial transferred by a foreign

.Government to be receivable as evidence in legal proceedings

fnotwithstanding the provisions of the Qanun-e-Shahadat

*Order, 1984 [refer Section

14 of the First Amendment]; and

viii. It has reduced the period| of custody of the accused for the

' purposes of inquiry and investigétion from 90 days to 14
jdays [refer Section 16 of the First Amendment].

5. On 25.06.2022 the petitioner filed the titled

Constitution Petition with the prayer that the First Amendment be

struck down (albeit with the exdeption of a few beneficial changes)

for violating the Fundamental

Rights of the people of Pakistan

enshrined in Articles 9 (security of person), 14 (inviolability of

dignity of man), 19A (right t

o] infofmation), 24 (protection of

property rights) and 25 (equality of citizens) of the Constitution of

the Islamic Republic of Pakistan

During the course of the pe
Amendment also became an Act
significant features of this amen

i, Its provisions have de
" commencement of the NA!
iSection 1{2) of the Second

, 1973 {“Qpnstitutipn”}.

the case took place on 19.07.2022.
titioner’é arguments the Second
of Parliament on 12.08.2022. The
dmént are: .

emed effect from the date of
B Ordinance i.e., 01.01.1985 [refer
Amendment];
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Conclusion

48.

iv.

~ *5(0) of the NAB Ordinance

PRpE—

54

Z

'On the basis of the above discussion the Court holds:

The titled Constitution Pet
violating Articles 9 (secur
‘dignity of man), 24 (prot
i(equality of citizens} of the
-public at large because un

‘from public development

ition is maintainable on account of
rity of person), 14 {jnviolabi]ity of
ection of property rights} and 25
Constitution and for affecting the
1tawful diversion ‘of State resources

projects to private use leads to

]
{poverty, declining quality of life and injustice.

{Section 3 of the Second

Amendment pertaining to Section

that sets the minimum pecuniary

threshold of the NAB at Rs.500 million and Section 2 of the

2022 Amendments perta
Ordinance which limits th
,by creating exceptions

!declared void ab initio

ining to Section 4 of the NAB
c application of the NAB Ordinance
for holders of public office are

insofar as these concern the

ireferences filed against elected holders of public office and

3
ithe offences noted in

%0rdinance; '
;Section 3 of the Second
12022 Amendments pertai
.NAB Ordinance are decla
“against persons in the S
listed in Section 9(a)(i)-(v)

references filed against pe;

sons in the service of Pakistan for
Section 9(a)(vi)-(xii) of the NAB

ning to Sections 5(0) and 4 of the
red to be valid for references filed
ervice of Pakistan for the offences
of the NAB Ordinance;

.The phrase ‘through corrupt and dishonest means’ inserted

(in Section 9(a)(v) of the

NAB Ordinance along with its

iExplanation I is struck down from the date of

§commenoement of the Fir

ragainst elected holders of
'8 of the First Amendment
{Section 9(a)(v) of the NAB
.8 of the First Amendmen
.filed against persons in th

Section 14 and

-

st Amendment for references filed
public office. To this extent Section
is declared void;

Ordinance, as amended by Section
t, shall be retained for references
e service of Pakistan;

Section 21{g) of the

- ke -

Amendment and Section 2 of the
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NAB Ordinance are restor
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d from the date of commencement

‘of the First Amendment. Consequently, Sections 10 and 14

:‘of the First Amendment ar
The second proviso to Sec
‘declared to be invalid from]
- Second Amendment. The]
Amendment is void to this

49, ) i On account of our

e declared void; and

tion 25(b) of the NAB Ordinance is
) the date of commencement of the
refore, Section 14 of the Second
extent.

bove findings, all orders passed by

the NAB and Jor the Accountability Courts placing reliance on the

above Sections are declared nu
3 ' . » e - .
Therefore, all inquiries, investig

been disposed of on the basis

Il and void and of no legal effect.
ations and references which have

of the struck down Sections are

restored to their positions prier to the enactment of the 2022

Amendments and shall be de
relevant fora. The NAB and all
to proceed with the restored pr
The NAB and/or all other fora

all such matters to the relev

]

emed to be pending before the
Accountability Courts are directed
nceedings in accordance with law.
hall forthwith return the record of

t fora and in any event not later

than seven days from today which shall be proceeded with in

accordance with law from the s]

e stage these were at when the

same were disposed of/closed/ roletumed.

50. }

¢
terms.

[P

The titled Constitution Petition is allowed in these

Sd/-
Chief Justice

Sd/-
Judge

I dissent and have attached
my separate note.
Sd/-
Judge
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Syed Mansoor Ali Shah J.- I have read the judgment
authoi'ed by the Hon’ble Chief Justice of Pakistan to which my
learned brother Justice I[jaz ul |Ahsan has concurred - (“majority
judgment?”} provided to me last|night. With great respect, I could
not make myself agree to it. Due tb the paucity of time, I cannot
.fully record reasons for my disgent and leave it for my detaﬂed
opinion to be recorded later. However, in view of the respect that 1
have for my learned colleagues|and for their opinion, I want to-
explain, though briefly, why I -am| unable to agree with them.
2.
case is not about the alleged loj
the NAB law by the Parliament
Parliament, a house of the cho

million people of Pakistan. [t is about the constitutional
t

In my humble opinion, the primary question in this.
osided amendments introduced in
but about the paramounicy of the

sen representatives of about 240

importance of parliamentary democracy and separation of powers
between three organs of the St[ate. It is about the limits of the
jurisdiction of the Court comprising unelected judges, second
judging the purpose and policy of an enactment passed by the
Parliament, without any clear violation beyond reasonable doubt,
of any of the fundamental rights guaranteed under the
Constitution or of any other constitutional provision.

3.

opinion, to recognize the constitutional command that 'the State

The majority judgment has fallen short, in my humble

shail . exercise its power and authority through the chosen

repres’entatives of the people' and to recognize the principle of
trichotomy of powers, which is the foundation of parliamentary
democracy. The majority has .f«J»\.I.len prey to the unconstitutiohal
objective of a parliamentarian, of transferring a political debate on.

the purpose and policy of an enactment from the Houses of the ,

Parliament to the courthouse
setting out a clear and object

claimed right to have accountal

of the Supreme Court. Without
ive test for determining how the

ility of the parliamentarians is an

integral part of any of the fundamental rights guaranteed under

the Constitution, the majority ]
conjectural path of far-fetched
“ultimately” reach an apprehen

udgment through a long winding

“in turn” effects has tried hard to
ided violation of the fundamental

rights. The majority judgment has also fallen short to appreciate
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that what Parliament has do

Parliament can enact the NAB la
or aménd the same.

4, For these and furth
detailed opinion later, with gr

learnéd brothers and dismiss thi

Islamabad, :
15th September, 2023.
Approved for reporting.

—r i

v s W
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23

ne, Parliament can undo; the

; législative power of the Parliamnent is never exhausted. If ‘the

w, it can also repeal the entire law

er reasons to be recorded in my
cat respect, 1 disagree with my
s petition. o '

Sd/-
Judge

-gL e .




} GOVERNMENT o%n PAKH;’UW

s ' PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPA

£

=

Dated Peshawar, the November 25, 2020

ORDER

- B/VR: WHEREAS, In compllance with the Supreme
Court of Pakistan Orders dated 24-10-2016 |and 06-12-2016 passed In Suo Motu Case
No.17 of 2016 and CMAs No.7126/2016 & 7278/2016 respectively, the following officers
of the Public Health Englneering Department were prqceeded against under the Khyber
pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, due to their
involvement in VR case with National Accountability Bureau:-

S.No. Name with designation
1, | Mr. Amjad Alj, :

I Superintending Engineer (BPS-19),

3 PHE Circle Peshawar

' -2. | Mr. Shaukat Rehman, -

Executive Engineer {BPS-18),

4 PHE Division BulkWater Supply Mansehra
2. AND WHEREAS, for the: said act/omission specified in rules-3(b){(c) of the
rules ibid, they were served with charge sheets/statements of allegations.
3. AND WHEREAS, Mr. Masood Ahmad, Secretary Law, Parliamentary Affairs

& Human Rights Department, Government|of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ‘was appointed as
Inquiry Officer to conduct de-novo inquiry, who submitted the Inquiry report.

4, AND WHEREAS, Show Cause Notices, containing tentative major penalty
of “Removal from Service", were served upon the above-named accused officers, to
which they submitted their replles. _

5. NOW, THEREFORE, the Competent Authority, after having considered the
charges, material on record, Inquiry report of the Inquiry Officer, explanation and
personal hearing of the officers concerned, in exercising his powers conferred under
Rule-14(5)(Hl) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline)
Rules, 2011, has been pleased to impose {the major penalty of “Reduction to lower
post for a period of one year” upon the aforementioned officers.

SECRETARY TO
GOVT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
! pUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

_ Copy forwarded for information & neces‘.fary action to ‘the:-.
1. Principal Secretary to Chlef Minister, Khy|ber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhw
3. Chlef Engineer (South) PHE Department
4, Chlef Engineer (North) PHE Department
5. All Superintending Engineers PHE Depa

7. PS to Chief Secretary.Khyber Pakhtunkh

9, Officers concerned.
10. Office order / Personal Flles.

Peshawar.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
ent Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

6. All-Executive Engineers PHE Departmenfl Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

a Peshawar

. 8: PS to Secretary PHE Department. Khyber| Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar o S
" SECTION om&ﬁs 3

.S 2o

Scanned with CamScanner . -
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The Secretary to Government,
Public Health Engineering Department,

Peshawar. -

Nwrr 2

&

Subject: - APPEAL AGAINST __ DISCRIMINATED __ ACTION _ WHILE

Respected Sir,

1.

2. That, the undersigned is being dep

3. availing the benefit of Section 25

DECIDING THE | CASE

NO. 17/2016 (DISCIPLINARY

PROCEEDINGS AGAINST

FOR VR UNDER NAB

ODFFICERS OF PHE DEPARTMENT
INANCE IN COMPLIANCE OF

SUPREME _COURT ORDER DATED 24-10-2016 and 06-12-2019
PASSED IN SUO MOTO CASE NO.17 OF 2016.

1 have honor to submit:

That, the undersigned is a civil s

crvant working in Public Health Engineering

Department, Khyber PakHtunkhwal since February, 1995 selected on,merit, after
qualifying Public Service Commission, KPK, as Assistant Engineer (BS-17).

During the long tenure of 28 years, the undersigned has rendered services against

various positions/appointments w
delivered effectively. Being highly
dedication and commitment has al
their remarks in yearly Pe:rformanc
1995, the undersigned was working
this service without any test/intervie
by winning “GOLD MEDAL” i

ith the sense of devotion, commitment and
motivated and pro-active officer of PHED, the
lways been eulogized by seniors, reflected as
e Evaluation Reports. Before joining PHED in
in WAPDA as Junior Engineer and was offered
ew after graduating from NWFP UET Peshawar
n Civil Engineering ink 1992 not only getting

“FIRST?” position in Final Year but also remaining on the top of the list in all the

previous three annual exams of ¢

undersigned also gained first positi

ngineering. During the stay at WAPD\A, the

on in the pre-induction trainings both at Tarbela

and Faisalabad. With this brilliant academic record, the Government of thé
Netherlands offered a fellowshijp for Post-Graduation in 2008 which the

undersigned completed successfully in 2010 by securing more than 80% marks.

During the entire service, the undersigned performed duties at the remote stations

of Kohistan, Battagram and Hangu

but never influenced superiors through political

elements for any choice pbstings and always remained upright against all odds.

artmentally proceeded purportedly for

(a) of the National Accountability Ordinance

1999 (i.e. Voluntary Return) pursuant to the judgment of the Honorable Supreme
Court of Pakistan dated 24-10-201/6 passed in Suo Moto No. 17/2016.

4., That, the major penalty of “Reduction to lower post for a period of one year” under

Rule 14(5)(ii) of KPK Govemment Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules

. 1—| p a_g e
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2011 was imposed ‘vide order No.| SO(ESTT)/PHED/15-2/2017/NAB/VR dated

25-11-2020.

N

. That with profound respect, the said penalty is the prima facie based on incorrect

interpretation of the order of the Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan if read in

juxtaposition with Rule 5, Rule 10

d Rule 11 of the E&D Rules.

. That, the august Supreme Court of Pakistan in Suo Moto Case No. 17/2016 had

noticed that in terms of Section-25(2) of NAB Ordinance, the NAB authorities.after
issuance of call up notices suggest t | the accused that they may opt to come forward
with the offer of voluntary return 01 the amount that have allegedly been acquired
or earned illegally by them. SectioL'x-ZS(a) ibid empowers the Chairman NAB to
accept such voluntary returns (VR) made by the accused persons; the amount is
deposited with NAB in installment at the discretion of Chairman NAB. The
Supreme Court also noticed that on/payment of certain portion of the amount, such

person is given clean chit by NAB to re-join his job. In view of the position, petition

was instituted to examine the vires

power of Chairman NAB to accept

of Section-25 (a) ibid vis -a-vis the un-bridled
the offer of VR from a person regardless of the

size of amount by any mode adopted at his discretion, which falls within the

domain of the judiciary, hence the

matter was placed before the Chief Justice of

Pakistan, who directed to fix the matter in court treating it as a petition under article
184(3) of the Constitution.

. Keeping in view the position menﬂioned above, in the first place, such Suo Moto

was targeted against Section-25 (a) of the NAB Ordinance and not against any
individual civil servants. On submiission of details, the court ordered vide order
sheet dated 06-12-2016 to conclude departmental proceedings against officials
who have entered into voluntary return, however no final order of removal from
service shall be passed against any of the ofﬁcials, who have entered in to the
voluntary return, if the amount of the VR paid him is less than 25 lacs. Keeping
in view the above order sheet, Slcretary Law vide his letter dated 29-12-2016
addressed to the Secretary Establishment had construed in last para of such letter
that no final order of removal fr(lm service shall be passed against officers till
further order/decision of the Supreme Court in the mentioned case SMC No.
17/2016, however the words till further order is not mentioned in the said judgment.
To make it more clear, till furthen order, as mentioned in the letter dated 29-12-
2016 of Law Department would means till decision of the issue of Section-25 (a)
of the NAB Ordinance and till the time, departments were restrained from any
adverse action against defaulting officials inspite of conclusion of departmental .
proceedings against them, as the issue of section 25(a) could be decided either way

and in case it was decided in fav our of Section-25 (a), the adverse action taken

\ .
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b3
would be bad in such a situation,
decision of the case.

In order to make the status clear th

57

hence adverse action was restrained till final

e undersigned along-with other officials of the

different departments all over Pakistan filed CMAs No. 339/2017, 7126/2016 &
7278/2016 for impleadment in Sug Moto Case No. 17/2016 which were clubbed
together and the Supreme Court, Wwhile disposing such CMA’s in i‘;s judgment
dated 15-01-2020 noted that this matter is pending since 2016 and with it some

other cases, are also listed of the

" Section-25 (a) of the ordinance and

persons who have entered the benefit under

their cases are un-necessarily being not decided

because of pendency of this issue¢. The Supreme Court in this particular case

advised all the relevant functionaries to make serious efforts in resolving the issue

of section 25 (a) through act of par

liament instead of this court deciding the issue

and those have submitted CMA far impleadment in the case No. 17/2016, were

advised that since they had made such in their personal cause for which they have

appropriate legal remedy available to them.
That, SMC-17/2016 has been disposed of on 08-03-2023 (Copy Attached as
Annexure-A) with the remarks that;

“From the foregoing amerldment in the law it is clear that the objection

of the sou-moto proceedin
has been addressed. Co
Jructified and are disposed

These new amendments are also s

gs initiated vide our order dated 24-10-2016
nsequently, these proéeedings ‘have been
of accordingly”.

b-judiced in the Supreme Court under the title

C.P No. 20/2021 and again decided on 15-09-2023 declaring the most of the
proposed amendments as null and void. (Copy of the relevant pages 1,2,12,13,54

&S55 are attached as Annexure-B).

10. Public Health Engineering Department (PHED) took it otherwise, as departmental

11

. The immediate appeal has been

proceedings were concluded agai

nst the officers who entered into VR under

Section-25(a). The right course would have been that if the all the officers who
were held guilty in the VR case by the inquiry officer, then in that situation, the

penalty or the adverse action so proposed was required to be kept pending till final

decision in that case.

placed at the disposal of competent authority

against the discriminated treatment with the undersigned while conducting the

departmental proceedings as desired by the Supreme Court of Pakistan on the

following grounds.

(a) In Public Health Engineering Department (PHED), 28 officers from BPS-17 to
20 who entered into VR under Section-25(a), and proceeded under Supreme
Court of Pakistan orders dated 24-10-2016 and 06-12-2016 passed in SMC-

17/2016 different penalties wi

ere imposed on different groups although the

3|Page




offence was same of all the officers and base of inquiry was also the same i.e.
entering into VR with NAB under Section-25(a). 16 officers in BPS 19 & 18

were imposed with minor penalty of “Censure” on 13-09-2019 (Detail is

attached as Annexure-C); 9 offi cers of BPS-17 were given the minor penalty

of “Stoppage of annual increment for one year” on 25-02-2020. (Detail is

attached as Annexure-D), whjreas two officers were imposed with major

penalty of “Reduction to low

r post for a period on one year” on 25-11-

2020” (Detail is attached as Annexure-E), which shows the favoritism and

nepotism while dealing this cas

e. The plea of the department was that the two

officers including the undersigned whose VR amount is more than 2.500 (M)

were given the major penalty and others amount of VR is less than 2.500(M)

so they were awarded with minor penalty which is not correct and against the

basic principal of equality and justice. If all the officers are proceeded on the

same ground and offence then

their penalties are required to be the same. As

far as the order of Supreme Cpurt dated 06-12-2016 is concerned, the KPK
Service Tribunal (Fazal Hussain VS Govt of KPK) already decided that order
was misjudged and not clearly understood and the court restrained all the
departments from taking the adverse action against any persons till the final
disposal of the case as the case can go either way. (Copy of the decision of the
Service Tribunal is attached as exure-F).
(b) If this plea of the PHED departﬁnn
Court of Pakistan in its order dated 06-12-2016 has directed to proceed against

ent is considered as correct that the Supreme

the officers whose VR amount is more that 2.500 (M) and impose major

penalties that in the similar nan[xre of cases in other departments of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, the most of offig

given minor penalties who also

ers were either exonerated from the charges or
availed the facility of VR under Section-25(a).

For instance, Mr. Fazal Hussain S/O Faqir Hussain (PMS Officer of BPS-19)

who has availed the facility o

f VR in two different cases amounting to Rs.

36,32,707/- in 2013 (at S.Nol. 1570 in the VR List of NAB attached as
Annexure-G) and Rs. 54,65,554/- in 2014 at!1839 (the amount is higher than _

the threshold of Rs. 25,00,000/-

as fixed by the Supreme Court in its order dated

06-12-2016 but after the departmental proceedings he has been given the clean

(c) In Police department, DIG Ma:

chit by exonerating him from

from the charges but also prot
facility of VR amounting to R

Government Department, Miss

all the charges and promoted.

zhar ul Haq Kakakhel was not only exonerated
moted to BPS-20 although he also availed the
5. 65,00,000/- in 2014 (at S.No.1846). In Local
Tahira Yasmin, (Currently Director in BPS-19)

and Sami Ur Rahman (Ex SO in LGRDD) also lies in this category by availing

the facility of VR in 2015 amo

ting to Rs. 43,83,707/- respectively (at S.No.
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| /** : 2197;;& 2198) but no adverse action was taken against both of them. Mr. Ikhlag

Ahmed S/O Abdul Aziz working as Municipal Engineer in Local Government

also escaped from the departmental proceedings and got promoted to BPS-19

regardless of his name in the| VR list while depositing the amount of Rs.
36,86,663/- in 2016 (at S.No. 2562) . In Irrigation Department of KPK, many .

such officers availing the faci

lity of VR were not only exonerated from the
A o

charges but also promoted to the next level.

Similarly hundreds of officers/officials working in the Revenue department

were exonerated from the charges and working in the same cadre or promoted

to the next levels.

It is clear violation and wrong application of the Rules, as a result of the above

-adverse action, the undersigned has lost its position in the seniority list while

many juniors whose names were also in the list of VR were promoted ahead of

the undersigned creating an embarrassihg and demoralizing position.

(d) This appeal has been compiled after conclusion of all such cases influencing

the current NAB ordinance and subsequent améndmenté taken by the last |

Government pending in the Supreme Court of Pakistan which is decided on 15-
09-2023. Now all issues are settled and SMC 17/2016 related to the vires of

Section-25(a) is also disposed of.

(€) Furthermore this victimized action is contrary to the fundamental rights of
people of Pakistan under article 25, (Constitution of Pakistan-1973);

Equality of citizens. (1) “All Citizens are equal before law and are entitled

to equal protection of law™.

In light of the above discussion it is requested to

set aside the adverse action and to promote the

undersigned to BPS-19 from that date, when other colleagues/juniors were promoted without any

conditionality and with all the consequential

benefits while maintaining the name of the

undersigned at its original seniority list of BPS-19.

Your act of kindness and graciousness shall uphjd the golden principles, standards and norms of

fair play, justice and rule of law.

N AR by T e -

Dated: 05-12-2023

Sincerely Yours,

SHAUKAT RAHMAN

SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER (H/Q)
0/0 CHIEF ENGINEER (EAST),

PHED, PESHAWAR
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| GOVERNM ENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
i PUBLIC HEAI;TH ENGG: DEPART /%, g

NO.SO(EsTT)/PHED/1-97/S.E/PF/SHAUKAT
Dated Peshawar, the March 14, 2024
Engr. Shaukat Rehman (BS-19), .

Superintending Engineer PHE Circle, Malakand at Timergara.

APPEAL_AGAINST DISCRIMINATED ACTION WHILE DECIDING THE
CASE NO,17/2016 (DISCIPL] '
OF _PHE

Subject:

06.12.2019 PASSED IN SUQ MOTO CASE NO, 17 OF 2016.

I am directed to refer to the sl.ubject noted above and to inform that Gowt.
(3'\‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants |[(Appeal) Rules, 1986, provides that. (a)
Appeliate  Authority” means the officer| or authority next above the competent
authortty, the above rule further provides that (1) “A4 Gvif Servant aggrieved by an
order passed or penalty imposed by the competent authority relating to the terms and
conditions of service may, within thirty d(%ys from the date of communication of the
order to him, prefer an appeal to the appe(.{te authority:

Provided that where a order is made by the Govt. there shall be no appeal but

Lthe civil servant may submit a review petition”.

You are, therefore, advised| to sqult your appeal to the competent
authority (Appellate Authority), please.

Encl; As above. ya |
g 14/03/24
P (SHE N%(H;/\N)
: % " SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
ENDST: No & Date as above: |
Copy forwarded to the:

1) PSto Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2) PA to Additional Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3) PA to Deputy Secretary-I, PHE DFpartment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

it

14/e3 (24
(SHER’AZAM KHAN)
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

®
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gy . GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
VANY ¢ PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT
W iFR1
B Dted Peshawar, the September 13, 2019
ORDER @

r&s_ommﬁa&&zmw WHEREAS, In compliance with the Supreme Court
of Pakistan Orders dated 24-10-2016 and 06-12-2016 passed In Suo Motu Case No.17 of 2016
and CMAs No.7126/2016 & 7278/2016 respectlvclg', the following officers of the Public Health
Engineering Department were procceded agalnst Under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

4

e 1

g

Servants (Efficiency & Discipling) Rules, 2011, due fto thelr Involvement In VR case with Nationat
Accountahility Bureau:-
S.No. Name with designation S.No. Name with designation
Lo | Mr. Tshrat Ali, v o 9. | Mr, Amil Muhammad
Superintending Engineer (BPS-19), Executive Engincer (BPS-18),
PHE Gircle Mardan PHE Division Charsadda
2. | Mr. Qaiser 2aman, 10. | Mr, Shahzada Behram,
Superintending Engincer {BPS-19), Executive Engineer (8PS-18) PHED
PHE Circle Merged Areas Peshawar (presently on deputation to Housing
Department)
3. | Mr. Muhammad Sadiq (BPS-18), 11. | Mr. Shahid"Mehmood, B
Superintending Englnecr (OPS), \Executive Engineer (BRS-18),,
PHE Circle Kohat PHE Olvislon Haripur %5~
4. | Mr. Gul Shahid (BPS-18), 12, | Mr7Mir Adam Khan,
Superintending Enginear (OPS), Executlve Enginecr (BPS-18),
PHE Cirdle Bannu PHE Oivislon Mcrged Arcas Peshawar
5. | Mr. Kalser Farooq (8PS~18), n fe|” 13. | Mr. Muhammad Faisal Nacem,
Superintending Englneer (OPS), v° XEN/Technical Officer (BPS-18) o/o
PHE Circle Malakand at Timerqara the C.E (North) PHED :
6. | Mr. Muhammad Yousaf; 1 14, | Mr, Yousaf Khan,
-Executive Engineer (BPS-18),, Executive Engineer (BPS-18 acting
«PHE Division Swabl ma 'L .. charge) PHE Dlvision Shangla
2. 'Mr. Walayat Ullah,' |~ 15. | Muhammad Waseem,
| Executive Engineer (BPS-18), -} Executlve Engineer (BPS-18 acting
_PHE Division D.I-Khan!® charge) PHE Division Mardan
8. | Mr. Kifayat Ullah, . 16. | Mr, Adnan Ahmed,
Executlve Engineer (BPS-18), Executlve Engincer (BPS-18 acting
PHE Division Kohat charge) PHE Divislon Abbottabad
2. AND WHEREAS, for the sald act/omission specified in rules-3(a) of the rules ibid,

they were served with charge sheets/statements of allegations,

| .
3. AND WHEREAS, Mr, Kamran Rehman (PAS BPS-20), Secretary Transport & Mass
Transit Department, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa was appainted as Inguiry Officer, who

submitted the inquiry report.

4 AND WHEREAS, Show Cause Motices, containing tentative minor penalty of
) were served upon the above-named accused

“Withholding of two Increments for two years')
officers, to which they submitted thelr replies.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Competent Authority, alter having considered the

charges, materlal on record, Inquiry report of the Inquiry Officer, explanation and personal
hearing of the officers concerned, In excrclsing hls powers conferred under Rule-14{5)(ii) of the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Em:lcncy & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been
pleased to impose the minor penalty of "Censure” upon the aforementioned officers.

Seetio, ?r.f.eLLﬁ?&()
PuSEREIEY gt
Raier s ;l)\')e. AW )
YAl . .

SECRETARY TO

GOVT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

\ N

N s

T e



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PJ\KHTUNK"WA
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT ”
V7V

Yated Peshawar, the February 25, 202 /

R .

NOTIFICATION
No.SO{ESTT)/PHED/15-2/2017/NAB/VR; WHEREAS, In compliance with the Supreme Court

of Pakistan Orders dated 24-10-2016 and 06-12-2016 passed in Stio Motu Casc No.17 of 2016
‘and CMAs No.7126/2016 & 7278/2016 respectivaly, the following officers of the Public Heaith
Engineering Dep'artment were proceeded against|under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
Servants (Efficiency & Disciptine) Rules, 2011, dug to thelr Involvement In VR case with National

" Accountability Bureau:-
i S.No Name with designation

t 1. | Mr. Zahid Hussairj (BS-17),
Executive Enginecr (OPS),

‘ PHE Division ChitrTaI

' /,. 2. | Mst. Amna Wahegd Awan {BS-17),

Executive Engineer (OPS),

PHE Division Tor Ghar N

" 3. [ Mr. Zahid Uliah (E}S-l?),

’ Executive Enginegr (OPS),

PHE Division Kohistan

4. | Mr, Zeeshan Kha% (85-17),

} Executive Engineer (OPS),
PHE Division Tan
5. | Mr. Yasir Rehman (BS-17),
Executive Engineer (OPS),
PHE Division Kolal Palas, Kohistan

; 6. | Mr, Iftikhar Ahmad
%

Assistant Enginedr/SDO (BS-17) PHED

7. | Mr. Sajjad Afi,

SDO (BS-17) PH Sub Division
Takht-Bhal Mardan

8. | Mr. Khurshid An\{ar,

SDO (BS-17) PHE Sub Division
paharpur D.1._Khpn

9. |Mr Aziz-ur-Rehman,
SDO (BS-17) PHE Sub Division Hangu ]

mission specified in rules-3(a) of the rules Ibid,
of allegations.

2. AND WHEREAS, for the said act/o
they were served with charge sheets/statements

A AND WHEREAS, an Inquiry Commiittea comprising of Mr. Hassan Mehmood (PAS

s 3. .
BS-20), the then Secretary (aw & Order FATA and Engr. Muhammad Naeem (85-20), the then

Secretary Irrigation Department, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa was appointed, who
submitted the inquiry report.
4, - AND WHEREAS, Show Cause N

.“Removal from Service', were served upon the
submitted thelr replies.
5. NOW, THEREFORE, the Compe
charges, material on record, Inquiry report of th
hearing of the officers concerned, In exercising
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficl
pleased to Impose the minor penalty of "Stoppage of
the aforementioned officers. '

stices, containing tentative major penalty of
above-named accused officers, to which they

tent Authority, after having considered the
e Inquiry Committee, explanation and personal
is powers conferred under Rule-14(S)(li) of the
ency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been
annual increment for one year” upon
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Fazal Hussain, PMS Officer, (BPS-18)
Presently, BOR, Peshawar. ...oooveeiner pearene srrasissanaeons '

VERSUS

1.  TheGovt: of KP through The Chglef Secretary Govt: of KP Civi,
Secretariat Peshawar, .

3. The Chief Secrctary, KP( Chairrgan PSB) KP, Civil Secretariat

Peshawar, '
]

3 The Secretary Establishment, Cijil:‘Secretariat, Peshawar.

.
L3 .
i ,
.
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. u

4. The Sctretary Law P:rrha-nenta{y& Human nghts Deptt: KP Civil
Secretariat, Peshawar.

APPEAL UNDER gncnort 4 OF THE KP_.SERVICE
TRIBUNALS _ACT, 1974 : FOR DECLARING THE
WRM
PROMOTIOMTO THE APPELLANT ON THE BASIS OF
PENDENCY OF VR.CASE IN THE SUPREME COURT. OF
PAKISTAN AN WITICH THE APPFLLANT WAS NOT . {
PARTY. AND OPINION QF ADVOCATE .GENERAL

OFFICE. REGARDING. CON SEQQTWE cgNm'rl:mé,;g
PROMOIION. ,

e e — At —— —— L

op LAw' RULES. pnom "‘"'1'16\: POLICY. A‘N‘.‘) AS

SUGH. THE,SAME IS NOT §USTAINABLB AND I_IABL
TQ_BE STRUCK DOWN | ;

THE RIGHTS. OF APRELL;
MAY BE DIRECTED.TO GRA

THE. . ARPELLANT. .

"
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Serv\co AJpeal No. 5965/2021

-t

Date of I'l ugbtlon 06.08,2)21
Date of Ded:‘,ion 02,02,2022

. B
azal: Hussaln, PM Orﬁcer, (BPS~1€) Prasently, BOR, Peshawar,

B .. (Appeliant) !
y :::hcai:*;?r:;zemz Khyber Pakhtukhwa thrcugh Chief Secretary Civil Secretariat : 1
- others, i " .. (Respondents) ’ i
L | i
K Y 5 Tt Il ) . : . - . !

ATIQ-UR-REHMA

- NasirMehmood & Taimur Al Kaan,. .
Advocates " .. ForAppellant : . R

Muhammad Adeel Butt, o . ‘ .
Additional Advocate General - ...  For -espondents . : .. ‘
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN s CHRIRMAN

R - . MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) o ¥

Lol Uonter ot

';"!g'_q' GMENT. .. - B o
-UR-REHMA w« RM‘ - Brief facts of the case are matj_.
the appellant ‘belng a PMS Officer arj 3PS-17 was condltionally promoted: tn apsas

vide order UatedI 17-05 ‘2019 on ti'oe Issue of pmdency of a Suo Mou) case No

mmotionw
$L



- e

PSB,
Which was decided vide judgment dated 08-06-2021 and the case was :
di
$ (disposed. of on the growwdtof jurisdicion as his issue belng the terms and

- emmma - e o — o m - - &

condl;t}qq of s service deas come under the ambit of service Tribural, hence his
case was referred g‘o th's tribunal foc- dispasal under the law. P-ayers of the '
appellant are tnat Ui}bn acceptance of the Instant appeal, the Impugned decislon
of PSB dated 30-12:0020 aAd opinion of Advocate General Office dated 23-11-
2020 may be set I.aslde andlthe respordents may be directéd to consider

prometion 3f the appellant to BPS-19 without any conditionality.

2.  ‘e3rmned counsel for the appellaat has. contended that. the impugned

o —————— — ®

decisicn ¢f PSB: dated 30-12-2020 and opinion of advocated general Khyber
Pakhtunxhwa dated 23-11-2020 are agalrist law, fact and norms of natural justice,
hence ncttenable and: liabe to be set zside; that the impugned decision of PSB

and: ophion gf1advatate genéral is agalnst the spirit of justice, fair play, law

o:promoticnsiasiwell s agalns: the spirit of Article-2A, 4, 9, 10-A and 5. - :
of the’ Zonstitution; that the appellant though having been exonerated from the
chargas;.despite he was-deprived:of his.fight of promotion merely due to his nam'é .

avalible in theqlist, submitted by the govemment in Suo Mot case No. 1772016, ..

cms the appellan* has been ‘made to suffer due to acasein wnlch the appel{amr}ési%

not. a.party, hence the appeliant has-noti been treated in accordance with: law; that

evel the condntaonal promouon to BPS-18is agalnst the norms of justice as

qlt

1 ; ;t’ N ¢ (

quaur_ed to be. promoted thus deny'ng the promouon to the ap '

"'\l _-"J')\l,\',

”I‘“’V’l’;{, 205 3s: w T oo »
S decnslon of the PS8 is Gorum Non Judice-as the PSB’ ’p
e T ERRNE N |

e cmmotion or recommend superse;sio fmm promotlon

-’-— y“ 2 l‘.,- N

. p -l. B - . .
promotion of the appellant, that the s&preme court Pak
,‘ Wi?mtil‘ot“;g\ :%a .

.‘i.znw SGMR 1801 -has helwgua In; mati:er' ‘

v u.\* o ) 3N
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‘ a7d:-where discration of the aothonty '

lis Involved, then that must b2 exercised with

that the supreme court of Pakistan Iy case reported as ¢.013 SCMR 1752
has hald tha: the term

fairness;

“life” also irclides, reputation; status anc all other andilary

privileges conferred on a ditizan by law, thus the decision of not p-omoting the

appellant without any just and. ‘alr reason s vollative of the Artide-9 of the
Constitution, as the same affected the status and reputatizr of the appellant

amongst the batch-mates and other iservice fellows; that in the latest judgment of .
august Supreme Court of Palstan teported as PLD 2013 (CS) 195 (Anita Turab |
case), it hes been held that tne statutary provisions, rules,, regulations, which
ggyern the matter of appeintment of civil servants must be followd honestly and
scrupulauxs;z,‘ put the respcnjents hbve violated the rules in case of the appellant,

which is liable to l?e set”a_side, that the conduct and attitude of the respondents as
- s . " :-L L

t promoting the appelladt desplte avallability of post and senior most

L/" ith good record is agamst tl*e spmt of Article-2A, 4, 9 and 25 of the Constitution;

\J

pending inquiries of NAB cannot be made a base to refuse prométions; that

that eve1 ngh Court in case repprted as 2016 PLC (€S) 5€9 have held that
recendy in WP No 4970/2018 decided on 19-03-2019, WP No 1475/2018 decided

on 19 03-2019 and 34C/2018 similar cases have been alicwed wherein promotion

were efused on.the ba;*s of penaing inquires of NAB; that one of the police |

oﬁ'ce:( Mazharul Aa‘é ci<a Khel) hdve been.given promotion to BPS-20 despite-the

fact that he m%iié VRn;f ’more than cilllion rupees, but in the Instant case, the

appel ant' h;1s b;en él;crrmmated thrcughout; that the august supreme court of
TLE L

Pak‘stan nas already aeprecated the orders of promaotion with conditionality ang

“eld 1t aganst the iaw and norms of justice.
b}
YPERSTED g3 teamed,Ag@'tignal Agvocste:General for respandents- Bas contended

ey, ., 510 Molo case No 17,2016 vids judgment dated: 24-10-2026, the supreme cvurt

[

¥ Pakistan nag. directegh that voluntary return (VR) falls within the gettaon, ’df j

lseopgyc: tharsfore all ghies secretarias of the. prcmcs wire gierted to en§u~‘

,d
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inltiation of dapartrigntel p-oceedings against Its employees, who hava made VR
In terms of section 25(3) withaut further loss of time; that meanwhie the august
Supreme Gourt of Pnldstnn vide judgment d'afed 17-11-2016 has further directed
that no final adverse/ramoval order shell be passed againgt them il final
aorder/decision >f the soprame court of Pakistan;. that the_appellant availed VR
tacility of Rs. 33323707/ and Rs. 5465554/ and Establishment Deparuhent Initiated
disclpllnary"proceedlrgs aga'nst him and 3s a reult of inquiry oorlducted against
nim, the appella1t was exanerated of th charges subject to final decision of the
supreme cout of Pakistar; that tne P3B-in s meeting held on 19-04-2_019
reta{mmendfd him ‘?». prormotion from BPS~17 to BPS-18 subject to final decision
,0f supreme court case i Sup Moto gase No 17/2016 and his promotion notification
after finallzation of hi; iIquiry was ﬁnally‘ lssued on 17-05-2019; that case of the
y fo- prom:tloﬁ to BPS-19 was placed before PS8 on 30-12-3020 and PSB
‘\N erred his prorrot:on in consultdtior with advocate general office as there is
\-/\! nelther any ground nor )ustlf‘cabo-\ for two corsecutive ccndltlonal promotions.

04: . We have hea-d;learned cpunsel for the parties and have perused the

- je6ord, 1 0 e v

35 The aug.st SLpreme Courtio! Pakistan In Suo Moto Case No. 17/2016 had -

.. roticed that i teims of Sectidn-25(a) of the NAB Ordinarice, the NAB authorites e

after issuance of cali ub ~otices suggest to-the accused that they may opt to-come

forward with tha'sfrér OF voluntary”-eturn of the amount that have allegedly been

: acqunred or eatnad lll&gélly b? tnd"rl. Section-25(a). lbld empow=rs the Chalrman’ .

0 _,.7 _j.‘lAB'to zccept 5o voluhtary etums made by the acmsedlpersons, the amount is

‘deposited - with " NKB n lnstallment at the dlscreuon of the Chalrman’ NAB The

’Detltlog was .1s_tltg_tedibt& Iexsgﬁlna the: vlres -of"«
% BRETY t

-
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person regardiess of the tize of the amaunt by ahy mode adopted at his

discretion, which falls withir the domgin of the judciary, | the matter was

Placed before the chief fustice of Pakistan, who directed to fix the matter In coust,

treating It as a petition under Articla. 184(-3) of the Consumtlon,

06, Keeclng in view the. posltfon mentioned above, In the first place, such Suo

Moto was targeted agalnst-Section 25(a) of the NAB Ordinance and’ not against
any Individual including the appellant, rather in the same. case; NAB authorities
were made a party with direction tc subm.t details of the VR made so far by the
avil servants as the VR also comes under the definition of misconduct. On
submission of details, the court ordered vide crder sheet dated 06-12-2016 to

concluce departmental proceedings. agelnst cfficials who have entered Into

“tetum, howeve- no final ofder of removal from service shall be passed
"against any of the officlals, who heve entzred Irta voluntary retum, If the amount
of voluntary retum pa@d by him is léss than 25 lacs. Keeping In view the above

order sreet Secretary Law, vide his letter datad 29-12-2015 addressed to

PR LY F R S

secretary establishment had construed in‘last Para of such letter that no final order

i o ] s

of removat from service shall be sagsed agalnst officers tll further orderldedsion
. 3 k{ Y. . .y. -

of the supreme court in. the menUoned case SMC No 17/2016, however the words

till further ord;r :s: ;1;t ’:':enbzor 2d in the said judgment. To make it more clear, Till
further order, as mentioned in: the leteer dated 20-12-2016 of Law Department
would mea;'r;'s. tﬁl~ declsicmon theissue of se‘cﬁon.ZS(a) of the NAB-Ordinance arg
til that dme, respondems weére restrelned. from. any adverse action agalnst the

defaulting officials lnsp te of con*!us.lon of departmental proceedings against mem

SrED, as the ssue of sec*ton 25(a) could' be decides elther way and in case it was

oy 3

.- eades 1 favor of 5‘3‘1‘0" 25(a), tie adverse dction taken would be bad in such »

:; wjuuaton, hence achre-s= action was restrained . final decision of the case, ou

© TeSponRdent tok 1t otherwise, as departmental proceedings were conciudes

4ganst the appellant angd the apnellant was exonerated of e sharges wide o-0sr - .
e b el R T
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8 dated 16 OS 2019 but such exonaratlon s kebt pendng tl fnai dadslon 0 N
& n |
o sectlbn ZS(Q) zf the NAB Or{'ﬂnance In SMC No 1?/2016, The dght coLrse would |

have been that If trje appeﬂant was held: gulity (n the VR csa. by the Inquiry

officer, then i1 that situatlon, the penalty er'<he adverse actlon $3 proposed was

required to be kept periding il final dedslon !n that case, 4but In case of

a2

~ exoneration, the story ended up there énd then. |

07. In orcer to make his status clear, the appeliant alsc. l"led THMA No.

Y
P ROETE WL B

; ©339/2017 for his Impleadment in Sup Moto Case No. 17/2C15. Not only the
”".3 . ) l
q appellant but many other simitarly placed persons filed CMAs [ this case, which ' \

‘were clubbed todettier and thé supreme court, vmﬂe di5po<tne siuch CMAs in its
6 and with

judgrient datad 15:01-2020 noted that this matter is pend ng since 201
who nave entered the benefit

AT s

a-1cgses,) are also’listed of‘ the persons

3

ader section-25(a) ofithe ardinance dnd thel cases are un-necessarity belng not

C

rdecided just pecause; ~of pendency df tals issue. The Supreme Court i thls

evat functionaries to make serious eﬂbrts \ ‘}'.' )

- particular case ad\nged all.the rel
10_ 'thIs

(of sechon 25(3)) '.‘hro_vgh an Act of. parliarr.ewt Instead

ST T

wg
deodmg the nssue 2nd those who had sx.bni'ted CMA for xmpleadnent!fﬁ ‘the .

ed tha: since th»y»'had rade such” CMA”fln meir

=,

i
i

i

%

i

i resolving the issue
| court

. case. No- 17/7016 were adws

pe;ss)nal ‘cause for whlch they have ap:ropr(ate legal remedy . a\.al

B .\... i€ 3

+all those apphcations mc!udin

D04 e e I 3 )1") 900 . )
. dmeut were: dtsmissed, whteh
AR ITLE-S1 - 0t (R R

e

oto Case Nc 17/2016

— O —
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L. . dhep te was é«;t;;\éd :
6 of ha ¢harges of VR, no further case was pending
ainst th
. BY: e apaellant in the supreme court or Pakls:an, but the responderits
misinte
i rpreted the last wommgs of the order sheet datad 06a12-2016 of the
3ugust Supreme Couft of Pakistan in'Suo Motc Case no 17-2016, whizh-had stated

to conclude cepartmental proceedings agatnst officlals who have entered into
voluntary tetury and the departments, were also restained from any adverse
; ction agalnst the defaultiag officials Yl further orders of he august Supreme
Court of Pakistan in the atove mentiongd:case No. 1712016, but the respondents
i the instart case had czken adverse action twica and are waidng for final

degision of the.august Supreme Court of Pak.stan In a zase, which Is not related t0

the,apRefiant, rather it relates to the vires of section 25(a) of the NAS Ordinance.

nis first donditional.promotion tw:BPS-

(eépirig iniview.the above situation,

09.
| as the-appelant had be2n exonerated

~78 was nct reguired*to be-made condn?ona

\./ of the charges and~no,jcase-was left in the august Supreme Gourt of Pakistan

against the, appeliant to the extent of Suo Moto No 17/2016. Again refusal of

promotio 1o 3PS-19 on the: ground of pendericy of case 3galnst him is also illegal,

L as nO. CASE.is Bending, agaipst him to _pwe extent of Suo Moo Case:No 17-2016 as

s.ch case was agains:. vires of sectioni 25(a) of the NAE .Ordinance and not against

any. individual, rather the supreme court in his last pa-a.of ‘he judgment in respect

oF disposal f, CMAs. hag poted that. the. matter of vires of section 25(a) will be

rasolved through pariament:and in.c35e:1% Is not dcre then:this:court will-proceed

LIV N g M
AT tesmep. © decige the same.
4 | S
s "{,,‘,,' 40, b wes noted with concern that nobody sittnG. at.the heim. of affairs

t,. s '

" ki Bothers. 1o study and~examine the relevant judgments and understands the
essenne of tna jydgmant: Ever the Gffice of Atvorate Jeneral codfdpot deliver an
sdv-e 350 on the guidelines delivered by judgients of thie august Supreme
Tagrt ot Opkistan due to the ceason that they also did not bather to study the

rlevart qudgmerts. it view of the simﬁan end in ‘order to sensitize the

]
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- such case, where 1 5
' the civil sarvants are exonerated of the VR ¢ase, must not be un

necessari ' :
rly delayed or deferred due to,the plea of pandency: of case In Suo Hoto

-
. .
t

No. 17-2016, as VR case v.as+pending.agalnst the appellant which.was decided by
exonerating the appellant by the. rezspandenlr; themsetves and now nothing s left
pending against him i‘n_ the case No. 17-2016. What ls pencing in that case is the
'fat'erof section 25(a) of the NAB'Ordinance and nothing else. |

11, It}s un-disputes that theuqupella‘nt Is otherwise fit far promotion anc the

PSB has deferred his pro'ncti0r1 only for want of pendency of case against him In

the august Supréme’ Court of’ Pal{lstan in SMC No. 17-2016, the fact however

rémains -that' no case iz pénding abalnst the appellant to.the extent of Suo Moto

case. In view of thie foregolng’ discussion, the instant appeal is accepted The

impJgned decision of F3B dated 30-12-2020 and opmlor of Advocate Gereral

Offize:-dated 23-11-2020; are st aside with diredion to respondents to promote

$-19,, fromq the{ cate, when his other colleagues/juniors were

(geapppellant to BP!
ahw and with all consequentlal benefits. Moreover,

Jgramoted) withowt.any -.cpndldop

cordatuon in h's promoticn 0 EPS 18 Is.also set aside and I'e is treated as normally
prcmoted to BPS lé T;s Judgmer#t is equa
tzhe civil servants are‘ exonﬂrated of *he-charges of VR pardes are left to bear thelr
own costs Fiie Il}ot—: é;n;léned to retcrd room.

SRR CIN PO

ity appllcable In alt similar cases, where

ANNQUNCED - ¢
"02.02.2022
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ANNEXURE-A

)

VOLUNTARY RETURN (VR) DATA
SINCE INCEPTION TILL 31-08-2021
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. Mlsri S/o Mohd Sachal PST Embezzlement of GP Fund etcin District Jacobabad
,Primary School Teacher
1561 |[Muhammad Suleman Mirani, DAO |Embezztement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 89,437,170 89,437,170 89,437,170 40,400,000 | 49,037,170} 2013 Karachi
". Lpao illegal / Bogus Payment{i}f Education Deptt Distt Larkana '
1562 |Guisher Ahmed Soomro s/o Allah  [Emberzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 16,022,926 16,022,926 16,022,926 3,631,863 12,391,063 | 2013 Karachi
- Dino Soomro, DAQ ,DAO lilegat / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana : .
1563 |Muhammad Yagoob Memon, DAQ |Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 5,701,191 5,701,191 | 5,701,191 3,819,405 1,881,786 | 2013 Karachi
,0AO lflegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana
1564 |Mumtaz Ali Khaskheli, DAO ,DAQ  |Embezzlement in GP Fund, Penslon, Creation of Fake IDs and other 5,701,191 5,701,191 . 5,701,191 3,815,405 1,881,786 1 2013 Karachi
Illegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana . )
1565 |Nazir Hussain Jatol S/o Atta [Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 3,072,525 3,072,525 13,072,525 1,000,000 2,072,525 | 2013 Karachi
Muhammad Jatol Ex-ADOE (Male) [egal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana .
1566 |Ahaf Hussain Burdi $/o Shah Nawaz|Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 19,095,451 19,095,451 19,095,451 4,500,000 14,595,451 | 2013 Karachi
Burdi, PST Working as Clerk, ]lllegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana
1567 |Bashir Ahmed Arbani, DAO ,DAQ Iﬁmbeulement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 5,701,191 5,701,191 5,701,191 1,938,405 3,762,786 | 2013 Karachl
1 e et o ltlegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana - oo s
1568 {Saadullzh Khan s/o Alam Sher Officals of DCO & DRO Office DIK N/A 790,625 790,625 790,625 - 2013 KPK
‘[office Qanoengu .
1569 [Muhammad Abbas s/o Haji Ghulam]Officals of DCO & DRO Office DIK N/A 790,625 790,625 790,625 - 2013 KPK
-|Qasim Naib Qanoongu .
1570 |Fazal Hussaln, s/o F”FH—I—Ex_aq rHussaln Ex [OFfcials of Revenue DepttHalqa Jhalarianand Tukra 3= -30,320 3,632,707 3635707 - - - 3,632,707 = 2013 ~KPK
" lrehsidar Mtsap,. p gnonlnmh- lement in mutatic feeafHalqa ' R ' ) o
1571 |Qaiser-ud-Din, s/o Abdul Hakeem |Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarfan and Tukra 3 - 196,346 1,448,638 1,448,638 1,448,638 - | 2013 KPK
Patwari Misappropriation / embezziement in mutation fee of Halga
1572 |Syed Gulfam Abbas, s/o Syed Officials of Revenue Deptt Halga Jhatarian and Tukra 3 - 575,721 1,647,300 1,647,300 1,647,300 - | 2013 KPK
Ghulam Abbas Shah Ex Tehsildar  |Misappropriation / embezzlement in fee of Halga
1573 lnamullah s/o Awal Khan Patwari }Officials of Revenue Deptt Halga Shalarian and Tukra 3 - 270,732 401,200 401,200 401,200 - | 2013 KPK
Misappropriation / embezzlement in mutation fee of Halga
1574 [Muhammad Ibrar, sfoRediGui  |Officials of Revenue Deptt Halga Shalarian and Tukra 3 - 228,648 515,107 515,107 515,107 - | 2m3 KPK
Girdawar Misappropriation / embezziement In mutation fee of Halqa .
1575 |Sareer Ahmad, s/o WaliDad Khan |Officials of Revenue Deptt Halga Jhalarian and Tukra 3 - 187,558 132,024 132,024 132,024 « | 2013 KPK
oy rehsildar . [Misappropriation / embezziement in mutation fee of Halqa R YRR . -
1576 [Haji Muhammad, s/oMunawar [Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 - 207,540 30,320 30,320 30,320 - | 2013 KPX
Khan Patwari Misappropriation / embezziement in mutation fee of Halga .
1577 |Muhammad Nadeem, Girdawar |Officials of Revenue Deptt Halga Jhalarian and Tukra 3 - 9,144 . 196,346 196,346 196,346 - [ 2013 KPK
) Misappropriation / embezzlement in mutation fee of Halqa .
1578 |Qalser Naz, Tehsildar Offictals of Revenue Deptt Halga Jhalarian and Tukra 3 - 534,124 575,721 575,721 575,721 -1 2013 KPK
Misappropriation / embezziement in mutation fee of Halqa ]
1579 {Syed Khurshid Shah, s/o Phool Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 - 1,823,663 270,732 270,732 270,732 - [ 2013 KPX
[Badshah Girdawar Misappropriation / embezzlement in mutation fee of Halga .
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1820 |Abdul Aziz 5/0 Ghulam Rasool ExCT Ofﬁoersl officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPX - Embeulemem -
) in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education )
1821 {Syed Mohsin Shah s/o Syed Zamurd|Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement N/A 10,019,086 10,019,086 | 10,019,086 -1 2014 KPK
Shah Ex DCO in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education .
1822 |Dr. Ashiq Saleem s/o Hafiz Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK ~ Embezzlement N/A 1,325,284 1,325,284 450,596 874,688 | 2014 KPK
Muhammad Saeed £x MS DHQ D.L. |in Medicat re-Imbursement charges by administration of Education .
1823 |Muhammad Farooq s/o Bashir ud |Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement N/A 100,000 ' 100,000 100,000 - { 2014 KPK
din DM in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education
1824 |Ghulam Qasim, s/o Khuda Bakhsh |Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezziement N/A 90,000 0,000 t 90,000 - | 2014 KPK
) SOM in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of £ducation .
1825 [Kareem Nawaz s/o Rab Nawaz Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezziement N/A 35,000 35,000 35,000 - | 2014 KPK
Driver in Medical re-Imbursement charges by administration of Education
1826 |famshed Igbal s/o Rozi Khan Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement N/A 150,000 150,000 70,000 80,000| 2014 KPK
Chowkidar in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education
1827 |Nighat Shaheen d/o Niaz Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement N/A 97,986,122 74,000 74,000 - | 2014 KPK
Muhammad ExDDO  |in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education
' 1828 [Rahim Bakhsh sfo Allah Bakhsh  jOfficers/ officlals of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement N/A 2,616,386 177,228 177,228 - | 2014 KPK
Account Officer in Medical re-dmbursement charges by administratich of Education . '
1829 |Muhammad Farooq sfo Abdul Aziz |Officers/ officials of Education Deptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement N/A 35,000 35,000 35,000 - 2014 KPK
PTC in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education
1830 |Maroon Ghazanfar sfo inquiry against Officials of BISE DIK and others - Acquired / 1,928,049 1,928,049 1,928,049 1,928,049 - | 2014 KPK
Ghazanfarullah Pvt Person purchased unsuitable land In violation of land acquisition act and
1831 |Alamzeb Khan, Ex- s/o Tehmas  [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 1,205,679 1,205,679 1,205,679 1,205,679 -1 2014 KPK
Khan Ex Tehslidar misappropriation in various Gavt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala
1832 |Syed Mehmood Shah,  s/oSyed [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 956,740 956,740 956,740 .- 956,740 - |- 2014 KPK . .
Farman All Shah Naib Tehsildar misappropriation In varlous Govt dues in Patwar Halga Tehkal Bata
1833 |Mohammad Jamil sfo Mchammad |Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 347,158 347,158 347,158 347,158 - 2014 KPK
Azam Khan Naib Tehsildar misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala '
1834 |Syed Khurshid Shah s/o Syed Phool [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 397,440 397,440 397,440 | 397,430 - 2014 KPX
Badshah Patwarl misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halga Tehkal Bala
1835 [NadeemKhan, s/o SaleemKhan |Officers/ officlals of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 91,024 ————9L;024 91,6241 91,024 - 2014 KPK
- IPatwari = <o s smitenapener—ses | misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala s .. -k - s . I B [T
1836 [Ataullah Khan s/o M. tbrahim Khan [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 16,786 16,786 16,786 16,786 - | 2014 KPK
Patwari ] misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala )
1837 |Mohammad llyas s/o Saleem Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 17,880 17,880 17,880 17,880 - | 2014 KPK
Patwari misapprapriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bata
1838 {Dawood Khan, s/oAjmalKhan |Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 25,340 25,340 25,340 25,340 - | 2014 KPK
Nalb Tehsildar frnisappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halga Tehkal Bafa ’
- 1839:; [Fazal Hussaln, sfo Faqir Hussain - Ofﬁcers  { officials of Revenue Depanmm for embezziement / ' 5,465,554 - 5,465,554 . 5,865,554 [% - 15,465,554 [. .. =) 2018 ke
“ree | Collector NHA ' ppropriation in various Govt duss in Patwar ‘Halqa Tehkal Bala - : = c P b - ' ’
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Syed Gulfam Abbas Shah sfo Syed

Officers / ofﬂciais of Revenue Depanmem for embezzlement/ T

1,624,433

1,624,433

014 KPK

D e s L e
1,624,433 1,624,433 | -
Ghulam Abbas Shah Ex Tehsildar  |misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa 'I’ehkal Bala ) . o
1841 ‘|tiaqat All, Ex- s/o Abdul Jabbar Ex [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezziement / 1,540,204 1,540,204 1,540,204 1,540,204 2014 KPK
Tehsildar misappropriation in varigus Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala ' '
1842 [Masood Shah, s/o Phool Badshah [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 1,027,104 1,027,104 1,027,204 1,027,104 2014 KPK
Ex Tehsildar misappropriation in various Govt dues In Patwar Halga Tehkal Bala ‘ : -
1843 |Tehsinullah, s/o Habib ur Rahman |Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 990,000 990,000 990,000 990,000 2014 KPX
Girdawar misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala
1844 |Sarfaraz Khan, Ex- s/fo Mohammad [Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezziement / 97,000 97,000 97,000 97,000 2014 KPK
Younas Ex Tehsildar misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halga Tehkal Bala
1845 |Niaz all Shah s/o Syed Tajmlr Shah  |Inquiry against Provincial Police Deptt KPK Peshawar - 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000,000 2014 KPK
Pvt Person Procurement of Equipment, Weapans and Vehicles by Provincial
:1846- [Mazha ul7Haq, /6 Mian ” tnquiry against Provincial Police Deptt KPK Peshawar - L1 6,500,000 - 6,500,000 2 16,500,000 Sie v 106,500,000 152018 *{ - KPK
-|5hamsulivag 0 DIG. e .o, - * 'lprocurement of Equipment, Weapons and Vehicles by Provincial :
1847 |Sohail Bln Qayyum s/o Abdul M/$ Abdali Brathers & Others - Substandard Construction of Adina 360,000,000 7,547,200 7,547,200 7,547,200 2014 KPK
Qayyum Pvt Person Lahore Road District Swabi . )
1848 [Taj Mohammad Khan s/o M/S Abdali Brothers & Others - Substandard Construction of Adina N/A 7,547,200 7,547,200 7,547,200 2014 KPK
Mohammad Hayat Khan Pvt Person |Lahore Road District Swabi ) ‘
1849 [Shahid Schall, sfo Asfandyar Xhan [Officers/ officlals of Administration Deptt Govt of KPK & others - N/A 5,767,440 3,846,284 3,846,284 2014 KPK
Ex-Section Officer Embezzlement / Misappropriation of Government Funds .
3850 _|Kamran Nusrat s/6 Ch. Nusrat fqbal| Officials of Mardan Devetophent Authirity & others— — 7,500,000 7,500,000 T.5,767,440 5,767,430 2014 KPK
Pvt Person Embezziement in Traffic Signas Contract .
1851 |Zzahid igbal s/o Mukhtar Ahmad Pvt |Inquiry against Akhtar Mohammad s/o Wazir Mohammad & others 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 7,500,000 2014 KPK
Person - Corruption and corrupt practices / taking bribe for ctosing of
1852 |Asif Mahmood Khan sfo Mahmood |inquiry against Akhtar Mohammad s/o Wazir Mohammad & others 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,500,000 2014 KPK
Hussain Khan Pvt Person - Corruption and corrupt practices / taking bribe for closing of .
1853 |Dr.Zaheerullah Khan s/o Atlas Inquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development 7,700,000 758,576 . 758,576 758,576 2014 KPK
Khan Insfrastructure Coordinator  |Project-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in
1854 ([Hidayat All sfo Haji Shamroz Khan [Inquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development N/A 107,609 107,609 107,609 2014 KPK
‘!n sfrastructure Coordinator Project-! Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in
1855 |M.Shahid Jan s/o Ghazi Martan  |inquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development N/A 1,438,919 1,438,919 1,438,919 2014 KPK
_ _ linsfrastructure Coordinator Project-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in
1856 |Farmanullah s/o Baitullah Xhan Subjlnquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development NJA 595,885 595,885 595,885 2014 KPK
Engr Project-ll Karak & Others - lrregularities / Misappropriation in
1857 |MirSalamKhan s/o Gul Khan Sub  |Inquiry against Officers / Officlals of Barani Area Development N/A 169,273 169,273 169,273 2014 KPK
Engr qPro]ecbll Karak & Others - Irregutarities / Misappropriation In )
1858 |Khallid Rahman s/o Abdul Rahman [Inguiry against Officers / Officlals of Barani Area Development N/A 55,724 65,724 55,724 2014 KPK
Insfrastructure Coordinator Project-Ii Karak & Others - Iregularities / Misappropriation in ’
1858 !Aamir Khan s/o Nazir Ahmad Khan |lnquiry agalnst Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development N/A 168,738 168,738 168,738 2014 KPK
Ex Distt Dir Project-H Karak & Others - Iregularities / Misappropriation in
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] 2680 Gul Shahid s/o Azarn Badshah Ofﬁdals of Pub!i: Heam; Deptt & (Enhels- Corrupﬁon & corrupt
XEN Ipractkes ] embezziement In Funds and purchases
2081 |M Yousaf s/o M. Aslam Khan XEN |Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & cogrupt
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
2082 |Qadeerullah sfo Wall Khan SDO  [Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & conupt N/A 609,040 609,040 609,040 2015 KPK
- practices / embezziement in funds and purchases
2083 [Amil Muhammad s/o Abdul Qadir [Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 287,080 287,080 287,080 2015 XPK
XEN |practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases ~
2084 |M.Sadeeq s/o Muharmmad Sharif [Officials of Public Health Deptt & Gthers- Corruption & corrupt N/A 463,000 463,000 463,000 2015 KPK
Khan XEN practices / embezztement In Funds and purchases
- 2085 [Qaisar Zaman s/o Muhammad Officiats of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 299,500 299,500 299,500 2015 KPK
Zaman Khan Supdtt Engr practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases .
-2086 |$hahid Mehmood s/o Abdul Rauf [Offictats of Public Health Deptt & Others- Comruption & corrupt N/A 422,300 |- 422,300 422,300 2015 KPK
XEN peactices / embezziement in Funds and purchases .
2087 |Amjad Ali s/o Imdad ud Din Design|Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Comuption & corrupt N/A 2,343,500 2,343,500 2,343,500 2015 XPK
Engr . practices / embezziement In funds and purchases
2088 [|Rehmatullah s/o Muhammad Xhan |Officlals of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 108,000 108,000 108,000 2015 KPK
XEN practices / emberziement In Funds and purchases
2089 |Qaisar Farooq 5/0 Muhammad  |Officials of Public Health-Deptt-8Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 881,200 . 881,200 881,200 2015 KPK
Nisar Khan XEN practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases
2090 |Amin Khan $/0 Muzaffar Shah SDO|Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Coruption & corrupt | NJA 151,500 191,500 191,500 2015 KPK -
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
2091 |M Ayub Khan s/o Mathikhan Ex jOfficlals of Public Health Depit & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 2,581,531 2,581,531 2,581,531 2015 KPK
XEN N practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases :
- 2092 FMuhammad Gul s/o Ghulam Habib [Officlats of Public Health Oeptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 181,488 181,488 181,488 2015 KPK
SO0 practices / emberziement In Funds and purchases
2093 |Yousaf Khan s/o Asaf Khan XEN Officlals of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 170,000 170,000 170,000 2015 KPK
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
2094 JSajjad Ali SDO s/o Raham Dad SDO|Officlals of Public Heatth Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 83,000 83,000 83,000 2015 KPK
practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases
2065 |Zahid Hussain sfo Muhammad Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 139,535 139,535 139,535 2015 KPK
- = |Amin SDO practices / embexzlement In Funds and purchases
2096 |Khursheed Anwar s/o Fateh Ullah |Officials of Public Health Degtt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 128,000 128,000 128,000 2015 KPK
SDO practices / embezziement In Funds and purchases .
2097 |M Waseem s/o Muhammad Salim [Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Carruption & corrupt N/A 173,086 173,086 173,086 2015 KPK
XEN < practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
2098 |Sania Mehtab s/o Abdullah Khan |Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Comuption & cormupt N/A 213,500 213,500 213,500 2015 KPK
SDO practices / embenztement In Funds and purchases
2099 |Azizur Rahman s/o Muhammad  [Officials of Public Heatth Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 81,700 81,700 81,700 2015 KPK
Azim Ex SDO practices / emberriement In Funds and purchases
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2100 _ 1,075,000 | 1,075,0!
T lspo practices / embezzlement in Funds and pirchases : _
2101 |Vasir Rahman s/o Sher ur Rehman {Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 31,000 31,000 31,000 2015 KPK
Asstt Dir practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases :
2102- Amna Waheed s/o Abdul Waheed |Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A . 864,015 864,015 864,015 2015 KPK
" lsbo practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases
2103 [iftikhar Abmed s/o Gul Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 40,000 40,000 40,000 2015 KPK
' Muhammad Khan SDO practices f embezzlement in funds and purchases -
-.|5 Zahid H Kazmi s/o syed Manzoor |Officlals of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 106,000 106,000 106,000 2015 KPK
-IHussain Kazmi SDO practices / emhezziement in Funds and purchases
2105 " |Abbas Xhan s/o Ali AkbarKhan  |Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 385,750 385,750 385,750 2015 XKPK
Asstt Dir practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases )
2106 ‘|Faiza Sana s/o Sana ur Rehman Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 532,915 532,915 532,915 2015 KPK
: SO0 practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases o
- 2107 _[zahidullah s/o Taj Muhammad Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & cosrupt N/A 62,000 62,000 62,000 2015 KPK
" " Ispo practices / embexzlement in Funds and purchases
2108 _|Kifayatullah s/o Sabrullah Jan XEN [Officials of Public Heaith Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 995,000 995,000 995,000 2015 KPK
st :\ practlces /embmlamnﬁrrFunds and puu.ﬁa:\:)
2109 |2eeshan Khan s/o Zardad Khan Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 71,500 71,500 71,500 2015 KPK
_ SDO practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases ) .
2110 |Muhammad Afzal sfo Musa Khan  [Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 31,000 31,000 31,000 2015 KPK
SO0 practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
2111 [Amanuliah sfo Mahmood Khan  |Officials of Public Heaith Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 903,000 502,000 903,000 2015 KPK
. -=|spo practices / embezzlementin Funds and purchases :
2112 [M. Yasir Mehsud s/o Ayub Gul Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 193,536 193,536 193,536 2015 XPK
. ADMO Ipracﬁces / embezziement in funds and purchases
". 2113 -{Sanobar Khan s/o Haji GutKhan  {Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 7,547,200 550,000 550,000 2015 KPK
Sudptt Engr practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases
2114 |Mir Adam Khan s/o Sher Ahmad  |Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 7,547,200 100,000 100,000 2015 KPK
Khan xEN prattices / emhezzlement in Funds and purchases
2115, ‘IMuhammad Khatid Khan sfo Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 38,400 38,400 | 38,400 2015 KPK
f."f,i Naushair Khan SDO -werww - |oractices / embezzlement in funds and purchases S~ E .- - o — v e
-2116 [ishrat Ali s/o Basharat Ali Supdtt |Officlals of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 480,000 480,000 480,000 2015 XPK
i Engr practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases
2117 |[Walayat Ullah sfo Waris Khan XEN |Officials of fublic Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 472,468 472,468 472,468 2015 KPK
. — |practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases )
~ 2118 |2afar Ullah s/o tnayat Ullah SDO  |Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 276,093 276,093 276,093 2015 KPK
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
2119 -|Mehboob ur Rehman s/o Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & comupt N/A .20,000 20,000 20,000 2015 KPK
*  |Muhammad Shafi ExSDO practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases
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| practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases L
2121 "{Ghulam Mujtaba s/o Ghularh Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt N/A 250,000 250,000 250,000 2015 KPK
Mustafa Supdtt Engr practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases ) R .
2122 |Akhtar Hussain s/o Muhammad Ofﬁc‘:gls pf Pakistan Post in KPK and others {BISP} - Embezzlement /| 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2015 KPK
Khan Postal Clerk Misappropriation in Benazir Income Support Program (BISP} . -
2123 |Abdut Malik sfo Abdur Raziq Officials of Pakistan Post in KPK and others {BISP) - Embezzlement / 1,518,000 1,518,000 1,518,000 1,518,000 2015 KPK
Postal Clerk Misappropriation in Benazir Income Support Program (BISP)
2124 |Rahim Bakhsh s/o Nasrullah Khan |Officials of Pakistan Post in KPK and others (BISP) - Embezzlement / 2,568,000 2,568,000 2,568,000 2,568,000 2015 KPK
Post Master Anwar Hussain sfo Misappropriation in 8enazir Income Support Program (BISP) .
2125 |[Shah Yar s/o Khonkar Post Master |Officlals of Pakistan Post in KPK and others (BISP) - Embezziement / 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 1,500,000 2015 KPK
AND Fazal Mola s/o Wahid Zaman |Misappropriation in Benazir Income Support Program {BISP)
2126 [Muhammad Ishaq s/o Ghant ur Officials of Pakistan Post in KPK and others {BISP) - Embezzlement / 4,566,000 4,566,000 4,566,000 4,566,000 2015 KPK
Rehman Postal Clerk Misappropriation in Benazi¢ Income Support Program (EISP)
2127 [Malik Zaman, 5/o0 M. Nawaz Khan  [Inquiry into Misuse of Authority in lllegal Award of Developmental N/A 1,748,902 1,748,902 1,748,902 2015 KPK
Pvt Person Works of Bannu Development Authority by Mohibullah, Ex-Project
2128 1Zahid Amin s/o Roohul Amin Pvt  {inquiry agalnst 2ahid Amin and others - Cheating public at large on 5,188,370 5,188,370 5,188,370 5,188,370 20158 | KPK
Person the pretext of Modarbat
2129 |Sardar Khan s/o Amir Muhammad Inquiry into illegal Award of Contracts and Embezzlement of Funds 2,000,000 51,612 32,054,000 32,054,000 2015 KPK
Pvt Person in Projects by Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt Batkhela
2130 {Muhammad Tahir s/o Hassan Zeb |lnquiry into lllegal Award of Contracts and Embezzlement of Funds N/A 663,687 26,582,000 26,582,000 2015 KPK
Pvt Person in Projects by Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt Batkhela
2131 |Hussain Ahmad s/o 8akht Ahmad  |!nguiry into lllegal Award of Contracts and Embezzlement of funds N/A 1,234,374 890,800 890,800 2015 KPK
Pvt Person in Projects by Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt 8atkhela
2132 |Riaz Hussain Khattak s/o Inquiry agaism Riaz Hussa-n Khattak DOR Peshawar - Accumulation 6,815,000 6,815,000 6,815,000 2,317,000 2015 KPK
Muhammad Hussain DOR of assets disprop toh sources of income
2133 |Abdur Razaq s/o Feroz Khan XEN  |Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 51,612 51,612 51,612 51,612 2015 KPK
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazil
2134 |Akhtar hussain s/o Amir Amanullah |Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 663,687 663,687 663,687 663,687 2015 KPK
Khan Sub Engr Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazil
2135 lAsif igbal s/o Karim Dad XEN Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 1,234,374 1,234,374 - 1,234,374 1,234,374 2015 KPK
. . - e smpesa | Sbstandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazil . .
2136 [Hamid Ullah Khan s/o Mir Alam  |inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 1,892,714 1,892,714 1,892,714 1,892,714 2015 KPK
|Khan XEN Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazil
2137 |Nasrullah s/o Sultan Jan Sub Engr  [Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 77,418 77,418 77,418 77,418 2015 KPK
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazil
2138 |Rahmanullah s/o Noor Khan SDO  [Inquiry against Officers / officials of CRW Department Swat - 2,410,172 2,410,172 | 2,410,172 2,410,172 2015 KPK
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to fazil ’
2139 |Hamid Ajmal Khan s/o Muhammad |Inquiry against Officers / officials of CRW Department Swat - 100,431 100,431 100,431 100,431 2015 KPK
Ajmal Khan XEN Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazil .

Oppmzes
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8,235,336

8,235,336

A\t

8,235,336
assets disproportionate to known sources of Income
2181 [Muhammad Wali s/o Muhammad |Muhammad Wall Ex Chief E PESCO - lation of 31,538,214 31,538,214 31,538,214 31,538,214 - | 2015 KPK
Akram Khan Chief Executive assets disproportionate to known sources of income : o]
2182 |Daud Khattak Managing Director  [Khushal Associates Nowshera - Cheating Public at arge on the 67,134,108 67,134,108 67,134,108 67,134,108 - { 2015 KPK
s/o Akram Khan Pvt Person pretext of plots : 7
2183 |Hussain Ahmed s/o Jehandar Inquiry against Hussain Ahmed Patwari Revenue Deptt Swat - N/A 4,494,286 4,494,286 4,494,286 - | 2015 KPK
Patwarl Accumulation of assets disproportionate to known sources of .
2184 [ArbabSaad Ullah sfo Arbab Faiz  jlnquiry against Arbab Saad Ullah Ex MNA / Chairman PMC - 8,471,780 8,471,780 8,471,780 8,471,780 |. - | 2015 KPK
Ullah Xhan Ex MNA misappropriation / embezzlement of Govt funds {Plots Scam Fruit
2185 [Tariq Hussain sfo Muhamamd Inquiry against Tarlq Hussain s/o0 Muhammad Yousaf, Sub Engr. N/A 6,985,355 6,985,355 6,985,355 - | 2015 KPK
Yousaf Sub Engr. C&W, Deptt Peshawar & Others - Accumulation of assets .
2186 |Muhammad Ashraf Khan sfo Inquiry against Muhammad Ashraf Khan XEN C&W Deptt Mardan - N/A 3,204,567 3,204,567 3,204,567 - | 2015 KPK
Mehboob Khan XEN Accumulation of assets disproportionate to known sources of
2187 |RiazShoaib s/o Rashid Shoaib Pvt |Officers / Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt Batkheta Khyber 52,115,103 52,115,103 52,115,103 52,115,103 - | 2015 KPK
Person Pakhtunkhwa & Others - Corruption & Corrupt practices in Drinking|
2188 |iftekhar Ullah Qureshi Asstt sfo Officers / Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt Batkhela Khyber 750,000 750,000 750,000 750,000 - 2015 KPK
Jamal Ullah Asstt Executive Engr iPakhtunkhwa & Others - Corruption & Corrupt practices in Drinking
2189 [Muhammad Ishaq Khattak sfo Inquiry Into Misappropriation In Govt Funds by Officials of Pak 13,310,500 13,310,500 13,310,500 11,702,824 1,607,676 2015 . KPK
Muhammad Nowroz Khattak Pyt [PWO Kp, Distt A Officer Nowshera & Qthers - :
2190 {Farman Al Khattak sfo Inquiry into Misappropriaticn in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak 8,959,153 8,959,153 8,959,153 7,924,262 2,034,891 | 2015 KPK
Muhammad Ali Xhan Pvt Person PWD Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others -
2191 [Sultan Ali s/o Shireen Wali Sub Inquiry Into Misappropriation In Govt Funds by Officials of Pak 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 - | 2018 KPK
Engr PWD Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Gthers - ]
2192 |[Sardar Khan s/o Eid Gul XEN Inquiry into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 - | 2015 KPK
PWD Xp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others -
2193 |Abdul Ghafoor s/o Fateh rlnquirv into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak 1,486,644 1,486,644 1,456,644 1,486,644 - | 2015 KPX
iMuha mmad DAQ PWD Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others - .
2194 |Nazir Ahmed s/o Muhamamd Inguiry into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 - 2015 KPK
Yaqub SDO PWD Xp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others -
2195 [iftikhar Hussain Qureshi sfo rlnquirv into Corruption and Corrupt Practices in Procurement of N/A 87,674,139 87,674,139 87,674,139 - 2015 KPK
"™ |Muhammad Nazir Pvt Person  * [Sanitation Vehicles / Multi Loaders for Collection and Disposal of o P TND U - [P — -
2196 |Aurangzeb s/o Abdul ZamanEx  [Inquiry Into Corruption and Corrupt Practices in Procurement of N/A 8,767,414 8,767,414 8,767,414 - | 2015 KPX
Secretary Sanitation Vehicles / Multi Loaders for Collection and Disposal of .
2197 ;{Tahira Yasmeen w/o Abdul Karim|Ingilry Into Corruption and Corrupt Practices in.Procurement of - -N/A - 4,383,707} - -. 4,383,707. " 4,383,707 . - | 2005  KPK
! Stiah Director . - Sanitation Vehicles /. Mul'a Loaders for. Collecﬂon and Disposal of N
2198 [Sami-ur-Rehman s/o Khan Raziq Ex {Inquiry into Corruption and Corrupt Pracﬂces in Procurement of N/A 4,383,707 4,383,707 4,383,707 - | 2015 KPK
Section Officer Sanitation Vehicles / Multi Loaders for Collection and Dispesal of
2199 [Shah Wazir Khan s/o Shuja ud Mulk [Noor Shahideen JFMC Chitral & Others - Embezzlement / 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 2,000,000 -1 2015 KPK
|Ex Naib Tehsildar Misappropriation of Funds
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Muhamamd Naseer Khan s/o Ha]l

Waheed Aslam Contractors, Ofﬂclals of ms:: Cmmdl Office Lakki

1 026,340

1,026,340 KPK
Faizuflah Khan Pvt Person Marwat & others - Misuse of authomyl Embezziement of Funds in '
2561 |Asmat Ullah s/o Inayat Ulizh TMO |Waheed Aslam Contractors, Officlals of Distt Council Office Lakid N/A 608,196 608,196 608,196 2016 KPK
Marwat & others - Misuse of authority / Embezzlement of Funds in .
: Akh!aq Ahmed s/a Abdut Aziz Distt |Inquiry against Akhlaq Ahmed Distt Officer Infrastructure &, <% N/A .- 3,686,663 3,686,663 “KPK
- {Offic N Sérvices Distt Council Abbattabad & others - Accomulation of : T
2563 |Arbab lameel s/o Nazir Ahmad nquiry against Arbab Jameel Chief Coardination Officer (CCO), N/A 3,007,348 3,007,348 -3,007,348 2016 KPK
Khalil Chief Coordination Officer |District Council, Abbottabad regarding accumulation of assets
2564 |Sher Qayyum Khan, s/o Sher Fitrat |Officers / Officials of EDO Health & Others Chitral - Misuse of 679,380 679,380 679,380 679,380 2016 KPK
Shah EDO Authority / Carruption & Corrupt Practices '
2565 |Muhammad Ayub, s/o Muhammad Officers / Officials of EDO Health & Others Chitral - Misuse of 679,380 679,380 679,380 679,380 2016 KPK
Nadir Khan Clerk Authority / Cofruption & Corrupt Practices
2566 |wali Khan sfo Matang Khan Pvt Officers / Officials of EDO Health & Others Chitral - Misuse of 118,140 118,140 118,140 118,140 2016 KPK
_|Person Authority / Corruption & Corrupt Practices
2567 |Ikram Uliah s/o Aman Ullah Khan  |lkram UNlah Director PDA Peshawar - Assets beyond means 21,480,876 21,480,876 21,480,876 21,480,876 2016 KPK
" Is/o Amanullah Khan Director ] ) |
2568 |Hidayat Khan s/o Haya Khan Ex  |Officials of Nizam Pur & Khair Abad Post Offices regarding 452,601 452,601 452,601 452,601 2016 KPK
- |Post Master Embez2! tn Pension Pay
2569 |Javed Khan s/o Zaiban Shah Ex Post |Officials of Nizam Pur & Khair Abad Post Offices regarding 115,158 115,158 115,158 115,158 2016 KPK
Master - Embezziement In Pension Payment
2570 [Sald Margul s/o Badar Gu! Pvt {inquiry against Officers / Officlals of C&W Deptt - Misuse of 397,320,000 1,281,713 1,281,743 1281713 2016 KPK—————
Person authority / Embezziernent of fund allocated for Health Sector
2571 |Hameedullah Khan s/o Mir Alam  [Inquiry against Officers / Officials of C&W Deptt - Misuse of N/A 310,687 310,687 310,687 2016 KPK
Khan XEN . authority / Embezzlement of fund allocated for Health Sector
2572 |AmirJan s/o Jan Muhammad XEN [Inquiry against Officers / Officlals of C&W Deptt - Misuse of N/A 116,550 116,550 116,550 2016 KPK
authority / Embezzlement of fund allocated for Health Sector
2573 |Syed Atigur Rehman s/o Syed Inquiry agalnst Cfficers / Officials of CRW Deptt - Misuse of N/A 213,619 213,619 213,619 2016 KPK
: ]Muhammad Ibrahim SDO lauthority / Embezziement of fund allocated for Heatth Sector .
2574 |Muhammad Shaukat s/o Abdul Inquiry against Officers / Officlals of C& W Deptt - Misuse of N/A 213,619 213,619 213,619 2016 KPK
Rehman Sub Engs authority / Embezzlement of fund aflocated for Health Sector
2575 |Khalid Rshman s/o Abdul Manan  |inquiry against khatid Rahman, Clerk Public Health Department 1,552,351 1,552,351 1,552,351 1,552,351 2016 KPK
Clark  Timeaecwe e Ixarak and others - Accumulation of assets disproportionate known - . o
2576 |[inayat Ullah Khan s/o Gui Rehman  |Inquiry against Inayatullah Khan Ex- Director NADRA - 4,022,116 4,022,116 4,022,116 4,022,116 2016 KPK
Director Accumulation of assets disproportionate known sources of income
2577 |zebullah s/o Zewar Khan Senior  |inquiry against Zebutlah S/o Zewar Khan, Senior Clerk, Political N/A 12,458,522 12,458,522 12,458,522 2016 KPK
Clerk Agent Office, Khyber Agency and others regarding accumulation of
2578 |Syed Mazhar Hussain Shah Sherazi |inquiry against Murid Kazim & others - illegal allotment of plots N/A VR made in shape 110,100,000 110,100,000 2016 KPK
s/0 Syed Mulazim Hussain Naib  {tess than market value of surrended plot
2579 |Muhammad Rafique s/o Abdul Inquiry against Murid Kazim & others - illegal allotment of plots N/A VR made in shape of surrended plot 2016 KPK
Manan Revenue Moharrar less than market value

<.
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GOVERNM)E??T OF KHYBER PAKHWHKEWA
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the August 05, 2021 °

NOTIFICATION | | - o
Wm The ccmpetent authority, on the. reccmmendatzons of
~ the Provincial Selection Baard Is pleased to promote’ the following Executive Engineers’

(BPS-18) of the Public Heaith Englneering Pepartment to the posts of Superlnl:endmg -
Engineers (BPS-19) on regular basis, with Immediate effect:- ‘

S.No. Namaofo!ﬂcer Rematks
1. | Mr. Muhammad Amjad Shamsher ‘ - 1L
2. | Mr. Shahid Mehmood Subject to final decision.of the Supreme|
. : Court of Pakistan. in Suo Mono Case -
3. | Mr. Irshad Khan T )
4. | Mr. Shahzada Behram Subject to final demsron of the Supreme |
|| Court: of Pakistan in Suo Moto Case
No.17 of 2016. : ‘
5. | Mr. Abdul Rahim . .
6. | Mr. Mir Adam Khan A Sub;ed to final decision of the. Supreme .
- Court of Pakistan in. Sac: Moto Case| -
No.17 of 2016. . '
2. The omcers, on thelr promotion, will remain on. prcbatlm fora period of |

one year in term of Rule-15 of the. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servaﬂtjs_:(Appointment,'
Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989, ' . S

3. The postings/transfers of the abbv_e-named officers will be .iés'ueci;r.eparately:

. SECRETARY
PHE DEPARTMEBIT

Copy forwarded for information and necé*;sar.y. action to the:- N '

- Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhiwa Peshawar.,

All Chief Engineers PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

All Superintending Engineers PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

All Executive Engineers PHE Departm tKhyber Pakhtunkhwa,

District Accounts Officer concerned.

Manager Govt: Printing Press Peshawar for publication in the next Issue of Govt
Gazette.

PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtun hwa Peshawar .

PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
PS to Minister for PHE Khyher Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
10 Qfficers concerned,
11. Office Order/Personal Files.

fUnd WM

© ® N




= 2

4% ~

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER | TUNKHW
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMEN =
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Roa Dated Peshawar, the December 13, 2022 7/,

NOTIFICATION
No.SO(Estt)/PHED/1-17/2022, The compgtent authorlty, on the recommendations
of the Provincial Selection Board, Is pleased to promote Engr. ‘Shaukat Rehman
Executive Engineer (BPS-18) of the Public Health Engineering Department to the post of
Superintending Engineer (BPS-19) on regular basis, Subject to final decision of the
Supreme Court of Pakistan In Suo Motu Case No.17 of 2016, with immediate effect.

2. The officer, on his promotion, wI'I! remain on-probation for a period of one
year in term of Rule-15 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appointment,

Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989.

3. The posting/transfer of the above-named.officer will follow.
SECRETARY
. PHE DEPARTMENT
!
Endst:No.SO{Estt}/PHED/1-17/2022 Dated Peshawar, the Dec 13, 2022

Copy forwarded for information and necessar'y? action to'the:-

1. Accountant General Khyber. Pakhtun hwa Peshawar.
2. All Chief,Engineers PHE Khyber. Pakhitunkhwa,
3. Section Officer (PSB) Establishment|Department Peshawar w/r to his Ietter
N0.SO(PSB)ED/1-15/2022/P-55 dated 09-12-2022.
4. Manager Govt. Printing Press Pesha r for publication In the next issue of
Govt. Gazette.
. PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtur%khwa Peshawar,

. PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

5

6

7. PS to Minister for PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
8

9

. Officers concerned.
/ . Office Order/Personal Files. /w
' 13/2/4
(SHER AZAM KHAN)
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
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