
%
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

507/2024Appeal No.

Dale of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

2 3

04/04/20241 'I'he appeal of Mr. Shaukat Rchman resubmitted 

today by Mr. Nasir Vlehmood Advocate. It is fixed for 

preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on 

17 ^04.2024. Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the 

appellant.
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The appeal of Mr. Shaukat Rahman received today i.e on 01.04.2024 is 

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

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Address of respondent no. 2 is incomplete be completed according to 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
2- Copy of departmental 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.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

I
72024Service Appeal No.

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

Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar Appellant

SUSV E R

The Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkipwa through Chief Secretary,
RespondentsCivil Secretariat, Peshawar & others
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

/2024Service Appeal No.

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

Chief Engineer (East),-Phed, Peshawar Appellant

VERSUS

The Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief 
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

1.

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,

IMPUGNED ORDER OFAGAINST THE
14.03.2024,N0.2 DATEDRESPONDENT 

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS DIRECTED TO

HIS APPEAL TO THE COMPETENTSUBMIT
AUTHORITY (APPELLATE AUTHORITY) WHICH

FILED AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

25.11.2020 VIDE WHICH MAJOR PENALTY OF 

REDUCTION OF LOWER POST FOR A PERIOD OF 

1 YEAR IMPOSE UPON THE APPELLANT.

WAS

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

\ •
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No.2 may kindly be set aside, consequently 

the appellant may please be promoted to 

BPS-19 from 04.0B.2021 when other 

colleagues/juniors were promoted without 

any conditionality with all back benefits.

\-Respectfully Sheweth:

i
That the appellant] is a civil servant working in 

Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa since^ February, 1995 selected on 

merit, after qualifying Public Service Commission, 

KPK, as Assisfanf Engineer (BS-17). During fhe long 

tenure of 28 yecrs, fhe appellanf rendered 

against various positions/appointments 

with the sense of devofion, commitmenf and 

delivered effectively. Being highly motivated 

and pro-active officer of PHED, fhe dedication 

and commifmenf tids always been eulogized by 

seniors, reflected as. fheir remarks in yearly 

Performance Eva uafion Reporfs. During the 

entire service, the appellant performed duties at 

the remote stations of Kohisfan, Baffagram and : , 

Hangu buf never influenced superiors through 

political elements for any choice postings and 

always remained uprighf against all odds, t

1.

services

11
^ 4
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That, the august Supreme Court of Pakistan in 

Suo Moto Case No. 17/2016 had noticed that in 

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

NAB authorities aftesr issuance of call up notices 

suggest to the acc:used that they may opt to 

come forward with the offer of voluntary return 

of the amount that have allegedly been 

acquired or earned illegally by them. Section- 

25(a) ibid empo\A'ers the Chairman NAB to 

accept such voluntary returns (VR) made by the

2.

accused persons; the amount is deposited with 

NAB in installment cat the discretion of Chairman 

NAB. The Supreme Court also noticed that on

portion of the amount, such 

an chit by NAB to re-join his

payment of certain 

person is given cle 

job. In view of the position, petition was instituted 

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

vis the un-bridled power of Chairman NAB to 

accept the offer o" 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 tfie Consfifution. (Copy: of the 

judgment of the Sjpreme Court is attached as 

annexure A).

!
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\

That keeping in view the position mentioned 

above, in the first place, such Suo Moto was 

targeted against .5ection-25 (a) of the NAB 

Ordinance and not against any individual civil 

servants. On subn^iission of details, the court 

ordered vide order sheet dated 06-12-2016

3.

(Annexure-B) to conclude departhnental 

proceedings again ;t officials who have entered 

into voluntary return, however no final order.of 

removal from service shall be passed against 

dny 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, Secretary 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 from service 

shall be passed against officers tilt further 

order/decision of the Supreme Court in the 

mentioned case SMC No. 17/2016, however the

er is not mentioned in the saidwords till further ord

judgment. To mak^ it more clear, till furtherorder, 

as mentioned in 

Annexure-C) of Law Department would means 

tilt decision of the issue of. Section-25 (a) of the

the letter dated 29-12-2016
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NAB Ordinance and till the time, departments 

were restrained frorn 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 favour of 

Section-25 (a), the adverse action taken would 

be bad in such a situation, hence adverse action

was restrained till final decision of the case.
\ •

4. That in order to nfiake it clear the appellant 

along-with other officials of the different 

departments all o\'er Pakistan filed CMAs No. 

339/2017, 7126/2016 & 7278/2016 for

impleadment in Suo Moto Case No. 17/2016 

which were clubbed together and the Supreme 

Court, while disposing such CMA’s in its judgment 

dated 15-01-2020 noted that this matter is , 

pending since 2016 and with it some other cases, 

are also listed of the persons who have entered 

the benefit under Section-25 (a) of the 

ordinance and their cases are un-necessarily 

being not decided because ot 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
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(a) through act of parliament instead of this 

court deciding the issue and those have 

submitted CMA for impieadment 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.

has been disposed of on5. That, SMC-17/2016

remarks that;08.03.2023 with the

“From the foregoing amendment in the law it is

dear that the objedion of the sou-moto 

proceedings initiated vide our order dated 24- 

10-2016 has been addressed. Consequentiy,

have been fructified and arethese proceedings 

disposed of accordingiy". (Copy of Order dated

hed as annexure D).08.03.2023 is attac

These new amend nents are also sub-judiced in

the Supreme Court under the title C.P No.

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

most of the proposedthedeclaring

amendments as null and void. (Copy of the 

*

relevant pages 1,2

.f.'';

,12,13,54 &55 are attached as

Annexure-E).
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6. That public Health Engineering Department 

(PHED) took, it otherwise, as departmehtal 

proceedings were- concluded against the 

officers who entered into VR under Section- 

25(a). The right coLirse 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 .per ding till final decision 

in that case.

7. That the appellant w^s departmentally

availing the benefit

of Section 25(a) of] the National Accountability 

Ordinance 1999 (i.(5. Voluntary Return) pursuant 

to the judgment of the Honorable Supreme 

Court of Pakistan d<3ted 24- 0-2016 passed in Suo 

Moto No. 17/2016 and consequently major 

penalty of “Reduction to lo*ver post for a period 

of one year" under Rile 14(5)(ii) Of KPK 

Government Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary)

proceeded purportedly for

e order No. SO(ESTT)/Rules 2011 was imposed vid

25.1 T.2020.datedPHED/15-2/2017/NAB/VR
( fed 25.11.2020 is attached as(Copy of Order da 

annexure F).

\ •
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8. That the appellant aggrieved wherefrom has 

(
due to pendency of the SMC No.17/2016 finally 

decided on 08.03.2024 filed departmental 

appeal (Annexure-G) which was decided vide 

order dated 14,03.2024 (Annexure-H) by 

directing the appisllant to submit his appeal

before the appsllate authority which is
1

absolutely illegal is constrained to move this 

Hon’ble Tribunal for the following amongst other 

grounds;-

GROUNDS:

A. That in Public Health Engineering Department 

PHED), 28 office's from BPS-17 fo 20 who 

entered into VR under Section-25(a), and 

proceeded under Supreme Court of Pakistan 

orders dated 24.1C.2016 and 06.12.2016 passed

in SMC-17/2016 different penalties were 

imposed on different groups although the 

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

13.09.2019 (Annexure-I), 9of “Censure" on

officers of BPS-17 were given the minor penalty

i
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k
of “Stoppage of annual increment for one 

year” on 25.02.2020, whereas two officers were 

irhposed wifh major penaify of “Reduction to 

lower post for a period on one year” on

25.11.2020 (Annexure-J) ”, which shows the 

favoritism and neipotism while dealing this 

case. The plea of tlie 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 whk:h is not correct and against 

the basic principal of equality and justice. It 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 Court dafed 06-12-2016 is concerned, 

the KPK Service Tribunal Fazdl 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 advers(; action against any persons

till the final dispose I of the case as the case can
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!
go either way. (Copy of the decision of the 

Service Tribunal is attached as Annexure-K).

B. That it this plea ct the PHED department is 

considered as correctithat the Supreme Court

of Pakistan in its orddr dated 06-12-2016 has

directed to proceed aj^ainst the officers whose 

VR amount is more that 2.500 (M) and impose 

major penalties that in the similar nature of 

cases in other departments of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, the mo:;t of officers were either
t

exonerated from the icharges. or given minor 

penalties who also ayailed the facility of VR 

under Section-25(p). iFor instance, Mr. Fazal

ain (PMS Officer of BPS- 

19 who has availed |he facility of VR in two

...

Hussain S/O Faqir Huss

ouiiiting to Rs. 36,32,707/- indifferent cases arr

in the VR List of NAB2013 (at S.No. 1570

attached aS:(Annexurjj-L) and Rs. 54,65,554/- in 

2014 at 1839 (the anjiount is higher than the 

threshold of Rs. 25,0(1,000/- as fixed by the

order dated 06-12-2016Supreme Court in its 

but after the departihental proceedings he
I

ean chit by exoneratinghas been given the c

him from all the charges and promoted.
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That in Police department, DIG Mazhar ul Hoq 

Kakakhel was not only exonerated trom the

omoted to BPS-20 although

C.

charges but also p 

he also availed th^ facility of VR amounting.to

Rs. 65,00,000/- in 2D14 (at S.No.l846). In Local 

Government Department, Miss Tahira Yasmin, 

(Currently Directo 

Rahman (Ex SO in LGRDD) also lies in this 

category by availing the facility of VR in 2015

43,83,707/- respectively (at 

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

taken against botti of them. Mr. Ikhlaq 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 sucti officers availing the facility 

of VR were not only exonerated .from the 

charges but also promoted to the next level.

f
' in BPS-19) and Sami Ur

amounting to Rs.

-Ai

Similarly hundreds of officers/officials 

working in the Revenue department were 

exonerated from the charges and working in 

the same cadre o' promoted to the next levels.

i-

\



*

12

\ -

It is clear violction and wrong application

ot the Rules, as a result of the above adverse 

action, the unders gned has lost its position in 

the seniority list 'vhile many juniors whose 

also in the list of VR werenames were

promoted ahead of the undersigned creating 

an embarrassing and demoralizing position.

D. That the appellant was discriminated because 

his juniors were promoted on 05.08.2021 and 

the appellant was victimized which is contrary 

to the fundamentdl rights of people of Pakistan

Constitution of Pakistan-under article 25,

1973). (Copy of promotion Notification dated 

05.08.2021 is attached as annexure M). Even 

the appellant wcs afterword’s promoted to 

BPS-19 on regular basis but subject to 

pendency of the Suo Moto case. (Copy of

□tion dated 13.12.2022 ispromotion notific 

attached as annetcure 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! the highest post in terms of 

his promotion but the impugned amendment 

has caused a blatant negation of the same.

E.

\

II
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t
F. That the appellant has been treated against 

the law and he tias also been deprived of

equal protection of law because no enquiry 

was conducted in accordance with law.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed 

that by accepting this appeal, the impugned

14.03.2024 passed by the , 

and 25.11.2020- passed by 

may kindly be set aside, 

appellant may please bb 

-19 from 04.08.2021 when

order dated 

respondent No.2 

respondent No.2 

consequently the 

promoted to BPS
dther colleaguei/juniors were promoted 

without^ any coriditionality with all back 

benefits

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in 

circumstances of the case, not specifically asked 

for, may also be granted to the appellant.

Through

Nasir Mehmood
Advocate Supreme CourtDated _/03/2024
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

I
(

Service Appeal No, '2024

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

Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar Appellant

V E R SUS

The Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar & others.................. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shaukat Rahmqn, Superinlending Engineer (H/Q) 0/0 

Chief Engineer (Easf), Phed, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oatn that the contents of the 

accompanying Service Appe^al are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and celief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

\

f

1

n

.. - .'••u
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RFFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

72024' Service Appeal No,

Superintending Engineer (H/Q) 0/0
AppellantShaukat Rahman,

'Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar

VERSUS

The Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary,
■ RespondentsCivil Secretariat, Peshawar & others

addresses of the parties

APPELLANT:
Shaukat Rahman, Superintending Engineer (H/Q) 0/0 

Chief Engineer (East), Phed, Peshawar

pfspondents^
Pakhtunkhwa through ChiefThe Govt, of Khyber 

Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar
1.

2 Govt, of Khyber Pakhfunkhwa through Secreta^' 
Public Health Engineering Department, Khyber Road,

Peshawar

Appellant
Through

Nasir AAehmood
Advocate Supreme CourtDated_/03/2024
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also noticed tha| in tenns of Section 25(a) of the 

aancc of call up notices suggest to 

brward with the offer of voluntary 

y been acquired or earned illegally 

the Chairman, NAtt, to accept such

. , Tlie Court 

Ordinance, the NAB autlioritics aftcij is:

2.

the accused that they may , opt to come 

of the amounts that have allegedreturn

by them. Section 25 (a) ((6/rf).empoM'ers
volumary returns made by the Q0cu4d pUns. the amount is deposited with

NAB in installments at the discretior of he Chairman, NAB. Alarmingly, on

t, such person is given clean chit bypayment of certain portion of the arpour 

tile NAD to rejoin his job. 'I'he frequent 

(a) (ibid) by the NAB on one

exercise of powers under Section 25 

side h^ njultiplied the corruption usurping th( 

rruption agencies and defeated theiurisdiction of the F.l.A and Antl-Co

object of the Ordinance on Uie otjier hand. In this regard the matter wav
t

referred' by a Dench of this Court io Ui j Hon’ble Chief Justice of Pakistar 1

for cxamining'thc vires ofSection j5(a) (iftic/)vis-a-vis un-bridled powers cf 

the Chairman. NAB to accept the off^" of voluntary return from a perse n

any mode adopted at his discretirn

!

!
L'y

regardless of the size of the amount

. which falls within the domain oftlje juc dejary. The matter was placed betb •e

the Hon’ble Chief Justice of this jcouU.who directed the office to fix tiie

matter in Court, treating it as a| Pciiiion under Article 184 (?) of tic

Coivstitution. On 02.09.2016, the j^AI authorities were fuither directed to

provide the following details

The list of tlic cjuw in which ■JAil aulhorhieu arc conduciijtg enquirici; ind. 0) inviistigaiioiis and or references pending in. liie MAD Courts, involving 
«miiuiu of Ics.': than Rs.lOO Ni'l'r iJ

on i

i.The li.'4i nfthc persons, civil scrianis and or public servants, u» hc provided bv(ii)
rclcviini departments of the Gove -nments and or State os'iied organiwtiiins. > dto I-entered into Voluniar>’ Return. I'!'

(iii) wliicli the Kedep l/l'rovincini Oov'emments and 
organimtioas hove token algnlnsl their employees after Ihcir offer of Voitmiary 
Return was accepted by NAB in firms uf Section 7.5{u) nf die NAii Ordiiunci.

fho action or ■ifntit ory
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a: rhe recue;s: ct -he

and the Fro’.i.nces as we!! as Lhe

to the order dated .02.09.201 (■response . '.he

■' the Federal Government an|d (hr 

has also filed its1:.^- report a.s
'.i

.pereons who have offered■.•v ■

vofuntary return pf the monetary gains tliat they acquired through cerrupt

_ practices and sucl offer was accepted by the Chairman. N^B. From the
;

rcports submitted by the Federal Govei and the respective Provincial‘UTicnt

Governments, it aijpears that no depart!
lenial action has been taken ag ain.<:t

the officcrs/emplbyees of differeni
organisations including (Jovt.r

had voluntarily retimed illegally

Pe«on ac.u.ed orcorrup.i^

acquired tnon naiyf

n or
.comipt practices vcjluntecrs to offer tp r ttpm the amount h

« has pocket !d or
gained >■ through illegal means /fima facie, 'I hold I anycannot

. Govemment/Public Office, as the vej of his offering the voluLryact

return falls within the t^efin/f/on.of'Wconducf"
i^nder the service hi Innd-^/^■rorfn;t,atipncrtoc/p/mur,ppJ,^ /

I
accused person(sJ.j The !

r’^pon filed by the NAB menti /
ms that vndreds of employees/civil I

i'crpinhi.others who have I
i'^^mtarily returrld the

■amounts in terms of ScUn
(ihief) are stlH ^ojo^mg their office, wi

'Without being^'^mtinentiil opposed to anyproceedings which h
as further ^^hiplied Checountry. corruption h the

i4. This i ;"«=lip„o,^UiepdrtolUied
“partmental autiioritithe accused has 4S tow[ird.spatronizedcy- “|'•™Ption.l|rpravidu.g,

>vindow to th« NAh .^s

v;.:■Kl;.
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mount of co'mJption/corrupt practice coni

4:

a
nue inf their

} t:

Primarily, the concept oJ voluntary return under the Ordinjyice. : 

accused agairst whom* the proceedings \'ere y^t to '
I

•y olTelrIng . :i

[:

appn lached the NAD

. the Mrcngth of some

'5.

• 1
authorities

,
return of the amounts illegally gained by rijem.or acquiree
however, wes side tra|:ked and instead the acct.sjd perions

:ompljiini
j

f Scctlion-

t

re extended favoOrs hfc the NAB under the garb --m "m
im

(

m
■ ::4l

t.

i

U313 tlifii - : r.:^-
■fn the given circunistanc: :s. what has further disturbed

i- ' • tA- •

die amounts so collected by the N/^B in installments or odict.viie i 

being dcpo.sited in ii5 entirety with

fevnhwith, instead

0 j,
IS riot 'm !

he concerned Govemment/Di 

soDjc of the amou|t under the garb of Rules

for distribution to its ofncial

^^1
ejartmdnl- !ffi ■

iiPmmi I ^ herwiscor 0
is retained by the NAB authorities !i- towarcls

r'V. award.1 I

®! • r
7. We inquired from the P \-

rose'euter General. NAB. to pro ride ut• t: '
the details of the ■

te amounts of voli^tary' return :
recovered ftx>m differcnl

!!

1
■••r

•i'
i: .
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1

hich ihey have dcposite|d wiih the difTerent Governments. Ihest

.11.2016 positively. Likewise, the 

as the Advocate Generals of th r • 

:.M.A.No.6376 filed by Ute NAB I)

amounts w

details should reach this Coqrt by 0;

Atiomcy General for Pakistan as wel 

Provinces shall handover the copits of' 

the Secretao', Estoblishmem Pivib.iori 

I four provinces, who in turn shall 

proceedings against the accuset! per 

^ voluntarily returned the amounts und 

I besides they shall fiirlher provide

departments liave received from the NA 3 in terms ofSeclion 25(a) (Ibict).

mI-

! |5

i
incUth&pQ4fp^^£retaries of all die. 

initiation of department il &ensure
i

ions mentioned therein who lia' c 

jrSection 25(a) of the Ordinaries, 

the dkails of the amounts which differed

;
I

• v-

;• I !
We, therefore, direct the Sicretory, establishment Division aid ■■j9.

i .
I. all the Chief Secretaries of the Provinc^iio ensure initiation of deporimet tal . 
1
^ proeceding.s forthwith against the empbycc.s mentioned in C.M.A.No.6:76 

' of 2016 whb have voluntarily returned the amount in terms of Section 25 

^ (a) (ibid), \yjlhoui fiirlher loss of tjnie ai d report compliance.

-vV

i
'i mnlI

In die meanwhile, the Cluirman, NAB. or any other Off|cer 

authorized by him in-this behalf, is retrained from accepting any offc 

voluntary return in term.s of Section 2 »(a) of the Ordinance. The oftlc

10.
*

111
i

of

. i.s

e matter on Oil 1.2C 16. Certified to b(?inifiCoD\
I

k.. ft*,*/.;,'"-.: \ ^ \
C:. I
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< I 5l£?Vr]
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■ Mr. N.A. UuH. ASC (CMA.73(il/l i)..
Mr. Abdul Lutif Afrldi. ASC {CMA7258,7259.& 7293/15) 

. SycdArshad. ASC (CMA.7270& 7274/16)

; 06^12-2016*'D&te of hcariug

QKBtR .
AMIR HaNI MUSLIM. J.- ’rhc Jcurhed AUorney Gaieral

I
to seek instructions from theforj Pakistan has requested for lime 

Government on the issue of exercise if powers by. the Chairman NAB

under Section 25(a) of the NAB Ordinan ;c.

V/e have heard the Prosecutor General N/\B. For want of2.

ieral and Provincial Governments \lime, the matter is adjourned. The Fc 

sliall conclude the dcparuncnlal procect ings against the officials who have!
I

rt compliance. However, no final 

order of rwnoval from service shall be passed against any of the
4-

officials, who have entered into voluntai y return, if the amount of voluntary 

return paid by him is less than 25 lacs.

entered into voluntary return and rcp(

!
\

the restraining order passed against
• ;

officer authorized by him in this 

ritary return in term of Section 25(a). 

ill disposal of these proceedings. To

In the intervening pe/iod, 

the Chairman NAB and or any other

3.

behalf from accepting any offer of vole 

of the NAB Ordinance, shall continue 

come up on 2"** January 2017.
Sd/- Anwar Zaheer Jamali.CJ 
Sd/-Amir Hani Muslim,)

Cc-ftifiiidlo 1)0 iiUi Cupy
\
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' Supremft Court of Pakisiun .
• V r ^OivilJCfhsIho^dhaa'T- 
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C-, •
* the,
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GOVERN^f^^T=i5a°^ KHYBER
LAW. Parliamentary, affairs 

human Rights department

■#mk }

.l/^2012-VOL-kl 
59dEG.2016 ‘NO.

DATED! PESH: the

1’’

Secretary to GoVt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa M-The
Establishment Departmen .. •

<riipreme CdURIllRflENT IMPLEMENTATION—^—
llinnMENT DATED 24-i0-2m ^

Subject: 1/
a

directed to refer .t/i^our Department's letter
.Ote dtted -----ora st^et

rt r24"lo"^l'/that"a° the'very fct of offering ihe Voluota^Return tells 

tee ^eflnkion of miscon^^ under the Sendee law nd call

disciplinary action against the accused Icolfrf vide
initiation of departmental proceedings. The Supremd Court

Order Sheet dated 17-11-2016 in SMIC No. 17/2016 ibid held that n thei rnpn
final adverse/ removal OrLer shall be. passed against any bf ith-

Nd.SP(E'Dear Sir,
am

ensure the

f time no 
effectee.

ated 06-112-

conclude the departmental proceed|ngs against the officia s whoJiW ertte te 

into Voluntary Return and report cornpliance. However, no fmal ordel q ref -
from service shall be passed against any of the ' 's

amount of vblunfary return paid by him is idss than ,25

i

voluntary return, if the 
lacs.i

The process/ proceed ngs have not been stopped 
' Court Therefore, the disciplinary proceedings is to be processed, by, the 

“ - Competent Authorities ' of the concerned Officers including ^loyees 
mentioned in Para-3 of the letter under reference, but no final Order of Remov^ 
from Service shall be passed against the Officers till further Order/decisidn of 
the Supreme Court in the aboye mentioned SMC No,17/2016. ;

3.
I

.'I

Yours Faithfully.

■1V-■
Section OfficerifOili

■■
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IN THE SUPREMli COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Original/Appeliant Jurisdiction)
PRESENT!
Mr. Justice Umar Ata Bandial, CJ 
Mr. Justice S ayycd Mazahar AU Akbar Naqvi 
Mrs. Justice Ayesha A. Malik

I

!-
SMC N0.17 OF 2016. CMA N0.6374 OF 2016 IN SMC N0.17 OF
2016. CMA N0.7308 OF 2016 tW CRP NIL OF 2016 IN SMC N0^17
OF 2016. CM^N0T7312r75lil778r5. 78S2. 7270. 7274. 7278
AND 7647 OF 2016 m CR^i|l o¥2016 IN SMC N0.17.0F 2016,
CIVIL PETITION NO. 1338 OF 8014 AND CMA N0.62lb-0F 2014.
CIVIL APPEALS N0.67 AND ISO OF 2015. CIVIL PETITIONS
NQ.43S6 AND! 5104 OF 2017. CIVIL APPEAL W0.24 OF 2018.
rPimWAL PRO. PETITION WO 123 OF 2018 IN SMC 17 OF 2016

\

AND CP NO.S48.K OF 2018

Suo Moto Action to examine the mres of Section 25(a) of NAB 
Ordinance, 1999, etc.

In attendance : Mr. Mumtaz Vousaf 
Additional Prosecutor General NAB 
Ch. Aauir Rehman
Additional Attorney General for 
Pakistan
Malik W^eem Mumtaz 
Additions Advocate General Punjab 
Sordaf Ali Raza
Additional Advocate General, KP 
Mian Aziz Ahmed,
Director Legal (Prosecution), KP 
Rana M. Faisal, AAO 
Syed Zulfiqar Abbas Naqvi, ASC 
Khawaja Azhar Rasheed, ASC 
Mr. Liaq It Ali Tareen, ASC 
Mr. Farooq H. Naek, Sr.ASC 
Mr. M. S^oaib Shaheen, ASC 
Mr, Shozib Masud, ASC

Mr. SauUtRizvi
Additioniil Advocate General Sindh 
Mr. Saleem iUchtar Buriro 
Addition^ Prosecutor General Sindh 
(via video link, Karachi)
Mr. Zoheer^ud'Din Babor 
Deputy Secretarv S&GAD 

: 08.03.2023

1
?

»

t

Date of Hearing

ORDER

UMAR ATA BANDIAL. CJ.-
SMC N0.17 OF 2016 AND CMA ko.6374 OF 2016

The vires of Section 25(n) of the; National/
'iI

Accountability Ordinance, 1999 (NAO) arc under challenge in

ESTED
6oifroruoiulAVfloc/.ito
aupromoCoiirioiPaklsiani>i.1 I.

CamScanner
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.2*SSKUiWl*. tv
these suo rnofo proceedings. Learned Additional Attorney 

Genera) for Pakistan has point :d out that as o result of the 

aniendmcnis made in June, 20J12 in thc NAO 1999, proviso to 

Section 15(a) has been amende ] to apply to Section 25 of the

k

NAO 1999 as a whole. As a result, the penally of disqualiHcation 

from holding public office is equally applicable to the situation 

covered by Section 25(a) as well as section 25(b).

From the foregoing amendment in the law it is clear 

that the objection of the suo moi o proceedings initiated vide our * 

order dated 24.10.2016 has teen addressed. Consequently, 

these proceedings have fructified . and are disposed of 

accordingly. C.M.A. No.6374 of 2014 for impleadmeni is also 

disposed of.

2.

CMA NO.7a08 OF 2016 IN CRP NIL OP 2016 IN SMC N0.17 OV
2016. CMAa MQ.7312. 7S81. 78115. 7852. 7270. 7274. 7278 AND
7647 OF 2016 IN CRP NIL OF 2016 TN SMC N0.17 OF 2016.

L4 AWD CMA N0.6210 OF 2014.CIVIL PETITIOW WO.1338 OF 20
CIVIL APPEALS N0.67 AND ISO OF 2015. CIVIL PETITIONS
W0.4356 AWD 5104 OP 2017. CmL APPEAL W6.24 OF-2018.
CRIMINAL ORG. PETITION NO.1^3 OF 2018 IW SMC 17 OF 2016
AND CP NO.S48-K OF 2018

These matters are connected with SMC No. 17 of \ •3.

2016 which has been disposed df by our above order. Parties in 

these matters are not present. Ofiice shall notify the learned 

AORs/ASCs and fix these matteis separately.

Sd/-HCJ
Sd/-J
Sd/.J

CcMHicdtobCfruc %j;y

Senlor/CourtA^sdaato

T./O8ji>>eo2ao9:.
^^*ftV»*ir5Ul9n Fee .

JT •'/Opy i'oo In:___________
VoufI Fco
■;el9 of Cjrrfp’tlla.T of Cop'/ 

t!P!5 6.' Uoflvof/ of Cnry ^ 
Comp.i.'CftJ hy.'Pf'p.’ilr';

T

-7^9. , ..................

CamScanner



f-

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Original Jurisdiction)

PRESENT:
MR. JUSTICE UMAR ATA BANDIAL, CJ
MR. JUSTICE UAZ UL AHSAN
MR. JUSTICE SYED MANSOOR ALI SHAH

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

Imran Ahmad Khan Niazi v. 
for Federation of Pakistan 

through Secretary, Law and 
Justice Division, Islamabad 
and another

Const.P.21/2022 
(Under Article 184(3) 
striking down the amendm snts 
made through the National 
Accountability (Amendir ent) 
Act, 2022 and the Natisnsd 
Accountability 
Amendment) Act, 2022 for 
being ultra vires to the 
Constitution)

1.
(Second

Imran Ahmad Khan Niazi v. 
Federation of Pakistan 
through Secretary, Law and 
Justice Division, Islamabad. 
and another

C.M.A.5029/2022 
IN Const.P.21/2022 
(Stay)

2.

: Khawaja Haris Ahmad, Sr. ASC 
Dr. Yasir Aman Khan, ASC 
Assisted bv:
Mr Isaam Bin Haris, Advocate 
Ms. Zaynib Chaudhary, Advocate 
Mr Muhammad Hashim Waqar, 
Advocate
Barister Faiza Asad, Advocate 
Mr Muhammad Shoaib Hyas, Advocate

For the Petitioner{s) / 
Applicant(s)

: Mr Muhammad Makhdoom Ali Khan, 
Sr. ASC
Mr Anis Muhammad Shahzad, AOR 
Assisted by:
Mr Saad Muhammad Hashmi, 
Advocate
Mr Umair Muhammad Malik, Advocate 
Kh Aizaz Ahsan, Advocate 
Mr Yawar Mukhtar, Advocate 
Kh Azeem Armaghan, Advocate 

. Mr Waqar Umar Farooq, Advocate

Federation / Respondent 
No.Ol

Chi Aamir Rehman, Addl. AGP 
Malik Javed Iqbal Wains, Addl. AGP 

a Shafqat Abbasi, DAGRaj

NAB/Respondent No.02 : Mr Mumtaz Yousf, Addl. Prosecutor 
Geieral

\ •
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ii^
Mr. Muhammad Sattar Awan, Deputy
Prosecutor General
Qazi Babar Irshad, Special Prosecutor
Geijieral
BaiTister Syeda Jugnu Kazmi, Special 
Prosecutor General

Date of Hearings : 19. 37.2022 15.11.2022 10.02.2023
37.2022 16.11.2022' 14.02.2023
38.2022 17.11.2022 15.02.2023
38.2022 06.12.2022 16.02.2023
09.2022 07.12.2022 21.02.2023
10.2022 08.12.2022 22.02.2023
10.2022 12.12.2022 23.02.2023
10.2022 13.12.2022 14.03.2023
10.2022 14.12.2022 15.03.2023,
10.2022 10.01.2023 16.03.2023
10.2022 11.01.2023 16.05.2023
10.2022 12.01.2023 18.08.2023
10.2022 17.01.2023 29.08.2023
10.2022 18.01.2023 30.08.2023
11.2022 19.01.2023 31.08.2023
11.2022 07.02.2023 01.09.2023
11.2022 08.02.2023 and
11.2022 09.02.2023 05.09.2023

29.
05.
19.
01.
04
05
06
10 \11
12
18
19
24,
08

i 09
1 10i

14(

JUDG MENT

UMAR ATA BAND1AL« CJ;

Surah Al-Anfal. Verse 27:
“O ye that believel b itray not the trust of Allah 
and the Messenger, nor misappropriate knowingly 
things entrusted to you.”

('lYanslation by Yusuf Ali)

Tlirough the present Constitu tion Petition No.21 of 2022 the

petitioner has challenged the amendments made to the National

Accountability Ordinance, 19 99 {“NAB Ordinance”) by the

National Accountability (Amendment) Act, 2022 (“First t

Amendment”) and the National Accountability (Second

Amendment) Act, 2022 (“Se eond Amendment”) (collectively

referred to as the “2022 Amendments”).

Origins and Content of the Unamended NAB Ordinance

Before delving into the facts giving rise to the present2.
\

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

{
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1make out a reasonable case against the accuse 
charged under clause (vi) or clause (vii) of sut 
section (a) of section 9.

Section 21(g) omitted.21. International Cooperation Request for 
mutual legal assistance: The Chairman NAB c r 
any officer authorized by the Federal 
Government may request a Foreign State to do 
any or all of the following acts in accordance 
with the law of such State:—

I

(g) Notwithstanding anything contained in the 
Qanun-e'Shahadat Order 1984 (P.O. 10 of 198'^) 
or any other law for the time being in force all 
evidence, documents or any other material 
transferred to Pakistan by a Foreign Govemmer t 
shall be receivable as evidence in legm 
proceedings under this Ordinance;

25i y6luiita^:T'etum.and plea bargain: :.; .
(b) Where at any time diter 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 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 screes 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:

ETovided further that in esse of failure of 
accused to make payment in accordance with the 
plea barg€iin agreement approved by the Court, the 
agreement of plea bargain shall become inoperative 
to the rights of the parties immediately.

25. Voluntary return and plea bargMn: ...
(b) Where at any time after the authorization of 
investigation, before or after the commencemert 
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 consideratiojn 
the facts and circumstances of the case, accept 
the offer on such terms and conditions as h e 
may consider necessary, and if the accused 
agrees to return to the NAB the amoui it 
determined by the Chairman, NAB, tie 
Chairman, NAB, shall refer the case for the 
approval of the Court, or as the case may be, th e 
Appellate Court and for the release of ti e 
accused.

v(

i

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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t
Whereas prior to the 2022 Amendments the NAB Ordinance

applied to all persons in Pakistan after the 2022 Amendments the

scope' of NAB Ordinaince has been significantly restricted with

nearly 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 ac ing on their behalf. However, even

iif the NAB manages to overcbme the exceptions listed in the

amended Section 4 of the NAB Ordinance the jurisdictional hurdle

of an accused having caused a :ninimum loss of Rs.500 million or

more would still need to be crossed. If that is not done the accused

will be ousted from the jurisdiction of the NAB. Tlierefore, it is only

when the requirements of Section 4 and Section 5(o) of the NAB

Ordinance {as altered by the 2022 Amendments) are satisfied can

the accused person be inquired/investigated into by the NAB and

be tried in the Accountability Court.

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

explanations to Section 9(a)(v) coupled with the omission of Section

21 (g) that permitted the admiss ion of foreign evidentiary material

in legal proceedings under the mutual legal assistance regime set

up by the United Nations Convention against Corruption, the

burden cast on the prosecution to establish that a holder of public

office has accumulated unaccounted domestic (or foreign) assets

beyond his means has been malde formidable. Along with that the

presumption noted in Section 14(c) has also been deleted. The

result of these amendments r slating to proof of the offence of

accumulated assets beyond means will be that in the

i
i

r

\-

r
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ll^
iv. It has altered the ingredients of the offences listed in Section 

,9(a)(v), (vi) and (ix) of the NAB Ordinance [refer Section 8 of 
‘the First Amendment];

V. ;It has given Accountability Courts the power to grant bail to; 

accused persons [refer Section 8 of the First Amendment];

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 21(g) of the NAB Ordinance which 

allowed evidentiary materiad transferred by a foreign 

Government to be receivat le as evidence in legal proceedings 

notwithstanding the pro^isions 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 investigation from 90 days to 14 

days [refer Section 16 of the First Amendment].
On 25.06.2022 the petitioner filed the titled

VI.

\

5.

Constitution Petition with the pmyer that the First Amendment be

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

Rights of the people of Pakistanfor violating the Fundamental

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

dignity of man), 19A (right t3 information), 24 (protection of

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

the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 (“Constitution”).

The first hearing in the case took place on 19.07.2022.6.

During the course of the petitioner's arguments the Second

Amendment also became an Act of Parliament on 12.08.2022. The

significant features of this amendment are:

i. Its provisions have deemed effect from the date of 
commencement of the NAB Ordinance i.e., 01.01.1985 [refer 
Section 1(2) of the Second Amendment];

1

i.



Ji

Con«t.P.21/2022 etc. 54

*
Conclusion

On the basis of the above discussion the Covirt holds:48.

The titled Constitution Petition is maintainable on account of
violating Articles 9 (secmity of person), 14 {inviolability of

.dignity of man), 24 {protection of property rights) and 25
{equality of citizens) of the Constitution and for affecting the
pubUc at large because ur lawful diversion of State resources
'from public development projects to private use leads to 
\
ipoverty, declining quality of life and injustice.

ii. i Section 3 of the Second Amendment pertaining to Section 

*5{o) of the NAB Ordinance that sets the minimum pecuniary
threshold of the NAB at Rs.500 million and Section 2 of the 
2022 Amendments perteining to Section 4 of the NAB 
Ordinance which limits th'S application of the NAB Ordinance 

,by creating exceptions For holders of public office are 
declared void ah initio insofar as these concern the 
references filed against elected holders of public office and 
references filed against pejrsons in the service of Pakistan for 

I the offences noted in Section 9{a){vi)-{xii) of the NAB 
^Ordinance;

iii. ‘Section 3 of the Second Amendment and Section 2 of the’ 
i2022 Amendments pertai iing to Sections 5{o) and 4 of the 
,NAB Ordinance are declared to be valid for references filed
against persons in the Service of Pakistan for the offences 
listed in Section 9{a){i)-(v) of the NAB Ordinance;

1.

o

(

iv. The phrase ‘through corrupt and dishonest means’ inserted
i

in Section 9{a){v) of the NAB Ordinance along with its 
Explanation II is strdck down from the date of 

commencement of the First Amendment for references filed 
' against elected holders of public office. To this extent Section 
’ 8 of the First Amendment is declared void; 

v. ^ Section 9{a){v) of the NAB Ordinance, as amended by Section 
8 of the First Amendmert, shall be retained for references

. filed against persons in ths service of Pakistan; 
Section and14 Section 21(g) of theVI.

i

i
f

\
i

i
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|NAB Ordinance are restored from the date of commencement 

of the First Amendment. Consequently, Sections 10 and 14 
[of the First Amendment are declared void; and 

vii. The second proviso to Seciion 25(b) of the NAB Ordinance is 
‘declared to be invalid from the date of commencement of the 

Second Amendment. The'efore, Section 14 of the Second 
Amendment is void to this extent.

On account of our above findings, all orders passed by

\ •

49. I
the NAB and/or the Accountabillity Courts placing reliance on the
above Sections are declared null and void and of no legal effect. 

Tlierefore, all inquiries, investigations and references which have 
been disposed of on the basis of the struck down Sections are 
restored to their positions prior to the enactment of the 2022 
Amendments and shall be deemed to be pending before the 

relevant fora. The NAB and all Accountability Courts are directed 
to proceed with the restored prDceedings in accordance with law. 

The NAB and/or all other fora shall forthwith return the record of 
all such matters to the relevant fora and in any event not later 
than seven days from today v^hich shall be proceeded with in 
accordance with law from the same stage these were at when the 
same'were disposed of/closed/retumed.

The titled Constitu'tion Petition is allowed in these50.
1

terms.

Sd/-
Chief Justice

Sd/-
Judge

I dissent and have attached 
my separate note.

Sd/-
Judge

t
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4
Sved Mansoor Ali ^hah J,- I have read the judgment 

authored by the Honhle Chief Justice of Pakistan to which my 
learned brother Justice Ijaz ul Ahsan has concurred (“majority 
judgment”) provided to me last night. With great respect, I could 

not make myself agree to it. Due to the paucity of time, I cannot 
fully record reasons for my dis >ent and leave it for my detailed 
opinion to be recorded later. Ho^ i^ever, in view of the respect that I 

have for my learned colleagues and for their opinion, 1 want to 

explain, though briefly, why l am unable to agree with them.
In my humble opin on, the primary question in this > 

case is not about the alleged lopsided amendments introduced in 
the NAB law by the Parliament ljut about the paramountcy of the 

Parliament, a house of the chosen representatives of about 240 
million people of Pakistan. It is about the constitutional 

importance of parliamentaiy democracy and separation of powers 
between three organs of the State. It is about the limits of the 
jurisdiction of the Court com])rising unelected judges, second 
judging the purpose and policj 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 cons titutional provision.

The majority judgme nt has fallen short, in my humble 
opinion, to recognize the constitutional command that 'the State 

shall exercise its power and authority through the chosen 
representatives of the people' knd to recognize the principle of 

trichotomy of powers, which is the foundation of parliamentary 
democracy. The majority has f^en prey to the unconstitutional 
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 of the Supreme Court. Without 

setting out a clear and objective test for determining how the 

claimed right to have accountability of the parliamentarians is an 
integral part of any of the fundamental rights guaranteed under 
the Constitution, the majority judgment through a long winding 

conjectural path of far-fetched ‘in turn” effects has tried hard to 
“ultimately^ reach an appreher ded violation of the fundamental 
rights. The majority judgment has also fallen short to appreciate

2.

3.
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that what Parliament has dene, Parliament can undo; the 

legislative power of the Parliament is never exhausted. If the 
Parliament can enact the NAB la v, it can also repeal the entire law 

or amend the same.
For these and further reasons to be recorded in my 

detailed opinion later, with gr^at respect, I disagree with my 

learned brothers and dismiss this petition.

4.

Sd/-
Judge

Islamabad,
15*^ September, 2023. 
Approved for reporting.
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GOVERNMENT OMCHYBER PAKHTOpKBj 
I>UBL1C HEALTH ENGG: DEPA^l1)0^
Dated Peshawar, the November 25^ 2020

ORDER
Nii.sofESTn/pnpn/i5-y^3ni7/NAB/VRi yVHEREAS, In compliance with the Supreme 
Court of Pakistan Orders dated 24-10-2016 
No.17 of 2016 and CMAs No.7126/2016 & 7^78/2016 respectively, the following officers 
of the Public Health Engineering Departmeni were proceeded against under the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants {Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, due to their 
involvement In VR case with National Accourtabllity Bureau:-

and 06-12-2016 passed in Suo Motu Case

th designationName wS.No.
Mr. Amjad All,
Superintending Engineer (BPS-19),
PHE Circle Peshaj/ar___________ _
Mr. Shaukat Rehnan,
ExecutiveiEnginefir (BPS-18),
PHE Division Bulkl Water Supply Mansehra

1.

2. \ •

AND WHEREAS, for the: said ait/omission specified in rules-3(b)(c) of the 
rules ibid, they were served with charge sheets/statements of allegations.

AND WHERE/^, Mr. Masood Secretary Law, Parliamentary Affairs

8i Human Rights Department, Government 
Inquiry Officer to conduct de-novo inquiry, vj/ho submitted the Inquiry report.

4_ and WHEREAS, Show Cause Notices, containing tentative major penalty
of from Service", were served ipon the above-named accused officers, to
which they submitted their replies.
5 NOW, THEREFORE, the Compkent 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)(il) 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.

2.

3.
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa was appointed as

SECRETARY TO
GOVT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT
natsd Peshpwar. thq November 25. 7P2QPndet! No.SOrPgrrVPHFD/lS-2/2017/NAB/yR!

•lary action to the:-Copy forwarded for Information 8i neces
1. Principal Seaetary to Chief Minister, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. Chief Engineer (South) PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa P^^^^a
4. Chief Engineer (North) PHE Department Pa^tunl^wa P^hawar
5. All Superintending Engineers PHE Depariment Khyter Pa^tunkhwa
6. All-Executive Engineers PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
7. PS to Chief Secretary. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
8. PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
9. Officers concerned.
10. Office order /Personal Files, SECTION OFFICHUESrnJ*''

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

APPEAL AGAINST DISCRIMINATED ACTION WHILE
DECIDING THE i CASE NO. 17/2016 (DISCIPLINARY
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST OFFICERS OF PHE DEPARTMENT
FOR VR UNDER NAB ORDINANCE IN COMPLIANCE OF
SUPREME COURT ORDER DATED 24-10-2016 and 06-12-2019
PASSED IN SUO MOTO CASE N0.17 OF 2016.

Subject: -

Respected Sir,

I have honor to submit:

1. That, the undersigned is a civil servant working in Public Health Engineering 

Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 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 with the sense of devotion, commitment and 

delivered effectively. Being highly motivated and pro-active officer of PHED, the 

dedication and commitment has a ways been eulogized by seniors, reflected as 

their remarks in yearly Performance Evaluation Reports. Before joining PHED in 

1995, the undersigned was working in WAPDA as Junior Engineer and was offered 

this service without any test/interview after graduating from NWFP UET Peshawar 
by winning “GOLD MEDAL” i:i Civil Engineering in 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 t ngineering. During the stay at WAPDA, the 

undersigned also gained first positi )n in the pre-induction trainings both at T^bela 

and Faisalabad. With this brilliant academic record, the Government of the 

Netherlands offered a fellowship for Post-Graduation in 2008 which the 

undersigned completed successful y 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.
2. That, the undersigned is being departmentally proceeded purportedly for
3. availing the benefit of Section 25(a) of the National Accountability Ordinance 

1999 (i.e. Volxmtary Return) pursiiant to the judgment of the Honorable Supreme 

Court ofPakistan dated 24-10-2016 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 Government Servants (Efficiency & Disciplinary) Rules

1 I P a g e
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SO(ESTT)/PHED/15-2/2017/NABA^R dated2011 was imposed vide order No.
25-11-2020.

5. That with profound respect, the sai l 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 ;ind Rule 11 of the E&D Rules.
6. That, the august Supreme Court of Pakistan in Suo Moto Case No. 17/2016 had 

noticed that in terms of Section-25(£.) of NAB Ordinance, the NAB authorities.after 

issuance of call up notices suggest to the accused that they may opt to come forward 

with the offer of voluntary return of the amount that have allegedly been acquired 

or earned illegally by them. Section-25(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
j .

was instituted to examine the vires of Section-25 (a) ibid vis -a-vis the un-bridled 

power of Chairman NAB to accept 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 me tter in court treating it as a petition under article 

184(3) of the Constitution.
7. Keeping in view the position mentioned 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 subnission of details, the court ordered vide order 
sheet dated 06-12-2016 to conclude departmental proceedings against officials 

who have entered into voluntary reWn, however no final order of removal from 

service shall be passed against aAy 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, Secretary 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 frcm 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 fin ther order is not mentioned in the said judgment. 
To make it more clear, till further order, as mentioned in the letter dated 29-12- 
2016 of Law Department would nieans till decision of the issue of Section-25 (a) 

of the NAB Ordinance and till tlie time, departments were restrained from any 

adverse action against defaulting officials inspite of conclusion of departmental 
proceedings against them, as the is me of section 25(a) could be decided either way 

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

4
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hence adverse action was restrained till finalwould be bad in such a situation, 

decision of the case.

8. In order to make the status clear th i undersigned along-with other officials of the
Stan filed CMAs No. 339/2017, 7126/2016 &different departments all over Paki 

7278/2016 for impleadment in Sue Moto Case No. 17/2016 which were clubbed 

together and the Supreme Court, while disposing such CMA’s in its judgment 
dated 15-01-2020 noted that this natter is pending since 2016 and with it some 

other cases, are also listed of the persons who have entered the benefit under 

Section-25 (a) of the ordinance and heir cases are un-necessarily being not decided 

because of pendency of this issu^. 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 parliament instead of this court deciding the issue 

and those have submitted CMA fer 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.
9. That, SMC-17/2016 has been disposed of on 08-03-2023 (Copy Attached as 

Annexure-A) with the remarks that;
**From the foregoing amei dment in the law it is clear that the objection 

of the sou-moto proceedings initiated vide our order dated 24-10^2016 

has been addressed* Cinsequently, these proceedings have been 

fructified and are disposed of accordingly**.

These new amendments are also sub-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 

&55 are attached as Annexure-B).
10. Public Health Engineering Departnent (PHED) took it otherwise, as departmental 

proceedings were concluded against the officers who entered into VR under 

Section-25(a). The right course wjuld 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.

11. The immediate appeal has been )laced at the disposal of competent authority 

against the discriminated treatment with the undersigned while conducting the 

departmental proceedings as dest ed by the Supreme Court of Pakistan on the 

following grounds.

(a) In Public Health Engineering E epartment (PHED), 28 officers from BPS-17 to 

20 who entered into VR unde:’ 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 wfere imposed on different groups although the

3 1 P a g e



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
ilty of “Censure” on 13-09-2019 (Detail iswere imposed with minor pen 

attached as Annexure-C); 9 officers 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), whereas two officers were imposed with major 

penalty of “Reduction to lowe 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 case. The plea of the department was that the two 

officers including the undersigr.ed whose VR amount is more than 2.500 (M)

given the major penalty aid 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
)urt dated 06-12-2016 is concerned, the KPK

were

far as the order of Supreme Ci 
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 zm go either way. (Copy of the decision of the 

Service Tribunal is attached as Annexure-F).

(b) If this plea of the PHED department is considered as correct that the Supreme 

Court of Pakistan in its order d£ ted 06-12-2016 has directed to proceed against 
the officers whose VR amount is more that 2.500 (M) and impose major 
penalties that in the similar nature of cases in other departments of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, the most of offic ers were either exonerated from the charges or 

given minor penalties who also availed the facility of VR under Section-25(a). 

For instance, Mr. Fazal Hussaia S/0 Faqir Hussain (PMS Officer of BPS-19) 
who has availed the facility of VR in two different cases amounting to Rs.

1570 in the VR List of NAB attached as36,32,707/- in 2013 (at S.No 

Annexure-G) and Rs. 54,65,554/- in 2014 at|1839 (the amount is high'^r than 

the threshold of Rs. 25,00,000/- as fixed by the Supreme Court in its order dated
06-12-2016 but after the depart mental proceedings he has been given the clean 

chit by exonerating him from all the charges and promoted.

(c) In Police department, DIG Mazhar ul Haq Kakakhel was not'only exonerated 

from the charges but also promoted to BPS-20 although he also availed the 

facility of VR amounting to Ri. 65,00,000/- in 2014 (at S.No.1846). In Local 
Government Department, Miss Tahira Yasmih, (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 amounting to Rs. 43,83,707/- respectively (at S.No.
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2197.&2198)butno adverse action was taken against both of them. Mr. Ikhlaq 

Ahmed S/0 Abdul Aziz working as Municipal Engineer in Local Government 
also escaped from the departm(ntal 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 facility of VR were not only exonerated from the 

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 £ pplication 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 wets also in the list of VR were promoted ahead of 

the undersigned creating an embarrassing and demoralizing position.
(d) This appeal has been compilec after conclusion of all such cases influencing 

the current NAB ordinance aid subsequent amendments taken by the last , 
Government pending in the Suf reme 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.
(e) 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) “^^11 Citizens are equal before law and are entitled 

to equal protection of law”.

p.

\-

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 uphold the golden principles, standards and norms of 

fair play, justice and rule of law.

Sincerely Yours,

SHAUKAT RAHMAN 
SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER (H/Q) 

I VO CHIEF ENGINEER (EAST), 
PHED, PESHAWAR

Dated: 05-12-2023
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government of khyber pakhtunkhwa

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG; DEPARTMC^^j
I

NO.SO(Estt)/PHED/1-97/S.E/PF/Shaukat 
Dated Peshawar, the March 14, 2024

To

Engr. Shaukat Rehman (BS-19»,
Superintending Engineer PHE Circle, Malakand at Timergara.
appeal AGAINST DI.qrRTM [NATED ACTION WHILE DECIDING THE 
CASE NO.17/2016 fPISCTPLInary proceedings AGAINST OFFICERS 
Q? PHE DEPARTMENT FOR VR UNDER NAB ORDINANCE IN 
compliance: of SUPRgMg mURt ORER dated 24.10.2016 AND 
Q_6.12.201Q PASSED IN SUQ MOTO CASE NO. 17 OF 201^

Subject:

I am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to Inform that Govt, 
of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appeal) Rules, 1986, provides that (aj 
"Appellate Authority" means the officer or authority next above the competent 
authority, the above rule further provides that (1) "A Civil Servant aggrieved by an 
order passed or penalty imposed by the a mpetent authority reiadng to the terms and 
conditions of service may, within thirty days from the date of communication of the 
order to him, prefer an appeal to the appei ate authority:

Provided that where a order is made by the Govt, there shall be no appeal but 
the civil servant may submit a review petition".

to submit your appeal to the competentYou are, therefore, advised 
authority (Appellate Authority), please. 
End; As above. W/

M'KHAN)(SHE
SECTION officer (ESTT)

FMn<;T; No Hate as above:
Copy forwarded to the:

1) PS to Secretary PHE Department 
7\ PA to Additional Secretary PHE C epartment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
3) PA to Deputy Seeretary-I, PHE Dapartment Khyber Pakhtunjchwa Peshawar.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

1 KHAN)(SHER'A.
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

m CamScanner



GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PI DLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

0< ted Pcsliawar, the September 13, 2019

4• i
-

WORDER
No.so(ESTT^/PHEn/is-2/20i7/NAB/VRi WHEREAS, In compliance with the Supreme Court 
of Pakistan Orders dated 2‘1-10*2D16 and 06-12-2016 passed In Suo Motu Case No.l7 of 2016 
and CMAs No.7l26/2016 & 7278/2016 respective ^ the following ofOcers of the Public Health 
Engineering Department were proceeded against jnder the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 
Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, due to lliclr Involvement In VR case with National 
Accountability Bureau:-

S.No. Name with designationName with designation
Mr. Ishrat Ali, ' "
Superintending Engineer (BPS-19), 
PHE Orclo Mardan ___________
Mr. Qaiser Zaman,
Superintending Engineer (BPS-19), 
PHE Circle Merged Areas Peshawar

S.No.
1. Mr. Amll Muhammad

Executive Engineer (BPS-18),
PHE Division Charsadda_________
Mr. Shahzada Bchram,
Executive Engineer (8PS-18) PHED 
(presently on deputation to Housing 
Department!

9.

2. 10.

3. Mr. Muhammad Sadiq (BPS-18),
Superintending Engineer (OPS!.
PHE Grcle Kohat
Mr. Gul Shahid (BPS-18),
Superintending Engineer (OPS),
PHE Qrde Bannu_________
Mr. Kaiser Farooq (OPS-18), 
Superintending Engineer (OPS), ^ 
PHE Orclc Malakand atTimero.ira 
Mr. Muharnmad.Yousaf;' 7^. 

/Executive Engineer (SPS*l?j 
iPHE Division Swabi^'L ___
>lr. Walayac Ullah,' ..}
, Executive Engineer (BPS-IB),
PHE Division D.I. Khan'."

Mr. Shahfd'Mehmo6cf/S?^
' Executive Engineer (BP^IB),,
PHE Division Haripur
Mr.'Mir Adam Khan,
Executive Engineer (BPS-18),
PHE Division Merged Areas Peshawar
Mr. Muhammad Faisal Naccm, 
•XEN/Technlcal Officer (BPS-18) o/o 
the C.E (North) PHEO _______
Mr, Yousaf Khan,
Executive Engineer (OPS-18 aedng 
charge! PHE Division Shanqia_____
Muhammad Waseem,
ExecuUve Engineer (BPS-18 acting 
charge! PHE Division Mardan
Mr, Adnan Ahmed,
Executive Engineer (BPS-18 acting 

_charge! PHE Division Abbottabad

11.

•t. 12.

S. ^'13.

6.

7. 15.

8. Mr. Kifayat Ullah,
Executive Engineer (BPS-18), 
PHE Division Kohat

16.

AND WHEREAS, for the said act/omlssion specified in rulC5-3(a) of the rules ibid, 
they v;ere served with charge shccts/statements of allegations.
2.

AND WHEREAS, Mr. Kamran Rchman (PAS BPS-20), Secretary Transport & Mass 
Transit Department, Government of Khyber Pakh unkhwo was appointed as Inquiry Officer, who 
submitted the Inquiry report.

3.

AND WHEREAS, Show Cause Notices, cortiaining tentative minor penalty of 
"Withholding of two increments for two years') were served upon the above-named accused 
officers, to which they submitted their replies.

NOW, THEREFORE, the CompEtent Aulltority, after having considered the 
charges, material on record, Inquiry report of the Inquiry Officer, explanation and personal 
hearing of the officers concerned. In exorcising ^Is powers conferred under Rulc-W(5)(ii) of the 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (^fficicncy & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been 
pleased to impose the minor penalty of "Censure" upon the aforementioned officers.

A.

Scctft.H SECRETARY TO
GOVfT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHV/A 

PUBUC HEALTH ENGG; DEPARTMENT \

s->
/IS' if.'
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GO\^ERNMENT OF KUYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
piJDUC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar, the Februnry 25, 202tL

ki.NOTIFICATTON
>.-o»,.,^,f»urn/i.=o;Mi7/NAB/VR; WHEPEAS, In complinnco with thn
of Pakistan Orders dated 2d-10-2016 and 06-12-::016 passed In Sue Motu J “
and CMAs No7126/2016 8. 7278/2016 respectively, the followino ofOcers ot the Public Meat
^n ineelTng oep^ntent were proceeded against under the Khybor a
Secants (Efflciency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, duj to their involvement In VR case with Nation

■ Accountability Bureau;-
Name witli designationS.No

(BS-17),Mr. Zahid Hussair 
Executive Englne(|r (OPS),
PHF Division Chitial_______
Mst. Amna Wah^id Awan {BS-17), 
Executive Engineer (OPS),
PHF Division Tor Ghar________
Mr. Zahid Ullah (Ei5'17),
Executive Engineer (OPS),
PHE Division Xohistan
Mr. Zeeshan Khar'i (D5-17),

ir (OPS),

1,

. 2.♦ \

3.

4.
Executive Engine 
PHE Division Tank 
i^r, Yasir Rehmar 
Executive Engineer (OPS),
PHE Division Kolal Pal3S, Kohistan
Mr. Iftikhar AhmS ~ ^
flccicjfant EnaineE^r/SDO_fBS-17) PHED
Mr. Sajjad Aii, I 
SDO (BS-17) PH^ Sub Division
TakhNBhai Mardan  ---------------—
Mr. Khurshid Anvfar,
SDO (BS-17) PHLSub Division
Paharpur D.I. Khan_____ _____ _—
Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehrr an,
SDO ms-17) PHE Sub Division Hangu

and whereas, for the said act/o mission speclEed In rules-3(a) of the rules Ibid,
of allegations.

, “4“

\

(BS-17),5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

2.
served with charge sheets/statementsthey were

submitted the inquiry report.
3tices, containing tentaUye major penalty of 
above-named accused officers, to which they4. AND WHEREAS, Show Cause N

"Removal from Service" were served upon the 

submitted their replies.
after having considered the

pleased to Impose the minor penalty of "Stoppage of .innual .ncrementto 

the aforementior\ed officers.

5.

SECRETARY TO
GOVT: OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PUBUC HEALTH ENGG; DEPARTMENT
P.Tf.O

i

t
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nigroRE TTr=; tRTnvrfAL PTiaHAWAR.

SGRVICI; APPEAuNO.
Converted formni oflW.P No. l^^08/2021 

IiitoscrvlccioppM-

FoAtl Hussain, PMS Officer, (BPS-18)
Presently, BOR. Peshawar.................

■r. m>3
C'--

->1 \

p-
(=■'

F

VERSUS
The Govt: ofKP UiroughThe Ctflef Seoetaiy Govt: ofKP Civi. 

Secrctanat?Pe5>io\vflr. ..

The Chief Secretary. KP( Chairrnon PSB) KP, Civil Secretariat 

Peshawar.

The Secretary Establishment, CU'il’Secretariat, Peshawar.

tr
1.

2.
t

3.•a tK

Tlie Sctretaiy haw ,Parlia.'nenla|y& Human Rights Deptt: KP ^ivil 

Secretariat, Peshawar.
4.

I

I
I

appeal TTHPER SECnOl^ 4 OF THE KP'. SERVICE 
1074 'TOR DECLARING THE 

1>EC1S.T0N HOF PSB REGARPTNG DENIAL OE
.PR<:imQTION.TO the appellant onthe basts of
PTr^mPNCV OF VR CASE TN THE SLT*REME COURT QF

WHICH APPFJLLANT WAS NOT
OPINTOH (^F ADVOCATE -GENERAL

OFFICE RECARPTNO. COWSEGOTIVE CONDITION^
PROMOTION.^ ILT/EGAL^UNLAWFUL. CORUhll^ON- 
.ritroiGK iUWCONSTlTUTldWAL. AGAINST TRE~SPJR1T
QF LAW. RULES. PRQMfeoN POLICY *. ANP AS
SUCK THE. SAM E .rS NOT ^USf AHTABLE ANP LIARLE
TQ BE STRUCK DOWN t|RmG INEFFEGKWE~ t>QH
THE RIGHTS OK ARMhLANT.. im.-RECTONT>SN^
MAY BE DHIEGTEP TO GRANT PROMOTION TO.

appellant! Wr™HIT

I
tribunals act.

i
PAKISTAN r-IN
PARTY AND

THE: ANY
I
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Appofll-Na 5965/2021

MCE Tftiq^/fJAL Ptfffff^yyAB
7

DatapMujUljutlon, 06,08,2321 
Date of Ijed^lon ... 02.02.2022

Fazai Hussaln> pm Officer, (BPS-iej Pres
enUy*. 30R, Peshawar,

(Appellant)
!XER513' .

' Pakhtuikhi(va ^ugh Chief Secretary CM( Secretariat-
war and tnree others. (Respondents)
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1
I Masir Mehmood & Taimur Alt Knan, 

Advocates
I

For Appellant
i

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General

t
I

For "espondentsI

aIhMAD SULTAN TAREEtl CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

I

ATIQ-UR-REHMANJi R» r
<
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' of" '-''"T - .J*
judgm'ent. ,.

ATIO-UR-RFHMAN WAZIR ME-jlBER fEI;- Brief facts of the case are vttet

■4S^:

1 ‘

.V*

the appellant being a PMS Officer ir) 3PS-17 was conditionally^ promote to BPS^IB
I

vibe .orde^'da'ted^ 17-d5-&i9’on tire Issue of pendency.of a Suo Mdto case No 'm! , .
t W'.-> ,* ;■

I. • ''' ' l7/25i6 against the appellant In Supreme Court of Pakistan. Sut^i^tiy, the J 

^sam|)s5ue again deba^^ him frdm prorno^or; to .BPS-19/ wn^^p^|(^tion| 

,: ,7;|^e|came.before Rrovtr»c,al Sele:t^ntBoardi(PS3) In Its meet^g^febn 30-12|^

J gpf^-reason^
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PSB, which ms decided vide judgment'dated OB-06-2021 and tha

disposed of ppj the grQuidH)f jurisdiction as his issue being the terms and
> <•

Gonditteh of h<s service dees cone under the ambit of service Tribunal, hence his

case was I

WuS rriferred ^0 th's tribunal for disposal under the law, P'ayers of the 

appellant are that upon acceptance of thO Instant appeal, the impugned decision 

of PSB dated 30-12^020' a# opinion of Advocate General Office dated 23-11- 

20l0 may be set aside and the respondents may be directed to consider 

prometion of the appellant to BPS-19 without any conditionality.

case

i
I

4

Learned counsel for the appellant has. contended that, the Impugned 

dec’sicn cf PSB; dated 30-12-2020 and opinion of advocated general Khyber 

PakhtunKhwa dated 23-11-2020 are agalrjst law, fact and norms of natural justtce, 

hence net tenable and; liab.e to be set aside; that the irhpugned decision of PSB 

and op'OTlon^'advocate geriferal is against the spirit of Justice, fair play, law 

;OiprotTioticns5as-'wen, as against the spirit of Article-2A, 4; 9, lOrA and 25..

C2.

I

I♦

re^

of the» Sonstitution; that the appellant though having been exonerated from the 

charges/.despite tie wasideprivediof his fight of promotion merely due to his name 

available in the-tis^.sgbmitted by the goivemment in Suo Mote case No. 17/2016, .- 

chys the appellant has been made to suffer due to a case In wnich the api>el|ati|fe 

not a ,party, hence the appellant has notlbeen treated In accordance with iaw; tiiat 

the conditional promotion to BP$-18 is against the norms of justice as

jrambtrons.cannot be made with conditions If.otherwise a oerson.li eUglore and.!
* ’ ■ . ' . . [ , ■ ■ .'I

qgaiifred to be. promoted, thusdeny'ng the prDipoUon.to the appel^^qn.the bas^
•.gp.M'ou

of Goris^fe conditional or6motions l$.toteny a9alnist^the law;iemTOlf"P*^~
15 as-^vc-', :• , • . '

d^sloh of the PSB Is Gorum Non me PSe CTli^er recomm
O . v : ^ , i

r^Tornocion or recommend supersession fr^iprOmotlon. ci^^^pfomotio 

instant case tf%re is no sum- grpund> which tor re
^ '^'^-^^^IS^-prombtion.of the appellantj that the supreme;CCluft bftSaj^s^h j 

,2010 semusoi .has heldi5BtJn:iTi4lter Offprei

A

9

I

1

even

<
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and Where discretion or the aolborit^iis involved, then that 

fairness; that the

has nald that the term "Itfe" 

privileges conferred on a

must be owrcised with 

supreme court of Pakistan hi case reported as 2013 SCMR1752

also indfides reputation; status and all other andllary 

citizen by law, thus the decision of not p'omodng the 

appellant without any Just and 'aln reason Is vollaUve of the Articled of the

Constitution, as the same affected the status and reputation of the appellant 

amongst the tiatch-mates and other (service fellows; that in the latest judgment of

august Supreme Court of Pay<itan reported ,as PLD 2013 (CS) 195 (Anita Turab 

case), it has been held that the s.tatutory provisions, rules,, regulations, which 

govern the matter of appointment of civil servants must be followed honestly and

I

scrupuiousV, but the respc-ndents hbve violated the rules In case of the appellant,
' ■ ‘ i- , Ut— IC'I .

v/hich is liable to be set aside; that ijne conduct and attitude of the respondents as 

well ai •t promoting the appeilarit despite availability of post and senior most
‘i ;

Tth good record is against the spirit of ArUcle-2A, 4, 9 and 25 of the Constitution;\ I

'\J^ that eveh High Court in case repprted as 2016 PLC (CS) 569 have held that 

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

recendy In WP No 4970/2018 decided on 19-03-2019, V/P No 1475/2018 decided

on 19-03-2019 and 34S/2018 similar cases have been allcwed wherein promotion

'efused on the basis of pepcing Inquires of NAB; that one of the policewere
’I ■ "i

dfficerf- r^azharul haq ka'<a Khel) h^ve-fceen.glven promotion Co BPS-20 despite the
^,'1. n-i:,,

fact that he made VB. of more than rillllon rupees, but In the Instant case, the

jji*

If r‘f

appel ant has been discriminated Ihrc'ughout; that the august supreme court or
^ ; j- L- I1

PaK^stan nas already oeprecated me orders of promotion with conditionality and
; j I a

‘'eld 1 against the law and norms df justice^
•I

LeamedvA?;  ̂tignai Aqyocate^Gerieral fcr respondents has contended 

nSuo Moto^caseHo W;2016 vide judgment dated-24-l0?20i6j the supreme 

PaKistajv.naa directeprthat voKintary r^ro (VR) ^alls Within the defnitiorKOf , 

therefore all chiet seoretarres of the prcwnce^ were to'iscocO-Uc:
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initiation of departn^nui p'pceedin^s against Its enployafis, who have made VR 

In terms of section 23(o) without further loss of tlnr«; that mcanwhlio the august 

Supreme Court of Paklst&n vide jpe^gment dated IM1-2016 has further directed 

that no final aciverse/romoval order shall be passed against them dn final 

order/decision of the s'jprame court of Pakistan; that the. appellant availed VR 

facility of Rs. 35323707/ and Rs. 54^5554/ and Establishment Department Initiated 

disciplinary proceedings aga'hst hint and as a result of Inquiry conducted against 

him, the appellant was exonerated of ths charges subject to final decision of the 

supreme coj't of PaKistar; that tne PSB- in te meeting held on 19-04-2019 

recommended him 'o‘ promotion frbm BPS-17 to BPS-18 subject to final decision 

of supreme court cas^e 1^ Sup Moto pse No 17/2016 and his promotion notification
• I . ♦ * .T ^ '

after finalization of his iiquiry was finally Issued on 17-05-2019; that case of the 

>0- promztion to BPS’19 was placed before PSB on 30-12-3020 and PSB 

,-edferred his promotion In consuitSdor with advocate general office as there is 

neither any ground nor^ustlfication for two corsecutive ccnditlohal promotions.

,04i, v/e have tiea:'d^ ipamed cputisel for the parties and have perused the 

i^qordp

I
I

t

appelli

Y

3 * • ' i. <1' <

line august Court!of Pakistan In Suo Moto Case No. 17/201.6 had

noticed tha: fn trfrns’df &ctio'n-2?(aJ of the. NAB Ordinance, ,tite NAB authorities 

after issuance of call ufS^oDces suggest to the accused that they may opt to oomei(® 

fdrward with the^offfer b?’voluntary^-etum of the .amount that have allegedly

earned laSg^lly b9 thdm, Section-25(a) ibid erhpdwers the Chairman '

05.^
■I

. ■

- ■ .-.iT; . ■ .

• acquired orI

:] NAB'to cccept'icn- vbiunrarv 'eiutns'ma.cle by the aecusedjpersons; thearrourit is

depositedfn (nstalimarit at the discretion of the Chairman NAB. The
--1

Supferre,Eou;;;,,aisQ iTatlced Chat on payment of certain potfldn of ijte amouni^'
■ ■ ' ' ' ■' li'

... ■, given Cf^. edit by' NAB tQ^l^Otri hfe Job.’
'istlt^l^ina the vlt|l:bfj^n-25(aM^

,glower of t^^fran NAB to.ai^pt^the offer of jSy

Jli-..- z-, l;:-r.. ;■ .riifTv.*-'

,;
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iperson regardless of the Size of the amount by arty mode adopted at h« 

discreuon, Which falls wiihlr the domain of the judciaty, hence the

Placeo before the chief JusUce of Paklston, y^ho directed to fbt the matter m court, 

treating It as a petition under Article 154(3) of the Constitution,

matter was
I

06. Keeping in view the ppsWon ndenOoned above. In the first place, such Suo 
« • •

Hoto was targeted against SpcBon 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 o*' the VR made so far by the 

dvil servants as the VR also comes under the definition of misconduct On 

submission of details, the court ordered vide order sheet dated 06-12-2016 to 

conclude departmental proceedings; against cffidals who have entered Into 

voluntejy^fetum, howe;/€- no final order of removal from service shall be passed 

.^"^ainst any ©f-the officials, who have entared Into voluntary return, If the amount 

of voluntary return pa’d ir/ him is less than 25 lacs. Keeping In view the above

>

J

V^lVf
r

f

order sheet. Secretary Law, vide his letter tfated 29-I2^2016' addressed to
" r o.: if.

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

of removal from service shall be oa$sed against officers till further order/dedston 

of the supreme court in the menboned case SMG No 17/2016, however the words

(

I

till further order is not menticrad in the said judgment To make it more clear. Till 

further o/der, as mentioned iri' tiie let^r dated 29-12-2016 pf Law Department 

would means till decisicnroh the^ issue of section 25(a) of the NAB Ordinance and 

till that time, respondents were restrelned from any adveree action against the 

defaulting officials ihsp te of con:lusiion-of departrnenteVprPpeedlhgs'against them,, 

as the ssue of sefetion 25(3) could be d^ded either way and in case it was 

oeddeo m ^vor of section 25(a); the advert Action taken would be bad in such

case, oj

as departmental proceedings were conc^uofr^. 
against the appellant and the appellant exonerated of the t-iarges

I
I

t

I
I

I

I

.^^^sttuation, hence adve-ss action was restrained tilt final disOsion Of the 

^esponaept took it otherwise.

■I'l .

Vide 0“©t'r -
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M dated 16-W-2619, but such’exoneration was pending UU ffril d^ttion on 

f 1 sectibn 25(^J cf the NAB, Ordnance In SMC No 17/2016- The fight cotrsfl would 

hove been that If the oppeltOnt was held guilty In the VR cese^by the inquiry 

officer, then h that situation^ the penilhf 'cr'die adverse aclon ^ proposed was 

■required to” be kept pending till finpl decision In that owe,-but In case of 

exonerationi the story ended up there ^nd then.

a
•1

■ t

i
I

make his status clear, the appellant also .filed a^A No.07. In orcer to
Sup Moto Case No, 17/2C1S. Not only the 

filed CMAs In this case, which
‘ 339/2017 for his Impleadment in

appellant but many other similarly plated persons
Clubbed together and the supreme cdurt, wMe disposing such CMAs In Its

is pending Since 2016 and With
were
judgment dated i5*Oi-202O noted that this matter

cases; are-alSo'listed of) the persons who nave 

; section'25(a) of.the ordinance ^nd thei.^ cases are un*necessarlly being not 

,PecldeO just because,V pendency pf tnte issue. The Supreme Court In Thls ; 

particular case;advised all-the relevant fUncUonaries to make serious eflbrt^jfn

entered the benefit
Mt’wrhpb

under, I

I

25(a)) ihrojgh an Act of.parlfarr^nt Insteadd^thls
resolving the Issue (of section^, 

court deciding the
issue and those who had scbnltted CMA for impleadpi^'the 

17/2016, were advised that since thayVhad made suCh7ei^n: thelrj 

, p^natouse for which ;mey have legal remedy , a>^ilabl|||

.mo«^appiUi.ns kdudin^,, the Application of the^ppellan^ 

dismissed, whieii:

ri

SIS
i)

M- , . case No
1^; S'

5l»:F

> . i

ni^^ithat they'wei^Suded f f
I • - •«

i I 11.
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7(

li^hep i^as e;<on^palfed oF the charges of VR,
I

^gainst the appellant in the supreme court of Raklsari/ but the respondents
-V-- ^ ^ , ■ .

misinterpreted the lest wordll^s of thp order sheet detad 06-12-2016 of the 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan in Suo Mote Case no 17-2016, wHI:h had slated 

to conclude ceportmentai proceedings against officials who have entered Into

no further ase was pending
#

I

voluntary return and the departments! were also rest*ained from any adverse

acdon against the defeultinroFficials t|ll further orders ofdie august Supreme

Court of Pakistan in the abo^e mentioned case No. 17/2016, but the responden

wafJng for final

, which Is not related to

ction 25Ca) of the NA5 Ordinance.

ceken adverse action twice and arem the instant case had

decision of the^ugust Supreme Court olf Paicstan In ,a ase 

the.appel^nt., mther,it.rel3fes to Oie vlrte of se;
I

3)nd-tlpnai.proTK)tion CO BPS-

onal as the appe lant had been exonerated
■fiel)irig inlurew-the above situation, Ws first co 

^as net recOTredrto be-made condi^. 

of mg .charges :end' np.icase

09.

left! in the august Supreme Go'irt of Pakistan 

No W016. Again refusal of
■was

against the, appellant to the extent of Suo Moto 

as no case,.15

sveh case was ^ainrv>ires

he extent of Suo Mox CasetNo 17-2016 as 

of sectioni25(a) ohthe^N/iBiOrdinance and not against

.. «,«« ,»« P»!< «■“ “

g» pwirmtiri in t|18 i:B PPi».. ““WP

pending, against him to

»

r.»$0lveO throu
O

to decide the same. 1

{
that nobody sitons at.the helm of affairs 

the relevant judgmeiito and undetstands the

I cojld^not deliver an

.t 'vas noted with concern

pothers. ^ study gnjr^examlne 

esserv^e or me ludgnj,9nt' 6ven' tne Office of Acvosace Senera
th^ q.i.:deiiries delivered by judgmsits of the august Supreme 

that they also did not bother to study the

r *»»

ddv 'c M'-ed on

f «^ekistan duel CO me reason

of the sttuatJon snd iri order to sensitizefeievart tjudgmerls. te view

(^j CamScanner
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. such case, where the civil
I

I

servants qre exonerated of the VR i^sQ, must not be un­

necessarily delayed or deferred due to, the plea of pendency' of case In Soo Moto 

No. 17-2016, as VR case was-pendilng against the appellant whlch^was decided by

/
/
f

I
f

i : »

exonerating the appellant by the rejspandents thensel’/es and npw nothing Is left 

pending against hin In the case No. 17-2016» What Is pencing in. that case is the 

fate of section 25(a) of the NAB'Ordinance and nothing else.

anc theU. It Is un-disputej that thC'^ppellant Is otherwise ft for promotion 

PSB has deferred his pfomctlor only for want of pendency of case against him In 

No. 17-2016. the fact howeverthe august Supreme' Court of Paljistan in SMG 

remains that nd casris pendlrig a&alnst the appellant to-the: extent of Suo Moto

the Instant appeal Is accepted. The 

of Ach/ocate Genera!
. In view of the foregoing discussion,case

30-12-2020 and opinlor

with direction to respondents to promote
mpjgned decision of F3B dated

I

.0ffi-e-dated 23-11-2020, are sat aside

» .ps-i ™

™,t. com. File w “ppiappr w to'Propp''

were

4i and he Is treated as normally

!

;»

^NNQUNCSQ - 
‘b2.0'2.2022

it

f
f»' ;l

i
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V^rUK-REHMAN 

MEMBERCKtAldMA5«WAN"AREE1^<t(Ccrf 
■ CHAIRMAN
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i^fe m ij il sHII I
Embezzlement of GP Fund etc in District Jacobabad.MisrlS/oMohdSachal, PST 

.Primary School Teacher
1560 344,0Cp 344,000344.000 344,000 Karachi2013

Embezzlement In GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 
Illegal / Bogus Paymentiof Education Oeptt Distt Larkana

Muhammad Suieman Mlrani, DAO 
,DAO

1561 89,437,170 89,437,170 89,437,170 40,400,000 49,037,170 2013 Karachi

Gulsher Ahmed Soomro s/o Allah 
Dino Soomro, DAO ,DAO

Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 
Illegal/ Bogus Payments of Education Oeptt Distt Larkana

1562 16.022,926 16.022,926 3,631,86316,022,926 12,391,063 Karachi2013

Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other
Illegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana

Muhammad Yaqoob Menton, DAO 
,OAO

1563 5,701,191 5,701,191 5,701,191 3,819,405 Karachi1,881,786 2013

Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other 
Illegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Latitana

1564 Mumtaz All Khaskheli, DAO ,DAO 5,701,191 5,701,191 . 5,701,191 3.819,405 1,881,786 2013 Karachi

Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other
Illegal / Bogus Payments of Education Oeptt Distt Larkana

Nazir Hussain Jatol S/o Atta
Muhammad Jatoi Ex-ADOE (Male)

1565 3,0723253,072,525 3.072325 1,000,000 2.072325 2013 Karachi

Embezzlement in GP Fund, Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other
Illegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana

Altaf Hussain Burdi S/o Shah Nawaz 
Burdi, PST Working as Clerk,

1566 19,095,451 19,095,45119,095,451 4300,000 143K,451 Karachi2013

Embezzlement in GP Fund. Pension, Creation of Fake IDs and other
illegal / Bogus Payments of Education Deptt Distt Larkana

1567 Bashir Ahmed Arbani, DAO ,DAO 5,701,191 5,701,191 5,701,191 1,938,405 3,762.786 2013 Karachi
■

Offlcals of DCO & DRO Office DIKSaadullah Khan s/o Alam Sher 
Office C^noongu

N/A1568 790,625 790,625 790,625 2013 KPK

Officals of OCO & DRO Office OIKMuhammad Abbas s/o HajI Ghulam 
Qasim Nalb ^noongu

N/A1569 790,625 790,625 790,625 2013 KPK

yfhqais of. Revenue Deptnialqa iitaiarlan and Tukra 3 -
Misappropriation/embezzlement in mutation fee of Halqa

Fazal Husain, s/o Faqlr Hussain ex

Tehsildar - '
“30320'1570 ■2019 ^^KPK3;632,7073,632,707 ,3,t^Z,/07.j-'.

OfRciab of Revenue Oeptt Halqa Jhalarlan and Tukra 3 •
Misappropriation/embezzlement in mutation fee of Halqa

Qaiser-ud-Din, s/o Abdul Hakeem 
Patwari

1571 196,346 1,448,638 1,448,638 1,448,638 2013 KPK

Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarlan and Tukra 3 •
Misappropriation / embezzlement in mutation fee of Halqa

Syed Gulfam Abbas, s/o Syed 
Ghulam Abbas Shah Ex Tehsildar

1572 575,721 1,647,300 1,647,3001,647300 2013 KPK

Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 • 
Misappropriation / embezzlement in mutation fee of Halqa

1573 Inamullah, s/o Awal Khan Patwari 270,732 401,200 401,200 401.200 2013 KPK

Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 •
Misappropriation / embeulement In mutation fee of Halqa

Muhammad Ibrar, s/oRediGul 
Girdawar

1574 228,648 515,107 515.107 515,107 2013 KPK

OfRdals of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3
Misappropriation /embezdement in mutation fee of Halqa

Sareer Ahmad, s/o Wall Dad Khan 
Tehsildar .......... - - .

1575 187,558 132.024 132,024 132.024 2013 KPK
Vf ■■ -

Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 -
Misappropriation / embezzlement In mutation fee of Halqa

HajI Muhammad, s/o Munawar 
Khan Patwari

1576 30,320207340 30320 30320 2013 KPK

Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 •
Misappropriation / embezzlement In mutation fee of Halqa

Muhammad Nadeem, Girdawar1577 .196,3469,144 196,346 196,346 2013 KPK

Officials of Revenue Deptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 -
Misappropriation / embezzlement In mutation fee of Halqa

QaiserNaz, Tehsildar 575,7211578 534,124 575,721 575,721 2013 KPK

Officials of Revenue Oeptt Halqa Jhalarian and Tukra 3 • 
Misappropriation / embezzlement in mutation fee of Halqa

Syed Khurshid Shah, s/o Phooi 
Badshah Girdawar

1.823,663 270,7321579 270,732 270,732 2013 KPK

m-
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Officers/ officials of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK • Embezzlement 
in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education

1820 Abdul Aziz s/oOhulamRasool Ex CT N/A 24,000 24,000 24,000 2014 KPK

Officers/ offidals of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement 
in Medical re-lmbumment charges by administration of Education

N/ASyed Mohsin Shah s/oSyed Zamurd 
Shah Ex OCO

1821 10,019,086 10,019,086 10,019,086 2014 KPK

Officers/officiate of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK > Embezzlement 
In Medical re-Imbur$ement charges by administration of Education

N/ADr. Ashiq Saleem s/o Hafiz 
Muhammad Saeed ExMSDHQD.1.

1822 1,325,284 1,325,284 450396 874,688 2014 KPK

Officers/officials of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK * Embezzlement 
in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education

Muhammad Farooq s/o Bashir ud 
din DM

N/A1823 100,000 100,000 100,000 2014 KPK

Officers/ officiate of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK • Embezzlement 
In Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education

1824 Ghulam Qasim, s/o Khuda Bakhsh N/A 90,000 90,000 90,000! 2014 KPK
SOM

Officers/officials of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK • Embezzlement 
in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education

Kareem Nawaz s/o Rab Nawaz 
Driver

N/A1825 35,000 35,00035,000 2014 KPK

Officers/ officials of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement 
in Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education

N/Aiamshed Iqbal s/o Rozi Khan 
Chowkidar

1826 150,000 150,000 70,000 80,000 2014 KPK

Officers/ officiate of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK - Embezzlement 
in Medical re-Imbursement charges by administration of Education

Nighat Shaheen d/o Niaz 
Muhammad ExODO

N/A1827 97,986,122 74,000 74,000 2014 KPK

Officers/ officiate of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK • Embezzlement 
in Medical re-lmbursement charges by administration of Education

1828 Rahim Bakhsh s/o Allah Bakhsh 
Account Officer

N/A 2,616,386 177,228 177,228 2014 KPK

Officers/ officials of Education Oeptt Govt of KPK • Embezzlement
In Medical re-imbursement charges by administration of Education

N/A1829 Muhammad Farooq s/o Abdul Aziz 35,000 35,000 35,000 2014 KPK
PTC

inquiry against Offidals of BISE OIK and others • Acquired /
purchased unsuitable land In violation of land acquisition act and

Haroon Ghazanfar s/o 
Ghazanfarutlah Pvt Person

1830 1,928,049 1,928,049 1,928,049 1,928,049 2014 KPK

Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Alamzeb Khan, Ex- s/o Tehmas 
Khan Ex Tehslldar

1,2(K,679 1,205.679 1.205,6791831 1,205,679 2014 KPK

Officers / officiate of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 
misappropriation In various Govt dues In Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Syed Mehmood Shah, s/o Syed 
Farman All Shah Naib Tehsildar

1832 956,740 956,740 K6,740 - 956,740 -.2014 KPK .

Officers / offidals of Revenue Department for embezzlement /
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Mohammad Jamil s/o Mohammad 
Azam Khan Naib Tehsildar

1833 347,158 347,158347,158 347,158 2014 KPK

Officers / offidals of Revenue Department for embezzlement /
misappropriation in various Govt dues In Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Syed Khurshid Shah s/o Syed Phool 
Eladshah Patwarl

397,4401834 397,440 397,440 397,440 2014 KPK

Officers / officiate of Revenue Department for embezzlement /
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Nadeem Khan, s/o Saleem Khan 
Patwarl - <

1835 91,024 91;024- •91,024 91,024 2014 KPK

Officers / officiate of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Ataullah Khan s/o M. Ibrahim Khan 
Patwarl

16,786 16,7861836 16,786 16,786 2014 KPK

Officers / offidals of Revenue Department for embezzlement /
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Mohammad Ilyas s/o Saleem 
Patwari

17,8801837 17,880 17,880 17,880 2014 KPK

Officers /offidals of Revenue Department for embezzlement /
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

Dawood Khan, s/oAimal Khan 
Naib Tehsildar

25,340 25,3401838 25,340 25,340 2014 KPK

Fazat HuSsaIn, s/o Faqir Hussain 
CoilectbrNHA

pepartmerrt for entbezzlemerit /
misappropriation in various Govt dues In Patwar Halqa Tehkal Bala

, 5,465,554'1839: 5,465,554 5.465,554. ' 5,465,554 2014 . KPK •
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Officers / offkials of Revenue Depatlment for embezzlement / 
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Haiqa Tehkal Baia

1.624,4331840 Syed Gulfam Abbas Shah, s/oSyed 
Ghulam Abbas Shah Ex Tehslldar

1.624.433 1.624,433 2014 KPK1,624.^33

Officers/ officials of Revenue Department for embeniement / 
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Haiqa Tehkal Bala

1841 ^ Uaqat All, Ex- s/o Abdul Jabbar Ex 
Tehslldar

1,540.204 1.540.204 1.540.204 2014 KPK1,540,204

1842 Masood Shah, s/o Phool Badshah 
Ex Tehslldar

Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Haiqa Tehkal Bala

1,027,104 1,027,104 1,027,1041,027,104 2014 KPK

Officers / officials of Revenue Department for embezzlement / 
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Haiqa Tehkal Bala

Tehsinullah, s/o Habib ur Rahman 
GIrdawar

1843 990,000 990,000 990,000 2014 KPK990,000

O^ers / offidats of Revenue Department for embezzlement /
misappropriation in various Govt dues in Patwar Haiqa Tehkal Bala

SarfarazKhan, Ex- s/o Mohammad 
Younas Ex Tehslldar

97,0001844 97,000 97,000 97.000 2014 KPK

Inquiry against Provindal Police Deptt KPK Peshawar- 
Procurement of Equipment, Weapons and Vehides by Provindal

1845 Niaz all Shah S/o SyedTajmir Shah 
Pvt Person

20,000,000 20,000,000 20,000.000 20,000,000 KPK2014

ShamsulhaqDIG .
Inquiry against Provindal Police Deptt KPK Peshawar • 
Procurement of Equipment, Weapons and Vehides by Provindal

•i846-. .r ^;2014 n.. 6,500,000 ' >6,500,000 ^ 6,500/3006,500,000 .KPK

Sohail Bln Qayyum s/o Abdul 
Qayyum Pvt Person

M/S Abdali Brothers & Others - Substai>dard Construction of Adina 
Lahore Road District Swabi

1847 360,000,000 7,547,200 7,547,200 KPK7,547,200 2014

Taj Mohammad Khan s/o 
Mohammad Hayat Khan Pvt Person

M/5 Abdali Brothers & Others-Substandard Construction of Adina 
Lahore Road District Swabi

N/A1848 7,547,2007,547,200 7,547,200 2014 l«>K

Officers/ officials of Administration Deptt Govt of KPK & others - 
Embezzlement / Misappropriation of Government Funds

Shahid Sohail, s/o Asfandyar Khan 
Ex-Section Officer

N/A1849 3,846,284 3,846,2845,767,440 2014 KPK

1850^ icamran Nusrai s/o C^riusrafFqbar Offida^rof M^^ peydopment AuffiorHy & others 
Pvt Person Embezzlement in Traffic Signals Coritmd

7^500/300' •5;767;440- 3;767744a KPK■2014-7,50(3,000

Zahid iqbal s/o Mukhtar Ahmad Pvt 
Person

Inquiry against Akhtar Mohammad s/o Wazir Mohammad & others 
• Corruption and corrupt practices / taking bribe for dosing of

1851 7,500,000 7,500,0007300,000 7300,000 2014 KPK

Inquiry against Akhtar Mohammad s/o Wazir Mohammad & others 
- Corruption and corrupt practices / taking bribe for closing of

Asif Mahmood Khan s/o Mahmood 
Hussain Khan Pvt Person

1852 2300,000 2300,000 2,500,0002300,000 2014 KPK

Inquiry against Officers / Offidals of Barani Area Development 
Project-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in

Dr. Zaheerullah Khan s/o Atlas 
Khan Insfrastructure Coordinator

7,700,0001853 758376 758376758,576 2014 KPK

Inquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development 
Project-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in

HidayatAlls/o Haji Shamroz Khan 
Insfrastructure Coordinator

N/A1854 107,609 107,609 107,609 2014 KPK

M. Shahid Jan s/o GhaziMarJan 
Insfrastructure Coordinator

Inquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development 
Pro|ect-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation In

N/A1855 1,438,919 1,438,9191,438,919 KPK2014

Farmanullah s/o Baitullah Khan Sub Inquiry against Officers / Officials of Barani Area Development
Proje^-ll Karak 8i Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in

N/A1856 5%,885 595,885595,885 KPK2014
Engr

Inquiry against Officers / Offidals of Barani Area Development 
Project-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation In

Mir Salam Khan s/o 6ul Khan Sub N/A 169,2731857 169,273 169,273 2014 KPK
Engr
Khalld Rahman s/o Abdul Rahman 
Insfrastructure Coordinator

Inquiry against Officers / Offidals of Barani Area Development 
Project-ll Karak & Others - Irregularities / Misappropriation in

N/A1858 55,724 55,724 55,724 2014 KPK

Inquiry against Officers / Offidals of Barani Area Development 
Project-ll Karak & Others • Irregularities / Misappropriation In

Aamir Khan s/o Nazir Ahmad Khan 
Ex DIstt Dir

N/A1859 168,738 168,738168,738 2014 KPK

:■
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2015 KPK109^109^N/A 109^Offidals of Public Health 0^ & Othen* Corruption & corrupt
practices / embeulement in Funds artd purchases

2080 Gul Shahid $/o Azam Badshah
XEN

KPK2015322.000322.000N/A 322,000Offidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a co^pt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

Officials of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt 
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

2081 MYousaf s/o M.AslamKhan XEN

2015 KPK609.040609,040609,040N/A2082 Qadeerullah s/o Wall Khan SDO

2015 KPK287,080287,080287,080N/AOffidals of Public Heahh Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

2083 Amil Muhammad s/o Abdul Qadir
XEN

KPK2015463,000463,000463,000N/AOffidals of Pubnc Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt 
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

M.Sadeeq s/o Muhammad Sharif 
Khan XEN

2084

2015 KPK299,500299,500299,500Offidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/AQaisarZaman s/o Muhammad 
Zaman Khan SupdU Engr

2085

2015 KPK422,300422,300N/A 422,300Offidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlemertt In Funds and purchases

-2086 Shahid Mehmood s/o Abdul Rauf
XEN

2015 KPK2,343,5002,343,5002,343,500N/AOffidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

2087 Amjad All s/o Imdad ud Din Design
Engr

2015 KPK108,000108,000108,000N/AOffidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

Officials of Public Health Oeptt aOtiters* Corruption a corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
Offidals of Public HeattiTOeptt a Oth^ Corruption a corrupt 
practices / embeulement In Funds and purchases

2088 Rehmatullah s/o Muhammad Khan
XEN

2015 KPK881,200881,200881,200N/AQaisarFarooq s/o Muhammad 
Nisar Khan XEN

2089

KPK------'igi'SOO'N/A 191,500 191,500 zOls2090 Amin Khan s/o Muzaffar Shah SDO

2015 KPK2,581,5312,581,531N/A 2,581,531Offidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

2091 MAyub Khan s/o Math! khan Ex
XEN

2015 KPK181/488181,488181,488N/AMuhammad Gul s/o Ghulam Habib Offidals of PubDc Health Oeptt a Others-Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

2092
soo

KPK2015170,000170,000N/A 170,000Offidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

2093 YousafKhan s/oAsafKhan XEN

2015 KPK83.00083/XX)83,000N/AOffidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others* Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

2094 SaJ]ad All SOO s/o Raham Dad SDO

KPK2015139,535139,535139,535Offidals of Public Health Oepn a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

N/AZahid Hussain s/o Muhammad 
Amirt SDO

2095

KPK128X100 2015128,000128,000N/AOffidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purdiases

2096 Khursheed Anwar s/o Fateh Ullah
SDO

2015 KPK173X156173.086173X186N/AOffidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

MWaseem s/o Muhammad Salim 
XEN- 

2097

2015 KPK213300213,500 213300N/AOfficials of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

SanlaMehtab s/o Abdullah Khan2098
SOO

KPK81,700 201581.70081,700N/AOffidals of Public Health Oeptt a Others- Corruption a corrupt
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

Aziz ur Rahman s/o Muhammad 
Azim Ex SDO

2099
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1,075,000 1,0?5,000 2015Officiate of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 

practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases
N/A 1,075,000 KPK. 2100 Adrian Ahmed s/o Khurshid Ahmad

SDO
Yasir Rahman s/o Sher ur Rehman 
AssttDir

2015Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices/embezzlemertt In Funds and purchases

N/A 31,000 KPK31,000 31,0002101

2102 Amns Waheed s/o Abdul Waheed Officiate of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embeulement in Funds and purchases

N/A 864,015 2015.. 864,015 864,015 KPK
SDO
iftikhar Ahmed s/oGul 
Muhammad Khan SDO

2103. Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

40,000 2015 KPKN/A 40,000 40,000

Officiate of Pubtlc Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices/embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 106,000 2015106,000 106,000 KPKSZahidHKazmi s/o syed Manzoor 
Hussain Kazml SDO

2104

Abbas Khan s/o All Akbar Khan 
AssttDir

Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

N/A 385,750 2015 KPK385,750 385,75021(6

Faiza Sana s/o Sana ur Rehman 
SDO

Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embeslement in Funds and purchases

N/A 532,915 2015532,915 532,915 KPK2106 ’

Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 62,000 20152107 Zahidullah s/o Taj Muhammad 62,000 62,000 KPK
SDO

.2108Kifayatullah s/o Sabrullah Jan XEN Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in-Funds-andpurchases----------------

N/A 995,000 2015995,000 995,000 KPK
5-i

2109 Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement iit Funds and purchases

N/A 71,500 2015ZeeshanKhan s/o Zardad Khan 
SDO

71,500 71,500 KPK

Officiate of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

N/A 31,000 31,000 2015Muhammad Afzal s/o Musa Khan 
SOO

31,000 KPK2110

2111 Offldals of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption 8t corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 2015Amanuliah s/o Mahmood Khan 
SDO

903,000 903,000 903,000 KPK

Officiate of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption 8i corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 193336 193,536 193336 2015M. Yasir Mehsud s/o Ayub 6ul 
ADMO

KPK2112

Sanobar Khan s/o Haji Gu> Khan 
Sudptt Engr

N/A 2015Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices/embezzlement in Funds and purchases

7347,200 550,000 550,000 KPK2113 -

Mir Adam Khan s/o Sher Ahmad 
Khan xEN

Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption 81 corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 100,000 100,000 20157,547,200 KPK2114

Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 38,400 38,400 2015Muhammad Khalid Khan s/o 
NaushairKhan SOO

38,400 KPK2115

Officiate of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezdement in Funds and purchases

N/AIshratAli s/oBasharatAII Supdtt
Eper

480,000 480,000 2015480,000 KPK-2116

N/AOfficiate of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption 81 corrupt 
practices/embezzlement In Funds and purchases

472,468 472,468 2015WalayatUllsh s/o Waris Khan XEN 472,468 KPK2117
-fv

Officials of Public Health Deptt 81 Oti)ers- Corruption 8l corrupt 
practices / embezzlement in Funds and purchases

N/A 276,093Zafar Ullah s/o Inayat Ullah SDO 276,093 276,093 2015' 2118 KPK

Mehboob ur Rehman s/o 
Muhammad Shafi Ex SOO

Officials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezziement in Funds and purchases

N/A 20,000 201520,000 20,000 KPK2119
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NasirLatif s/o Abdul Utif Design
Engr_______________________ _
Ghulam Mujtaba s/oGhularfi 
Mustafa Supdtt Engr

m
KPK2015190,000190,000Officials of Public Health Oeptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 

practices / embezzlerhent in Funds and purchases
N/A 190,00021M

KPK2015250,000 250,000N/AOfficials of Public Health Deptt & Others- Corruption & corrupt 
practices / embezzlement In Funds and purchases

250,0002121

KPK20152.000,000Officials of Pakistan Post in KPK and others (BISP) • Embezzlement /
Misappropriation in Benazir income Support Program (BISP)

2,000,0002,000,000 2,000,000Alchtar Hussain s/o Muhammad 
Khan Postal Clerk

2122

KPK1,518,000 2015Officials of Pakistan Post in KPK andothers (BISP)-Embezzlement/
Misappropriation in Benazir Income Support Program (BISP)

1,518,0001,518.0001318,000Abdul Malik s/o Abdur Raziq 
Postal Clerk

2123

KPK2368,000 2015Offidals of Pakistan Post in KPK and others (BISP) - Embezzlement/
Misappropriation In Benazir Income Support Program (BISP)

2368,0002368,0002368,000Rahim Bakhsh s/o Nasrullah Khan 
Post Master Anwar Hussain s/o

2124

KPK1,500,000 2015Offidals of Pakistan Post In KPK and others (BISP) - Embezzlement /
Misappropriation in Benazir Income Support Program (BISP)

Offidals of Pakistan Post in KPK and ottiets (BISP) - Embezzlement / 
Misappropriation in Benazir Income Support Program (BISP)

Inquiry into Misuse of Authority in Illegal Award of Oeveiopmental 
Works of Bannu Development Authority by Mohibullah, Ex-Pro)ect

1.500.0001300,000 1300.000Shah Yars/oKhonkar Post Master 
AND Fazal Mola s/o Wahid Zaman

2125

KPK4366,000 20154366,0004,566,000 4366,000Muhammad Ishaq s/o Ghani ur 
Rehman Postal Clerk

2126

KPK1,748,902 20151,748,902N/A 1,748,902Malik Zaman, s/o M. Nawaz Khan
Pvt Person ______________
Zahid Amin s/o Roohul Amin Pvt 
Person

2127

5,188,370 2015 KPK5,188,370inquiry against Zahid Amin and others - Cheating public at large on 
die pretext of Modarbat

5,188,3705,1883702128

KPK32,054,000 201532,054,000Inquiry into Illegal Award of Contracts and Embezzlement of Funds 
in Projects by Officials of Pakistan Public Works Oeptt Batkhela

51,6122,000,000Sardar Khan s/o Amir Muhammad 
Pvt Person

2129

26382,000’ ^15 •KPK-Inquiry into Illegal Award of Contracts and Embezzlement of Funds
in Projects by Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt Batkhela

N/A 663,687 25382,000Muhammad Tahir s/o Hassan Zeb 
Pvt Person

2130

2015 KPK830,800 890,800Inquiry into Illegal Award of Contracts and Embezzlement of Funds
In Projects by Officials of Pakistan Public Works Deptt Batkhela

N/A 1,234,374Hussain Ahmad s/o Bakht Ahmad
Pvt Person _______________
Riaz Hussain Khattak s/o 
Muhammad Hussain DOR

2131

KPK6,815,000 2,317,000 4,498,000 2015Inquiry agaisnt Riaz Hussain Khattak DOR Peshawar - Accumulation 
of assets disproportionate to known sources of income

6,815,0006,815,0002132

2015 KPK51,612 51,612Ir^ulry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazii

51,612 51,6122133 Abdur Razaq s/o Feroz Khan XEN

KPK663,687 663,687 2015Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat •
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Faul

663,687663,687Akhtar hussain s/o Amir Amanullah 
Khan Sub Engr

2134

KPK1.234374 1,234,374 2015Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat -
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazii

1,234,3741,234,3742135 Asiflqbals/oKarimOadXEN

1,892,714 2015 KPK1,892,714Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat • 
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazii

1,892,7141,892.714Hamid Ullah Khan s/o Mir Alam 
Khan XEN

2136

KPK77,418 201577,418Inquiry against Officers/ officials of C&W Department Swat - 
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazii

77,41877,418Nasrullah s/o Sultan Jan Sub Engr2137

2015 KPK2,410,172 2,410,172Inquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat - 
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazii

2.410,1722,410,172Rahmanullah s/o Noor Khan SCO2138

100,431 100,431 2015 KPKInquiry against Officers / officials of C&W Department Swat •
Substandard Construction of 23 KM Road from Matta to Fazii

100,431100,431Hamid AJmal Khan s/o Muhammad 
Ajmal Khan XEN

2139
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Inquiry against Mian Hidayat Uliah Dy Dir PDA - Accumulation of 
assets disproportionate to known sources of income

8,235,336 8,235,336 20158.235,336 8,235,336 KPKMian Hidayat Ullah s/o Mian Razlq 
Uliah Dy Dir PDA

2180

Muhammad Wall Ex Chief Executive PEKO • Accumulation of
assets disproportionate to known sources of incmne

31,538,214 201531,538,214 31,535;214 31,538,214 KPKMuhammad Wall s/o Muhammad 
Akram Khan Chief Executive

2181

67,134,108 2015Khushal Associates Nowshera • Cheating Public at targe on the 
pretext of plots

67,134,108 67,134,108 67,134,108 KPKDaud Khattak Managing Director 
s/o Akram Khan Pvt Person

2182

4,494,286N/A 4,494,286 2015Inquiry against Hussain Ahmed Patwari Revenue Oeptt Swat • 
Accumulation of assets disproportionate to known sources of

4,494,286 KPKHussain Ahmed s/oJehandar 
Patwari

2183

Inquiry against Arfaab Saad Uliah Ex MNA / Chairman PMC - 
misappropriation / embezzlement of Govt funds (Piots Scam Fruit

8,471,780 8,471,780 20158,471,780 8,471,780 KPK2184 Arbab Saad Ullah s/o Arbab Faiz 
Uliah Khan Ex MNA

N/AInquiry against Tariq Hussain s/o Muhammad Yousaf, Sub En^.
C&W, Oeptt Peshawar & Others • Accumulation of assets

. 6,985,355 20156,985,355 6,985,355 KPKTariq Hussain s/o Muhamamd 
Yousaf Sub Engr.

21^

3,204,567N/AIrtquiry against Muhammad Ashraf Khan XEN C&W Oeptt Mardan •
Accumulation of assets disproportionate to known sources of

3,204,567 3,204,567 2015Muhammad Ashraf Khan s/o 
MehboobKhan XEN

KPK2186

Officers /Officials of Pakistan Public Works Oeptt Batkheta Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa & Others • Corruption & Corrupt practices in Drinking

52,115,103 52,115,103 52.115,103 52,115,103 2015 KPKRiaz Shoaib s/o Rashid Shoaib Pvt 
Person

2187

Officers / Officials of Pakistan Public Works Oeptt Batkhela Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa & Others • Corruption & Corrupt practices in Drinking

750,000 750,000 750,000 2015750,000 KPKIftekhar Ullah C^reshi Asstt s/o
Jamal Ullah Asstt Executive Engr

2188

Inquiry into Misappropriation In Govt Funds by Officials of Pak
PWO Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others •

13.310,500 13,310,500 13,310,500 11,702,824 1,607,676 2015Muhammad Ishaq Khattak s/o 
Muhammad Nowroz Khattak Pvt

KPK2189

Inquiry into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Offidals of Pak 
PWD Kp, Oistt Account Officer Nowshera & Others •

8.959,153 7,924,2628,959,153 8,959.153 1,034,891 2015 KPKFarman All Khattak s/o 
Muhammad All Khan Pvt Person

2190

Inquiry Into Misappropriation In Govt Funds by Officials of Pak
PWD Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others •

4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,931 2015 KPK2191 Sultan All s/o Shlreen Wall Sub
Engr

Inquiry into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak
PWD Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others •

4,453,931 4,453,931 4.453,931 4,453,931 2015 KPK2192 Sardar Khan s/o Eld 6ul XEN

Inquiry into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak
PWD Kp, Distt Account Officer Nowshera & Others -

1,456,6441,486,644 1,486,644 1.486.644 2015 KPKAbdul Ghafoor s/o Fateh 
Muhammad DAO

2193

Inquiry into Misappropriation in Govt Funds by Officials of Pak
PWO Kp, Oistt Account Officer Nowshera & Others -

4,453,931 4,453,931 4,453,9314,453,931 2015Nazir Ahmed s/o Muhamamd 
Yaqub SDO

KPK2194

Inquiry into Corruption and Corrupt Practices in Procurement of
Sanitation Vehicles / Multi Loaders for Collection and Disposal of

N/A 87,674,139 87,674,13987,674,139 2015iftikhar Hussain Qureshi s/o 
Muhammad Nazir Pvt Person

KPK2195

Inquiry into Corruption and Corrupt Practices in Procurement of
Sanitation Vehicles /Multi Loaders for Collection and Disposal of

N/A 8,767,414 8,767,414 8,767.414 2015 KPKAurangzeb s/o Abdul Zaman Ex 
Secretary

2196

Inquiry into Corfuptirm and Corrupt Practices in Procurement of
Sanitationy^ides/ Multi Loaders for Collection and Disposal of

N/A 4,383,707 4,383,707. 4,383,707 2015 • KPK-:'2197 ■:

Inquiry into Corruption and Corrupt Practices in Procurement of
Sanitation Vehicles/ Multi Loaders for Collection and Disposal of

N/A 4,383,707 4,383,7074,383.707 2015 KPKSami-ur-Rehman s/o Khan Razlq Ex 
Section Officer

2198

Shah Wazir Khan s/o Shuja ud Mulk Noor Shahideen JFMC Chitral & Others - Embezzlement /
Misappropriation of Funds

2,000.0002,000,000 2,000,000 2.000,000 2015 KPK21M
ExNalbTehsildar
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2016 KPK1,026,3401,026340N/AWaheed Aslam Contractors, Offidals of Dlstt Council Office Lakki 

Marwat & others • Misuse of authorfty/ Embezzlement of Funds in
1,026,3402560 Muhamamd Naseer Khan s/o Kaji

Faituilah Khan Pvt Person_______
2561 Asmat Ullah s/o Inayat Ullah TMO 2016 KPK608,196608,196Waheed Aslam Contractors, Officials of Ofstt Council OfRce LakU 

MarwM & others - Misuse of authority / Embezzlement of Funds in
N/A 608,196

‘KPK; . 3,6^6M3,686,663.Inqui^apinstAl^teq Ahmed Oistt Officer ^
Services Distt CoundrAbbottabad & others- Accumulation of

N/A .3,686,663Akhlaq Ahmed s/o Abdul Adz Dlstt
Officer '• ____________
Arbab Jameel s/o Nazir Ahmad 
Khalil Chief Coordination Officer

^62
-

2016 KPK3,0073483,007348nquiry against Arbab Jameel Chief Coordination Officer (CCO),
District Council, Abbottabad regarding accumulation of assets

N/A 3,007,3482563

2016 KPK679380679,380Officers / Officials of EDO Health & Others Chltral • Mteuse of
Authority / Corruption 8( Corrupt Practices

Officers / Officials of EDO Health & Others Chltral • Misuse of 
Authority / Corruption & Corrupt Practices

Officers / Officials of EDO Health & Others Chitral - Misuse of 
Authority / Comjption & Corrupt Practices

679,380679.380Sher ciayyum Khan, s/o Sher Fitrat
Shah EDO

2564

2016 KPK679,380679,380679,380679,380Muhammad Ayub, s/o Muhammad 
Nadir Khan Clerk

2565

2016 KPK118,140118,140118,140 118,140Wall Khan s/o Malang Khan Pvt 
Person _____
Ikram Ullah s/o Aman Ullah Khan 
s/o Antanullah Khan Director

2566

2016 KPK21,480,87621,480,87621,480,876Ikram Ullah Director PDA Peshawar-Assets beyond means 21,480,8762567

2016 KPK452,601452,601452,601452,601Officials of Nizam Pur & Khair Abad Post Offices regarding
Embezzlement In Pension Payment

Hidayat Khan s/o Haya Khan Ex 
Post Master

2568\
2016 KPK115,158115,158115,158Officials of Nizam Pur 8i Khair Abad Post Offices regarding 

Embezzlement In Pension Payment
115,1582569 Javed Khan s/o Zaiban Shah Ex Post 

Master
-2016- KPK-X28i;7I31,281,713Inquiry against Officers / Officials of C&W Deptt - Misuse of 

authority / Embezzlement of fund allocated for Health Sector
397,320,000Said Margul s/o Badar Gu! Pvt 

Person
2570

2016 KPK310,687310,687N/A 310,687Inquiry against Officers / Officials of C&W Oeptt • Misuse of 
authority / Embezzlement of fund allocated for Health Sector

Hameeduliah Khan s/o MirAlam 
KhanXEN .

2571

2016 KPK116350116,550N/A 116,550Inquiry against Officers / Officials of C&W Deptt - Misuse of
authority / Embezzlement of fund allocated for Health Sector

2572 Amir Jan s/o Jan Muhammad XEN

2016 KPK213,619213,619N/A 213,619Inquiry against Officers / Officials of C&W Deptt - Misuse of
authority / Embezdement of fund allocated for Health Sector

Syed Atiqur Rehman s/o Syed 
Muhammad Ibrahim SDO

2573

2016 KPK213,619213,619Inquiry against Officers / Officials of C&W Deptt - Misuse of
authority / Embezzlement of fund allocated for Health Sector

N/A 213,619Muhammad Shaukat s/o Abdul 
Rehman Sub Engr 
Khalid Rahman s/o Abdul Manan 
Clerk

2574

2016 KPK1352,3511,552,3511,552,3511,552,351Inquiry against Khalid Rahman, Qerk Public Health Department 
Karak and others - Accumulation of assets disproportionate known

2575

2016 KPK4,022,1164,022,1164,022,1164,022,116Inquiry against Inayatullah Khan Ex- Director NAORA •
Accumulation of assets disproportionate known sources of Income

Inayat Ullah Khan s/o Gui Rehman 
Director

2576

2016 KPK12,458,52212,458322Inquiry against Zebullah 5/o Zewar Khan, Senior Qerk, Political
Agent Office, Khyber Agency and others regarding accumulation of

N/A 12,458,522Zebullah s/o Zewar Khan Senior 
Qerk

2577

2016 KPK110,100,000110,100,000N/A VR made in shape
of surrended plot

Inquiry against Murid Kazlm & others - illegal allotment of plots 
less than market value

Inquiry against Murid Kazlm & others - illegal allotment of plots 
less than market value

Syed Mazhar Hussain ShahSherad 
s/o Syed Mulazlm Hussain Nalb

2578

2016 KPKVR made in shape of surrended plotN/AMuhammad Rafique s/o Abdul 
Manan Revenue Moharrar

2579
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Qommmmrw khybsr pakhto»khwa PUBtie H^I.TH £HGG; DEPARTMENT
O^m P^amr, the August OS^ 2021 '

NOilHtCATION

NgiS0fE5tt)/£HEI>/l*’l7/2q2lt Tlie comix itent aufchprtty, on the fecommendaeons of 
the Provincial Selection Board, Is pleased to 
(BPS-i8) of the ^bllc Health Engineering 
Enginem {BPS*19) on regular basis, with In

promote the following Bcecubve Englneera 
Departm^t to the po^ of Superlnt^ding 
mediate effed;:-

SNo Name of officer Remarfes
1. Mr. Muhammad ^jad Stemsher
2. Mr. Shahid Mehmood Subject to final dedston of the Supreme

CcHjrt of Paldstan in Suo Moto <>5g 
No47of20m

3. Mr. Irshad Khan
4 Hr« ^ahzada Behram Subject to final dffli^lon of the ajpreme

Court of Pakistan in Suo Moto <^se 
No.i7of2016.

5. Mr. ^dull^htm
6. Mr. Mir Adam lOian Subjed to final dedsion of toe Supreme 

Court of Pakistan in Suo Moto 
No.l7of2016.

2. The offirars, on toeir promotion, will remain on probation tor a p^od of
l^khUmkhwa Ovil Servants (Appointment,one year in term of Rule-lS of toe Khyber 

Promotion & Transfer) RuIk, 1989.

3. The posdngs/transfers of toe abm named omcas wll be isuedseparately.e-

SECRETARY 
PHE DiPARTMENt

End[St:No.SOiEsttUPHE&/1.^17/202l

Copy forwarded for informafion and necessary action to the:-
1. AccountontGeneraiKhyberPakhtunkt;wa Peshawar.
2. All Oiief Engines PHE Khyber Pakhudchwa.
3. Superintending Engineers PHE Dep irtment Khyber Pakhtunitowa.
4. All Exeoibve Engineers PHE Departonent Khyber Pakhtunitowa;
5. Dlstrirt Accounte Officer concerned.
6. Manager Govt: Prindng Press Peshawar for pubtadon in the next Issue of ^vt 

Gazette.
7. PS to Chief Secretary Khyber PakhtunI hwa Peshawar,
8. PS to Seaetary PHE Oejrarbnent Khyb sr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
9. PS to Ministof for PHE Khytef Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
10. omrars concerned,
11. Offia OrderyPersonaf Fil^.

f^ted P^hawar. the AuoustQS. 3li2i

Pv.

SECTION OFF ‘C

I ki, - X**
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PftKflTUNKHWAGOVERNMENT }F KHYBER
PUBLIC HEA-TH ENGG: DEPARTMEN

Dated Pesnawar, the December 13, 2022it XJJ
NOTIFICATION
No.sOfEsttVPHED/1-17/2022. The comp2tent authority, on the recommendations 

of the Provincial Selection Board, Is pleased to promote Engr. Shaukat Rehman 

Executive Engineer (BPS-18) of the Public Hea th 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.l7 of 2016, with immediate effect.

The officer, on his promotion, wil remain on probation for a period of one 
year in term of Rule-15 of the Khyber Palihtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appointment, 
Promotion & Transfer) Rules, 1989.

The posting/transfer of the above •named:Officer will follow.

2.

3.

SECRETARY 
PHE DEPARTMENT

p
Endst;No.SOrEsttWPHED/l-17/2Q22
Copy forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

»
Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. All Chief, Engineers PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Section Officer (PSB) Establishment Departrfient Peshawar w/r to his letter 

No.SO(PSB)ED/l-15/2022/P-55date( 09-12-2022.
4. Manager Govt. Printing Press Peshawar for publication In the next issue of 

Govt. Gazette.
5. PS to Chief Secretary Khyber Pakhtur khwa^ Peshawar.
6. PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
7. PS to Minister for PHE Khyber Pakhtu ikhwa Peshawar.
8. Officers concerned.
9. Office Order/Persona! Files.

Dated Peshawar, the Dec 13. 2022

1.

(SHERAZAM KHAN) 
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)

\
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