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BE FOR E THE KHYB’ERPAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,.r''

i PESHAWAR.

,1

Service Appeal No. 611/2018

... 07.05.2018Date of Institution j.

... 09.12.2021Date of Decision

Zakir Muhammad S/0 'Shakir Khan R/0 Neway Kalay Spin 
Khowray_ P.O Hangu Tehsi! and District Hangu.

... (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home and • 
Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshawar and three others.

(Respondents)

MR. MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAK2AI, 
Advocate For appellant

MR. ASIF MASOOD ALI SHAH 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:-

Precise facts forming the background of the instant 

' service appeal are that the appellant was appointed as 

Constable in the Police Department in the year 2004. The 

appellant while posted in Police Line Hangu, was proceeded 

against departmentally under the NWFP Removal from Service 

(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 on the allegations that he 

absented himself from official duty with ■ effect from 

07.03.2008. On conclusion of the inquiry, major punishmient of 

removal from service from the date of abseiice of the
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appellant was awat'cled to him vide'oVder dated 18.03.2009. 

The same was challenged by'the appellant through filing of

which was filed bydepartmental appeal on 02.04.2018 

Regional Police Officer Kohat Region being barred by 09 years. 

The appellant has now approached this Tribunal through filing

of the instant service appeal for redressal of his grievance.

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments, wherein they refuted the assertions made by 

the appellant in his appeal.

2.

Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that 

the absence of the appellant was not willful, rather it was due 

to the fact that Tahreek-e-Taliban District Hangu had sent 

several letters to the appellant directing him for leaving Police 

Service; that Taliban had extended threats of dire 

consequences to the appellant and certain relatives of the 

appellant were abducted by them while one of the relative of 

the appellant was killed by Taliban-, that when the situation in 

District Hangu became normal, the appellant reported to the 

department for resuming of his duty, however he was 

informed that the has been removed . from service vide 

impugned order dated 10.04.2018, therefore, he filed 

departmental appeal but the same was also dismissed only on 

the ground that the same was badly time barred; that vide 

impugned order dated 10.04.2018, the appellant was removed 

from service with retrospective effect from the date of his 

absence, therefore, the impugned order is void ab-initio 

because departmental Authority is having no power to award 

penalty to the appellant with retrospective effect; that as the 

impugned order of removal from service of the appellant was 

given effect retrospectively, therefore, the same could be 

challenged any time as no limitation would run against the 

same. In the last he requested that the impugned orders may 

be set-aside and the appellant may be reinstated in service 

with all back benefits. Reliance was placed on 2007 SCMR 

262, PLD 2007 Supreme Court 52, 1993 PLC (C.S) 308, 1985 

SCMR 1178, 2007 PLC (C.S) 05, 2002 PLC (C.S) 1027, 2006

3.
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PLC (C.S) 766, 2003 PLC (C.S) 1471, 2013 SCMR 881, 2006 

PLC (C.S) 74 and judgment dated 12.04.2017 passed by this 

Tribunal in Service Appeal No. 1027/2015.

On the other hand, learned Deputy District Attorney for 

the respondents has contended that the appellant had willfully 

remained absent from duty with effect from 07.03.2008, 

therefore, departmental proceedings were initiated against the 

appellant; that charge sheet as well as statement of 

allegations were issued to the appellant, however the 

appellant did not bother to attend the inquiry proceedings 

despite knowledge; that on conclusion of the inquiry, final 

show-cause notice was issued to the appellant, which was 

received by his brother namely Tahir Muhammad, who stated 

that the appellant had gone to Karachi and did not want to 

serve in the Police Department; that the inquiry proceedings 

were conducted by complying all legal and codal formalities 

and the appellant was rightly removed from service; that the 

appellant submitted departmental appeal, which was barred by 

09 years, therefore, the instant service appeal is not 

maintainable. In the last he requested that impugned orders 

may be kept intact and the appeal in hand may be dismissed 

with costs.

4.

IT-

Arguments heard and record perused.5.

A perusal of the record would show that the appellant 

was proceeded against departmentally on the allegations of his 

absence from duty with effect from 07.03.2008 and on 

conclusion of inquiry, major punishment of removal from 

service from the date of his absence was awarded to the 

appellant vide the impugned order dated 18.03.2009. The 

same was challenged by the appellant through filing of 

departmental appeal on 02.04.2018, which was filed by 

Regional Police Officer Kohat Region vide order dated 

10.04.2018 being time barred by about 09 years. The 

appellant has though filed an application for condonation of 

delay, wherein it has been mainly alleged that as the 

impugned order of removal of the appellant from service was

6.
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passed with retrospective effect, therefore, the same is void 

and no limitation would run against the same. Though

punishment could not be awarded with retrospective effect, 

however in case, where a civil servant has been proceeded 

against departmentally on the ground of his absence from

be awarded to him
•1

if

duty, then punishment could 

retrospectively from the date of his absence from duty and the 

exception to the general rule that punishment 

could not be imposed with retrospective effect. The impugned 

order dated 27.02.2012 thus could not be considered as void 

merely on the ground that the same was passed with 

retrospective effect. The application for condonation of delay 

is, therefore, dismissed.

v

same is an

It is settled proposition of law that when an appeal of 

the employee was time barred before the appellate Authority, 

then the appeal before the Tribunal was also not competent. 

Reliance is placed on 2007 SCMR 513, PLD 1990 5.C 951 and 

2006 SCMR 453. Furthermore, august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan in its judgment reported as 1987 SCMR 92 has held 

that when an appeal is required to be dismissed on limitation, 

its merits need not to be discussed.

7.

5^
> ;

In view of the above discussion, it is-held that as the 

departmental appeal of the appellant was badly time 

barred, therefore, the appeal in hand being not competent is 

hereby dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File 

be consigned to the record room.

8.

ANNOUNCED
09.12.2021 z

I(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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(AHM/fe^^tJLTAN TAREEN) 
CFl'AIRMAN
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4 Service Appeal No. 611/20-l:8,-..... -U
Mr. Muhammad Ilyas Orakzai, Advocate, for the appellant 

present. Mr. Mujahid Khan, S.I (Legal) alongwith Mr. Asif 

Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents 

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on 

file, it is held that as the departmental appeal of the appellant 

was badly time barred, therefore, the appeal in hand being not 

competent is hereby dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ORDER
09.12.2021

ANNOUNCED
09.12.2021

n
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J)
(Ahmaabc^lt-af^ Tareen) 

Chairman
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11.03.2021 Due to non availability of Bench, the case is 

adjourned to 15.06.2021 for arguments before D.B

Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Abdul Rauf, Head Constable 

alongwith Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for 

the respondents present.

Notice for prosecution of the appeal be issued to the 

appellant as well as his counsel and to come up for arguments 

before the D.B on 05.10.2021.

; 15.06.2021,

u
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

05.10.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

Muhammad Rasheed, DDA for the respondents present.

Former sought adjournment due to non­

availability of learned senior counsel for the appellant

today. Request is accorded. To come up for arguments 

on 09.12.2021 be: the D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(Executive)

!



A
yfe- Learned counsel for the appellant is present. Mr. 

Kabirullah, Additional Advocate General for respondents are 

present.

13.10.2020

Learned Additional Advoeate while making reference 

to impugned order dated. 18.03.2009, submitted that 

retrospective effect was given to tjhe referred to order, the 

issue with retrospectivity is pending before the Larger Bench 

of this august Tribunal constituted for the purpose therefore, 

unless and until judgment is made by the worthy Larger

f

i

Bench of this Tribunal, this appeal is kept pending. File to
«••*** *

come up for further proceedings on 23.12-2020 for arguments 

before D.B7 \

4
(Mian Muhammal 

Member (E)
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member(J)

Counsel for appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak learned 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Zahid Ur Rehman 

Inspector for respondents present.

23.12.2020

The issue of retrospectivity had not been adjudicated so 

far, therefore, the appeal is adjourned to 11.03.202l^or further 

proceedings before D.B.

(Atk}-Ur~Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(MUTamal Khan) 
Member (.1)

. V
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Appellant in person present. Mr. Zia Ullah Teamed 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Muhammad Sajjad 

Stenographer present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his 

counsel is not available. Adjourn^o come up for arguments 

on2K04.^20 before D.B.

20.02.2020

K .

< ’/

MemberMemb

21.04.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the 

D.B.
same on 28.07.2020 before

28.07.2020 Counsel for appellant present.

Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Learned counsel for appellant seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned to 13.10.2020 before D.B, in order to avail the 

outcome of cases pending before Larger Bench of this 

Tribunal/

¥
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
(Mian Muhamm^) 

Member (E)
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03.05.2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz 

Paindakhel learned Assistant Advocate General 
alongwith Mr. Zahid Ur Rehman Inspector for the 

respondents present. Clerk to counsel for the appellant 
requested for adjournment as counsel for the appellant 
is not in attendance. Adjourn. To come up for 

arguments on 18.07.2019 before D.B.

Member Member
\

18.07.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Usman Ghani 

learned District Attorney alongwith Mr. Zahid . ur Rehman 

Inspector for the respondents present. Appellant seeks 

adjourmnent as his counsel is not in attendance. Adjourned. 

To come up for arguments on 08.10.2019 before D.B.

(M. AnVtyKhan Kundi) 
Member

(Hussain S lah) 
Member

Ou(^ h? ^ /ZL

^ l/U-^ ^ ^

r17.12.2019 Lawyers are on strike on the call of Peshawar Bar 

Association. Adjourn. To come up for further 

proceedings/arguments on 20.02.2020 before D.B.

/'

/

Member Member

.-fiAL
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Counsel for the ctppellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, District 

Attorney for the respondents present.
22.11.2018

In the instant case the representative of the respondents 

has sought adjournment for submission of written reply oh 

15.10.2018 and 13.08.2018 . Even today no one is in 

attendance as a representative’ of the respondent department. 

The appeal is once again adjourned to 18.12.2018 for doing 

the needful, failing which the matter would be proceeded on 

the available record.

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. 
Kabirullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General

Inspector

18.12.2018

ZahidMuhammadalongwith
present..Representative of the respondents submitted 

written reply/comments. Adjourn. To come up for 
rejoinder if any and^arguments on 14.02.2019 beforeN

i ■D.B- /% ,

Member

Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Zahidur Rahman, DSP (Eegal) for the 

respondents present.

14.02.2019

behalf of appellant has beenRejoinder

submitted which is placed on file. To come up for

on

arguments on 03.05.2019 before the D.B.
' V

ChairfnanIS^nber

;■ -

A.
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28.()!5.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant present, 
freliminaiy aigumcnls heard.

Vide original impugned order dated 18.03.2009 the 
appcilant. was awarded major penally of removal from 
service 1rom llic date of Kis absence from duty. Learned 
counsel foi’ the appellant argued that the punishment was 
awarded to the appellant with retrospective clfcct hence 
the llrnitalion would not run in the ease of appellant.

Points raised need consideration.. Lhc pi'csenl service 
appeal is admitted for regular hearing subject all legal 
objections including the issue oh limitation.

The appellant is directed to deposit security and 
process within !0 days, thereafter notices be issued to the 
respondent lor written rcply/comments. To come up for 
written reply/comments on 13.08.2018 before S.13

Counsel for the appellant and 

Kabirullah Khattak AAG alongwith Mr. Zahid 

Rehman, wlrispector for respondents present: 
Written reply not submitted. Representative of 
the respondents seeks time to file written 

reply/comments. Granted. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 15.10.2018 before SB.

r13.08.2018

(MuharmTiad^min Khan Kundi) 

Member

15.10.2018 Neither appellant nor his counsel present. Mr. Zahid Ur 
Rehman, Inspector alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for 
respondents present. Written reply not submitted. Representative of the

I

respondents sought some time to submit the same. Granted. Case to 

come up for written reply/comments on 22.11.2018 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

•f,
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Form-A

FORMOFORDERSHEET
Court of

611/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Zakir Muhammad presented today by 

Mr. Muhammad Ilyas Orakzai Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.

07/05/20181

’ I---- - ^ ^ if
REGISTRAR —

lSlc>5.)vS.2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on

CHAIRMAN

V. '
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA, ;V'-
PESHAWAR

^11Service Appeal No 2018

Zakir Muhammad

VERSUS

Government of KP and others

INDEX

PAGEANNEXDESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTSS NO
Grounds of Appeal alongwith Affidavit1. /-7
Application for condonation of delay with 
affidavit

2.
S' ^-h

Addressed of the parties3.
//

Copies of the letters4. ♦

Copy of the FIR and letter5.
(If-

Copies of the application and letter6. I&-/7
Copy of the impugned order dated 18^^
March, 2009

7. >8
Copies of the departmental appeal and 
order dated 10-04-2018

8. //

Wakalat Nama (in original)9. 24

Appellant

Through:
(MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAKZAK)

a

(MUHAMMAD SHABIR KHALIL) 
Advocate,
High Court, Peshawar 
Cell #0333-9191892Dated:-07-05-2018

J-
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR

Khyber Pakhtakhwa 
Sesrvice "SVibiiisar

^ 11 ___/ 2018 ff>«ar.vIn Re: Service Appeal No No.

Zakir Muhammad S/0 Shakir Khan R/0 Neway Kaiay Spin Khowray

(Appellant)P,0 Hangu Tehsil and District Hangu

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary1.

Home and Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshav/ar

inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at2.

Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region at Kohat3.

4. District Police Officer, District Hangu (Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
l4le-d to-day

Services Tribunal Act, 1974 R/W Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

EEtD Rule 2011 against the impugned order Nof^##'^/r fi.
dated 18-03-2009 of Respondent No 4 and impugned

Appellate order No 4576/EC dated 10-4-2018, whereby

the Appellant has been dismissed. from his service

PRAYER IN APPEAL:-

On acceptance of this Appeal, the impugned order as well

as impugned Appellate order may please be set aside and

Appellant be reinstated his service with all back wages and

...y.
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benefits with such other relief as may deemed fit in the

circumstances of the case may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

The Appellant humbly submits as under:-

That the Appellant was appointed as constable Police 

Department in the year 2004, since he was, performing 

duties till 07-03-2008 with full devotion, zeal and the

1)

entire satisfaction his superiors.

That due to the high militancy and worst condition in the2)

province especially in the Appellant’s District i.e. District 

Hangu. The Appellant was threatened by the terrorists and

various letters were sent to him by the Taliban 

Commanders in this regard, due to which the Appellant 

remained absent from his duty as he left his District.

(Copies of the Letters are attached herewith).

That prior to leaving of his duty station, the Appellant3)

informed his high ups about the said story and requested

for Leave for few month, but in vain; hence the Appellant

compellingly left his duty.

That beside the Appellant one police official/colLeague of4)

the Appellant namely Sajjad was also hit by the Taliban

during the kidnapping of one Muhammad Hayat, who was

the real uncle of the Appellant and sustained injuries. The

uncle was Later on. released by Taliban after payment of



(2)
ransom amount to them: (Copies of the FIR and Letter is

attached herewith).

That the Taliban also kidnapped the brother-in-law of the 

Appellant namely Imran Khan because of his father namely 

Lalmin Khan, who was serving in Orakzai Levy as Naib 

Subidar. Furthermore, the brother of said Lalmin Khan

5)

namely Nurab Khan was also killed by the Taliban. (Copies

of the applications and Letter are attached herewith).

That the Appellant was charge sheeted on the alleged6)

ground of absence from duty and thereafter the so-called

inquiry was conducted against him on the basis of such :

inquiry report, the Appellant was removed from his service

by the Respondent No 4 vide impugned order No 188 dated

18-03-2009. (Copy of the impugned order dated 18-03-2009

is attached herewith).

That when the law and order situation had become normal7)

due to the Military Operations conducted by Pak Army and

the Government writ was insured throughout the area, the

Appellant reported to the department for resuming of his

duties, whereby he was informed about his said removal.

8) That against the impugned order, the Appellant submitted

his departmental appeal to Respondent No 3, which was

dismissed vide order No 4576/EC dated 10-04-2018. (Copies

of the departmental appeal and order dated 10-04-2018 are

attached herewith).

- /
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That the Appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned 

orders, filed instant appeal before this Honourable Tribunal 

on the following grounds inter-alia:-

9)

GROUND5:-

That the impugned removal order from service as well as ■ 

the impugned Appellate order are illegal, unlawful, void 

ab-initio and ineffective upon the right of Appellant, hence

A)

liable to be set aside.

That the impugned order is illegal, against the law, voidB)

ab.“initio as the Executive/Departmental Authority has no

power to pass the order with retrospective effect. On this 

score alone the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

That both the impugned orders of the Respondents areC)

illegal, non-speaking orders, ambiguous, vague; as the

Appellant was not served with any show cause notice nor ;

proper/regular inquiry was conducted, so the Appellant

was condemned unheard.

That the impugned orders are void, hence no limitationD)

would run against the void order and the void order can be

challenge at anytime.

That both the impugned removal orders from service areE)

against the principle of natural justice.



(5)*

That both the impugned orders are in violation of SectionF)

25-A of the General Clauses Act, as the competent

authority has failed to. cite any reason' or justification in

said orders.

That it is well established principle of natural justice,G)

enshrined in the precedent of superior Courts as well, that

where the competent authority is going to impose the

penalty of removal etc. The regular inquiry to that effect is

necessary.

That all the proceedings initiated against the AppellantH)

were mala-fide and malicious and purportedly were

initiated in order to displace the Appellant from his post

and appoint any other blue eyed.

That the punishment was imposed is too harsh and is aI)

major one.

That no one shall be condemned unheard.J)

That the other grounds not here specifically may alsoK)

graciously be allowed to be raised at the time of

arguments.

PRAYER: -

!t is, therefore, most respectfully prayed

that on acceptance of this Appeal, the impugned order as well as

impugned Appellate order may please be set aside and Appellant



1
be reinstated his 'Service with all back wages and benefits with

such other relief as may deemed fit in the circumstances of the

case may also be granted.

Appellant

Through:
(MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAKZAl) 
Advocate,
High Court Peshawar^

a

(MUHAMMAD SHABIR KHALIL) 
Advocate,
High Court PeshawarDated:-07-05-2018

NOTE:-

No such appeal for the same Appellant has earlier been

filed by me before this Honourable Tribunal prior to instant

one.

Advocate

. ^



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.-..

Zakir Muhammad

VERSUS

Government of KP and others

AFFIDAVIT

!, Zakir Muhammad S/0 Shakir Khan R/0 Neway Kalay Spin

Khowray P.O Hangu Tehsil and District Hangu, do hereby

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that all the contents of ; 

accompanying Appeal are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed OR

withheld from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT

Identified by:-

(MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAKZAI) 
Advocate
High Court, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Zakir Muhammad

VERSUS

Government of KP and others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY, IF ANY

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the Applicant/Appetlant is filing the instant appeal, in1)

which no date of hearing has yet fixed.

That the Appellant was not willfully absent from his duty, ,2)

but due to serious threat of the militants, due to which the

Applicant/Appellant was remained absent.

3) That the removal order of the Applicant/Appellant was

passed with retrospective effect, which is void in the eyes

of law, hence no limitation would run against the void

order.

That the delay if any in filing of instant appeal would be4)

due of the above reason and not intentionally and willfully.

That the law favours at cases should be decided on merits5)

not on technicalities.

- 'j
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It is therefore/'Tnost humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this Application, the delay in filing of appeal may 

kindly be condoned in the best interest of justice.

Applicant/Appellant

Through:
(MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAKZAI) 

Advocate
High Court, Peshawar

a
V

(MUHAMMAD 5HABIR KHALIL) 
Advocate,
High Court, PeshawarDated: -07-05-2018 :

I
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR

Zakir Muhammad

. VERSUS

Government of KP and others

AFFIDAVIT

1, Zakir Muhammad S/0 Shakir Khan R/0 Neway Kalay Spin

Khowray P.O Hangu Tehsil and District Hangu, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that all the contents of 

accompanying Application are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed OR

withheld from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT

Identified by:-

(MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAKZAi) 
Advocate

’ High Court, Peshawar

/

y
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR -
"4 ’

Zakir Muhammad

VERSUS

Government of KP and others

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Zakir Muhammad S/0 Shakir Khan R/0 Neway Kalay Spin Khowray

P.O Hangu Tehsil and District Hangu

RESPONDENTS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home

and Tribal Affairs, Civil Secretariat Peshawar

2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region at Kohat

4. District Police Officer, District Hangu

Appellant

Through:
(MUHAMMAD ILYAS ORAKZAI) 
Advocate,
High Court Peshawar

(MUHAMMAD SHABIR KHALIL) 
Advocate,
High Court PeshawarDated:-07-05-2018,

f
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hNo. /APA (U), D|ted • /06/2015.

From: - The Assistant Political Agent, 
Upper Orak^.

To:- The Political Agent, 
Orakzai Agency..?.

Subject; - 
Memo: -

APPLICATION FOR COMPENSATION.

Lai Min Khan son of Mina Dai- Section Rabia IChel Sub: Section
Behrani Khel resident of village Jerib Orakzai Agency has submitted application stating 

therein that his brother Nurab Khan while in his way to his home reached near village 

Baza Rabia IChel was shot dead by some unknown miscreants rjp 27-05-20 IS.His dead

■

;

ii-

body was found on 28-05-2015. The matter has been reported vide this office information 

report N0.6OO/APA (U) dated 29-05-2015. .
i !

As verified by the Political Naib Tehsiidar, Isinmizai tliat the 

request of the applicant is and based on facts, therefore, if is recommended that the 

applicant request may please be considered favorably.

Jf



■«

!-£/?. 3.SS>I'/VA—i)>.

ORDER

This order of mine will dispose of departmental enquiry initiated 

against Constable Zakir Muhammad No. 378 on the basis of allegations that 
he while posted at Police Lines, Hangu absented himself from official duty 

with effect from 07.03.2008 till now without prior permission or leave.
Charge sheet together with statement of allegation was issued to 

him, to which he failed to submit his reply. An Enquiry Committee 

comprising SI Mohibullah and ASI Mehboob Ullah was constituted to conduct 
departmental enquiry against him under NWFP Removal from Service 

(SPECIAL POWERS) Ordinance 2000. Consequent upon the transfer of SI 
Mohibullah (Enquiry Officer), the enquiry was entrusted to Inspector Legal 
Ishaq Gul for further proceeding under the law. After completion of enquiry, 
the Enquiry Officer submitted his findings on 17.02.2009, held him guilty of 

the charges and recommended him for major punishment.
Thereafter Final Show Cause Notice was issued to defaulter 

constable, which was received by his brother Muhammad Tahir who stated '
V

that Constable Zakir Muhammad has proceeded to Karachi and he is not 
willing to serve further in Police Department. v

Keeping in view of above and having gone through available 

record, the undersigned came to the conclusion that the defaulter constable 

absented himself from duty and yet to day he failed to appear and-defend 

himself, which indicates that he is not interested to serve further. Moreover in 

these circumstances his retention in Police Department is burden on public 

exchequer, therefore, I, Sajjad Khan, District Police Officer, Hangu in exercise 

of the powers conferred upon me, awarded him major punishment of 

Removal from Sertnce from the date of his absence.

I

I

Order Announced.
OB No.

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. HANGU.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
HANGU.

/2009.Dated

No. - /n /PA. dated Hangu, the / ^,3/2009.
Copy of above is submitted to the Dy: Inspector General of 

Police, Kohat Region, Kohat for favour of information please.
Pay Officer, Reader, SRC & OHC for necessary action.2.

T"
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER; 

HANGU.
t

0 -

J
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h1 Phone No: 9260112. 
Fax No: 9260114.

The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

From: -

To: The District Police Officer, Hangu.

4' rz/ /EC. /2018.No. Dated Kohat the

Subject: - APPEAL.

MEMO;

An appeal, preferred by Ex-FC Zakir Muhammad No. 378 of 

Hangu district Police, was examined and filed by W/RPO Kohat being badly 

time-barred about 09- years.
He may be informed accordingly please.

'ir
Regional^olice Officer, 
■^^dC'ohat Region
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