
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

.

811/2023Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

21 3

11/04/20231-
'i'he appeal oflMsl. Zakia Minhas I’csubmittcd today

/
by Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate. It is llxcd tor preliminary

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on _________ .

Parcha Peshi is given to appeliant/counsci for the date fixed.

By Ihe Arder o!'Chairman

RlfGiS'l'RAR



The appeal of Mr. Zakla IVlinhas Junior Clerk CCPO Peshawar received today 

04.04.2023 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

jppellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1~ Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
3^- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
4- Affidavit be attested by the. Oath Commissioner.
5- Memorandum of appeal is not sighed by the appellant.
6- Copy of charge sheet is not attached with the appeal.
7- Copy of rejection order is not attached with the appeal.
8- The documents that are to be provided must be illegible/readable.
9- Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may be submitted with the appeal.

I.e. on%
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAIfflTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTTtTINAT
PESHAWAR.

Klts'hdi-1*5)SERVICE APPEAL NOV /2023 imN«.

Zakia Minhas, Junior Clerk (BPS-11), 
CGPO, Peshawar.

UmiCii.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Kliyber Palchtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Capital City Police pfficer, Peshawar.
3. The Senior Superintendent of Police Coordination, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4
PAKHTUNKHWA service tribunal act, 1974 AGAINST

14.03.2023, WHEREBY THE 
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT FOR 

BACK BENEFITS IN SHAPE OF SALARIES WITH EFFECT 

FROM 21.01.2019 TO 04.05.2021 HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR 

NO GOOD GROUND, AGAINST THE ORDER 

30.09.2021, WHEREIN THE PERIOD REMAINED OUT 

SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT WITH EFFECT FROM
21.01.2019 TO 04.05.2021 .WAS TREATED AS WITHOUT PAY
AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 05.05.2021, WHEREBY 

THE APPELLANT WAS REINSTATED IN SERVICE 

TT 15.12.2020 INSTEAD OF 21.01.2019 “THE DATE ON WHICH
0^ 1 ' Y the APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE”,

OF THE KHYBER

THE ORDER DATED

DATED
OF

IT
W.E.F

(arsair )

PRAYER:
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, 
ORDER DATED 14.03.2023 AND 30.09.2021 MAY KINDLY BE

MAY

THE

SET ASIDE AND THE ORDER DATED 05.05.2021 

kindly also be MODIFIED TO 

REINSTATE THE APPELLANT IN SERVICE WITH EFFECT 

FROM 21.01.2019 INSTEAD OF 15.12.2020 

RESPONDENTS MAY BE DIRECTED TO GRANT 

BENEFITS IN SHAPE OF SALARIES ALONG WITH OTHER 

EMOLUMENTS

THE EXTENT TO

AND THE, 
BACK

FOR THE PERIOD WHERE THE



@
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APPELLANT WAS REMAINED OUT OF SERVICE WITH 

EFFECT FROM 21.01.2019 TO 04.05.2021 BY TREATING 

THAT PERIOD ON FULL PAY AS IN THE DENOVO 

INQUIRY WHICH WAS CONDUCTED ON THE BASIS OF 

JUDGMENT DATED 15.12.2020 OF THIS HONORABLE 

TRIBUNAL THE APPELLANT WAS NOT FOUND GUILTY IN 

THE ALLEGATIONS LEVELED AGAINST HER. ANY
OTHER REMEDY, WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL 

DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO BE 

AWARDED IN FAVPUR OF APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH: 
FACTS:

1. That the appellant is working tlie respondent department as Junior
Clerk in the year 2008 and since his appointment she is performing her 

duty with devotion and honesty, whatsoever, assigned to her.

2. That while serving in the same :capacity, charge sheet of some baseless 

allegations was issued to her ;and on the basis of that charge sheet 
inquiry was conducted against her, but the inquiry conducted against 
her was not according to the prescribed procedure. (Copy of charge 

sheet is attached as Annexure-A)

3. That on the basis of in-egular and improper inquiry, the appellant was 

dismissed from service vide order dated 21.01.2019 and her 
departmental appeal was also rejected on 25.04.2019. (Copies of order 

dated 21.01.2019 and 25.04.2019 are attached as Annexure-B&C)

4. -That the appellant then filed service appeal No. 592/2019 against the
orders dated , 21.01.2019 and 25.04.2019 in this Honorable Service' 
Tribunal., The said service appeal was. heard and decided-by this 
Honorable Tribunal on 15.12.2020 which was allowed and the 

impugned orders were set aside. The appellant was reinstated into 

service while the respondent department were required to conducted a 

proper/deriovo inquiry against the appellant within three months from ■ 
the date of receipt of the judgment and the issue of grant of back 

benefits to tlie appellant shall be settled in view of denovo inquiry, 
(Copy of judgment dated 15.12.2020 is attached as Annexure-D)

5. That denovo inquiry was conducted against the appellant on 06:02.2021 

in. which the inquiry officer gave conclusion/recommendation that 
solid evidence nor

no
any witness produced against the alleged lady junior 

clerk (appellant) which prove herself to be involved in suchTmmoral 
activities. Her previous record was also examined, no entiy of such like 

blame found in her previous service. She was. not found guilty 

instant matter. (Copy of inquiry report is attached
in the 

as Annexure-E)
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6. That in pursuance of judgment dated 15.12.2020 of this Honorable 

Tribunal the appellant was reinstated into service with effect from 

15.12.2020; for tlie purpose of;denovo inquiry vide order dated 

05.05.2021 jdespite tlie fact that denovo inquiry was already conducted 
'against thejappeliant and. the inquiry officer submitted; his report 
06.02.2021in which the appellant was found not guilty, (Copy of 

order dated 05.05.2021 is attached as Annexure-F)

7. That an order dated 30.09.2021 was passed, wherein the period tlie 

appellant remained out of service with effect from 21.01.2019 to 

04.05.2021 mas treated as without pay. It is pertinent to mention' here 
that altiiough the appellant was reinstated w.e.f 15.12.2020 through an 
order dated ,05.05.2021, however salaries for the period with effect from 

15.12.2,020 ito 04.05.2021 was also not granted to her. The appellant 
filed depaitinentai for back benefits in the shape of salaries along with 

other emoluments for the period daring which she was remained out of 

sendee appeal, which was rejected on 14.03.2023 for no gi'ounds. ' 
(Copies of order dated 30.09.2021, departmental appeal and order 
dated 14.03.2023 are attached ;Aiinexure-G,H&I)

8. That now the appellant comes to this Honorable Tribunal, for redressal 
of her grievMce on the following grounds amongst others

on

GROUNDS:

A) That tlie orders dated 14.03.2023, 30.09.20121 and 05.05.2021 
against tlie law, facts,, norms of justice, material on record and 

recommendation of denovo inquiry report, tlierefore not tenable and 
orders dated 14.03.2023, 30.09.20121 are liable to be set aside and the 

order dated 05.05.2021 is liable to .be. modified to the extent to 
reinstate the appellant.in service! with effect from 21.01.2019 instead 

■ of 15.12.2020. ' ' . -

are

B) That the i Honorable Tribunal In its judgment dated 15.12.2020 

mentioned that the issue of back benefits to the appellant shall be 

settled in view of denovo inquiry and in denovo inquiry .tlie appellant 
was.not foimd guilty of the charges levelled against her, but despite 
tliat tlie back benefits was not granted to the appellant for the period 

w.e.f 21.01.2019 to 04.05.2021, the period during wliich was 

remained but ofse]*vice,'which is against the norms of justice and.fair 
play. - ■ - .

i
4

C) That inquiry officer gave his conclusion/recommendation tliat no solid 

. evidence nor any witness produced against tlie alleged lady junior 

clerk (appellant) which prove herself to be involved in such immoral
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activities. jHer previous record was also examined, no entry of such 

like blame found in her previous; service. She was not found guilty in 

the instant matter, which means that due to tlie fault of the department 
the appellant has reshained to iperforai her duty with effect from. . 
21.01.2019 to 04.05.2021, tlierefore, the appellant should not be 

punished for tiie fault of otlier and is entitle for back benefits in die 

shape of salaries along with other emoluments for that period,

D) That the allegation/charges werelnot proved against tire appellant and 

was not found guilty in the inquiiy proceeding, therefore there remain 

no ground to deprive the appellant from hack benefits in the shape of 
salaries along with odier emoluments for the period w.e.f 21,01.2019 

to 04.05.2021 the period during which she was remained out of 
. service. . . ' • ' \

;

i

I

i

E) That die appellant did not willfully remained absent fi-om her duty, but 
the department restrained herefrom performing duty due to dismissal 
from her service on baseless 'allegations/charges which was later on 
not established in the de-noVo; inquiry and as such the appellant 
cannot be|deprived from her salaries along witii odier emoluments for 
the period w.e.f 21.01.2019 to 104.05.2021 due to die fault of die 

. department.

!

;

;

i
F) That , as per superior court, judgment that once ari official was 

reinstated; in service after exoneration of charges leveled against 
hiiii/her, the period during wliich he/she remained eidier suspended or 

dismissed/reraoved could not be attributed as fault on his/her part. 
Absence of official during period of disinissal/removal was not 
voluntary ion his/her part but it Was due to die order of die authority 
which resfrained from attending liis/her job/duty. Therefore, his/lier 
service repord could neither be adversely affected nor could he/she be 

denied any benefits to which he/she would have been entided had 

he/she not been removed/dismissed and as such the appellant is endtle 
■ for back benefits in the shape of salaries along widi odier emoluments 

for the period w.e.f 21,01.2019 to 04.05.2021 die period during which 

was remained out of service on the basis of Apex Court judgment. '

1

i

G) .That die appellant was reinstated in service w.e.f 15.12.2020 tiirough 

- an order; dated 05.05,2021, but even salaries along with odier 
emoluniehts were not granted to the appellant, for that period.

i

;
H)That the appellant was dismissed from service on 21.01.2019 which 

was challenged by the appellant in service appeal No.592/2019 in diis 

Honorable Tribunal. The Honorable Service Tribunal set aside die
i

;

N •:

.1
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impugned orders dated 21.01.2019 and rejection order dated 
25.04.2019 meaning by that the appellant is entitle.to be reinstate 
w.e.f 2r.01.2019 but she 
dated 05.05.2020

.was reinstated in service through an order
w.e.f 15.12.2020 instead of 21.01.2019 and by' 

reinstating her w.e.f 15.12.2020 instead of 21.01.2019, there is break 

in service w.e.f 21.01.2019 to 15.12.2020 due to which her seniority 

and promoUon will be effected and will even create legal complication 

m finalization of her pension after her retirement, therefore the order 

dated 05:05.2020 is liable to be modified to the extent to reinstate the
appellant W.e.f 21.01.2019 instead of 15,12.2020.

I) That tile appellant remained unpaid employee 

■ dismissal from service till reinstatement into
for period from ’ 

service and in this 
respect appellant give affidavit that he remained unpaid employee
during that period. (Copy of affidavit is attached as Annexure J}

.J) That the appellant was not treated according to law and rules and has 

been deprived from his legal rights of back benefits in the shape of ' 
salaries along with other emoluments, for the period w.e.f 21.01.2019 

to. 1-4.12.2020 the period during which was remained out of service.

K)That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of heai'ing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal 
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

of the

ap^^nt

Zalda Minh&
TITROUGH:

(TAIMUrMLI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
8l

SHAKIR ULUAH 

ADVOCATE



BEFORE THE KHYBER T AICQTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

A

/
SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2023

0

Zakia Minhas VS . Police Department I

; •

AFFIDAVIT

I, Zalda Minliasi Junior Clerk (BPS-l;l), CCPO, Peshawar, (Appellant) do 

hereby affirm and declare that the contents'of-this service appeal are true and 

correct and nothing has been concealed fi'om this Plonorable Tribunal.

•

DEPONENT

V,•

/

\

j

;

I



CHARGE siii:icr
\

I,- Senior Superintendent of Police, Operations, Peshawaj- as compclent Authority 

hereby charge you. Junior Clerk Zakia Minhas of Capital city Police Peshawar as Ibllows:-

As per, classified information that you are involved in immoral activities.

■ Furthermore you are also making, illegal ''sifnris/r to police slations/cusloms 

. authorities for release pf contraband at the lime of confiscation iVom your 

mother who is well known contraband smuggler. •

- ,i. . That you are not taking keen interest in your official obligations and rather 
concenti'ate in illegal activities by talcing advantage of your job. ■ '

1.

This amounts to gross misconduct on your pan.11.

By reason of the above, you appear to. guilty of misconduct under^scclion 3 of KPK •
- Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of . 

the penalties specified in Section-4 of the said Rules.

You are tlierefore, required to submit your written defense widiin seven days of the 

receipt of tliis chai-ge;Sheet to the enquiiy pfliccr/cnqiiiry committee failing which it shall be 

presumed that you have no defense to pul in and an ex-party .action shall he taken against 

you. ■

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person of otherwise.

,A statement of allegation is enclosed

f
SENIOR police,

(OPERATIONS) PESHiVWAR

. \

i



,: SEklOR SXJPEMNilimJENT OF PGn^,-^ ^ ^ 
(OPERATIONS),

PESHAWAR
; i-Ph: 091-9210508 Fax: 091-9213054

:
■v'-v.-: .1' I

TT

' > <
X.- I♦ f I

I'

;
ORDER

r , ! ■ ■■ . ^ i . a- ■
This office order-v^ disrose off thi iepartraent^ proceedings initiated against }.ady' |

lunior Clerk Zalda Mininas ■ ofCCP Pesha- .ar vide os office No. 89/E/PA dated 07.01.: 019.'^1 

.'^legations leveled^ againstiher -that:

As per classified infonnatibn, ^he.w^ ihvoWed in■)^imoral activities. Furthet 
-■:'ihe was^^^^'iii^g illegal to;police stations/c^t^ authorities %

la-time of confiscation fiom her mother who L well ■
■ ; • ! : i . r

la
i

■ '1

•i■ \ry:.• !• j

: :
: lore •

L
'1.

I
i

Irelease of contraband items at 
‘known contirab^d smuggler.-

1 iI 1'

• !
i

' I <:' i
IThat'sheW^'notftoaBg'toen -jtwbst in her ofScMil/obUgatioiis rather con^> - ;I -

11. I•; • :; in illegal activities by taldhg advantage bfher government job.
•'

aiong With summary. ,i of allegations, was issued to her and; = ICharge sheet
;>lr. Naiam-ul-Husnain Liaqu^ ASP Hayal,:bad.iPeshawar was appointed as Enquiry 0 ::cerr , 
^0 after conducting adelailed enciuiry. held iier gWlty of all the a&rementioned charges.

!

;
r -I

Onreceipt of the fcdings. Final Sho -' Caiisellotiee was sen-ed upon her vide.this , iff^ce ,^ 

53/PA ciated 17.01,2019. Her written rer:y;:r.eceiyed,well.mthn,e.:The same waaperus .. and 

found unsad^ctory. ShJwas,:c,dled in..prd.rly Room on ^1,01,2019 and,heard hr parser wluie,|

^ying her.arwle opportnmty fbr self defe,n:..She,failed to advance, any plausibfo e

rebuttal pfthe charges, i, ;

The undersigned perused all the
incused Lady- Junior Cerk. The, &urrd her guilty of the charges on fol rwing ;|

. ;

I-
3No

:nt .- ,•

' V

r :.ti^ant record; and sompe reports beside he; d ihe?^
:

1 . I•accounts:- >;: ;ji
iimmoral which'is briniiig • bad name. Oe tltCiJShe has been openly involve in 

departmental 'as a wKple.
She has beenjfbund misusing he ' Ofsiial posWon-hy Visiting various Police P, ■ is jmdi; 

approaching police, officials for. -lie release of contraband items confiscated f ■m;heri; 

mother who is a notorious cont ritand smuggler, and commonly known 

:hris feet hasten &,Gritfedby f ■: hedused offioialbcfhfettheinciuiry Officer, 
ni) : She is habit^ absentee and c Remain absent ftSm official duties withe .t prior? ; '

approval of the officer edneeme

i) .;.
I'.

r
t. !

ii)
(i.

as “P lakai”!it
' i:

•
*

^ '
i

1>. :
■ i/■■ ’!.*-■

• 'i
! i

!i . i . k I•I

' •v.vr-.
:

I •

:
A.;. \

i't!
■ii

1 1
. -.k'

I1 '1'J • iO'.
i- . -I •:

i* ^ .1^ ■

i )r:k ■i .. <*,'\
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W ;

iv).
f

She failed:to act upon *1112 advice noti e conveyed to her in wntirig vide letter bearing 

. nurnber2QiI/PA dated 31.12.2018.

From the aforementioned facts; it is ^^.-ystal clear that the accused official is guilty rj 

^' the charges, leveled against her. Therefore, Lady iuniof Clerk Z^a Minhas is hereby awarded the ^ 

major punishment of dismissal from service under.the Government Servants (Efficiency & ; 

Disciplmary) Rules 201.1 with.inimediate effect.

i

^ '

II / •
Is3-•m-\i
m ■

r

•i
I ■ . i •

TTi:Fn5ENT OF POLICE.fl- ; ;s:rLNiOR.sur
ml. ■ .. OPERATIONS, raSHAWAR ,
|l8' No ' 5’7" 73 /PA dated Peshawar, the . _ oj _/2019. ■ '

■ -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------—

:

Copy for.information and necessary action.to th(.

L Capital City Police Officer, feshawa.-. 

. 2: SP HQrsPeshawar ,

. 3. Head Clerk 

4.' -PayOfficer.,' ■■ 
i;..5v .EG.II/FMa

6. Official concerned.

£hi4'i^ . ■

■iil »*t ;.a . •
iV.m \

V:.V ; i

iP ■i V' -. *
;• t

. tIH ■i

«'• • * •: ?i., l;

-4: .1;

v
;

S !
/

i
1 r

i •! f|.

m
>

;
. ■!

i
m • : '

t

im •

m I.

:>

in'
'4 ;'fI
ili ..

I
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|54 OFFICEOFTHt> ^

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PFSHAWAR

. Phone No. 091-9210989 
Fax No. 091-9212597

.'i

id
IS?

i

I
tu ;
irlii rc'lm ;

HI I. ORDER.'
dispose of the departniehtal appeal preferred by Ex-UJC Zakia 

who was awarded the: major punishment of “Dismissal from service" by SSP/Operations 

Pc^liFiwar vide QB No.d7-73, dated 21-01-201^

Tliis order will f

l\{inhas
&

5
2:,

The allegations leveled against her were that she while posted in the office of 

classified infomiation she was found involved in immoralt *
SSP/Operations Peshawar and as per

Furthermore ,she also makes illegal “sifarish” to police stations/customs authrimes for.
M m - ■ activities.

^ release of contrabaned items at the time of confiscation ifom her mother who is^well known
h ■

I contrabaned smuggler. She was not taking keen interest in her official obligations rather concentrate

i in illegal activities by taking advantage of her government job.
'rf
rr
t:
-j

She was issued proper Charge i Jheet.and Summary of Allegations by SSP/Operations 

Peshawar and Mr. Najam-Ul-Hasnain Liaqal ASP/Hayatabad Peshawar was appointed as enquiry - 

officer. The e

Tr

n enquiry submitted his findings and .nquiry officer after conducting proper depomental 
recommended that the appellantJ^^Sund guilt ■ of the charges leveled against her in tlie charge sbeet-

SSP/Operations Peshawar after perusal of enquiry report issued her Final

■i

I!

?! The competent authority i.c 
Show. Cause Notice to which her reply was jdso found unsatisfactory by the competent Authority,

:;
I

:i.

11 hence awarded her tlie above.major punishmenL ■
: ;
,i. She was heard in person in O.R. The relevant record perused along with her j-4- I

ci;planation but she failed to submit any satisfactory reply in her defence. The competent authority 

completed all codal formalities before awarding her-the punishment of dismissal., There is no
h:.
'h-
I ; has

need to interfere in the punislrment order passed by SSP/Operations Peshawar vide G9 No. 67-73• •;

dated 21.01.2019. Hence her appeal for reinstqtement in service is hereby rcj^tcd/filed.
ft- ■'

f.
(
:

iPSP ., (qazijamilur;
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

PESHAWAR
• i

/PA dated Peshawar tl le
‘ ' 11-

Copies for information and n/a (o the:- :

1. SSP/Operations Peshawar. • 1
2. SP-HQr: Peshawar. * ' ...
3. BO/EC-r/ EC-Il lor making necessary entry in his SRoll. 

• --^4, FMC along with FM
5. Official concerned.

2019No.

I

f
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before THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTrF TRTBUAI .PFCjHAW/flR i

!f: : 'ii »1 i§s i Appeai No. 592/2019

- Date of Institution ... 07.05.2019

!5^
i:iiI

\
Mi \ ;•

Date of DecisionI 15.12.2020
W- •;

i
;

Mst. Zakiya Minhas D/0 Torsam Khan R/0 MohaHah Sher All No. 2 Swati 
Phattak, Peshawar, Ex-Lady Junior Clerk SSP Operation's Office Peshawar.

i'

... (Appellant)i

^'4
s

VERSUS

The Chief^Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and four others, .;
... (Respondents)

:iSif t. I

Si [
t

j

iPresent. ;!hm ■ :
Mr. Shahid Mahmood.KhBn^ 
Advocate.!

1 %
i

For appellant•;ti ;
i I

Mr. Kabiruilah Khan Khattak, 
Addl. Advocate General

Mft. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. MIAN'MUHAMMAD,

*
If :

For respondents.rif ;
i'f;-111'! .. . CHAIRMAN :

... MEMBER(E) I '
n:- ■;

JUDGMENT
? !

HAMLD.:FAR000 DURRANI. CHATRMAIM--

1. Through the appeal in hand the. appellant has assailed order dated 
i ' ■ i" ' ■ ■

21.01.2019, whereby, she was dismissed from service. Order dated

25.04.2019 has also been impugned, through which her departmental

I

appeal
was rejected.

-2. The facts, as laid in the: memorandum of appeal, suggest that the 

appellant was initially appointed as Lady Constable in the Police Department. 

Subsequently, she was

17.01.2019, a show cause notice alongwith statement 

issued to the appellant A reply to the show

♦

:
given | appointment as- Lady Junior Clerk.: On

I

1 ’

of allegations was

cause notice was submitted, .
ATtESTEB

i I

;
t

1

/ZXA ii

I I
<u:f: TrihunHtt! :
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3.

as we« as the 

There was no 
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-toined wild allegations
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5. . A cpreful perusal of record suggests that the allegations attributable to 

the appellant were vague, not providing necessary details regarding the
' ' f

alleged incidences. In the show:cause notice/it was noted that the appellant 

was found guilty of the charges levelled against her

;; ;
i
Hr4
3; r^4m

■

as mentioned in the 

summary of allegations. Allegedly, she had also admitted before the enquiry

’M

m :imm
officer regarding her visit td-Police Post Jamrud to approach police officials for

release of contraband items recovered.from her mother. '

:! .

i- i

:
Reading the show cause notice together with the enquiry report clearly 

shows that no witness was examined in order to substantiate the charges 

- against the appellant, besides, i as per enquiry report, the. appellant 

. verbally cross-examined. Further, in the findings part of the report the 

appellant was .mentioned to have admitted her. guilt It is astonishing to 

that the confession in the verbal cross-examination, not reduced to writing, 

was made pasis of adverse findings against the appellant All along the record, 

the respondents failed to mention about the nature and weightage of evidence 

' of miscond^uct on the part of appellant It is also a fact that the appellant

not confronted with documentary: evidence, if any.

We consider it necessary to reproduce hereunder the charges contained 

in the impugned-order dated 21.01.2019>

‘y

i was
;■

I

■

note

I

i

was •i

6.
•1

:/
I

'i). ^ She has been openly involved In immoral which Is brining bad

. \ name to the departrneritat as a whole.

ii). j She has. been found misusing her official position by visiting, ' 
various Police .Posts arid approaching police officials for the.

\ release of contraband items confiscated from her mother who
; is a notorious contraband smugger and commonly known as
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fPatakai". This fact has been admitted by the accused official , • 
■before the Enquiry Officer.

Hi). She is habitual absentee and often remain absent from official 
'\duties without prior approval of the officer concerned.

it'

If- ■

]
I-m \

• ,5

1
cr; iv). '{She failed to.act upon the advice notice conveyed to her in 

\ writing vide letter bearing number 2011/PA dated . 
'31.12.2018. ".

;
f

I J

;
:)m f ■

i

II !
It is not dipicult to understand that the charges were of such nature 'which

required proof through convincing evidence. On the contrary, even the dates
i ■ ^

of commission of alleged misdeeds on the part of appellant ws§ not provided.'

'}-! .

fi •
(

T'ii-
t .
I- jThe enquiry officer ^Iso remained at loss in bringing forth any evidence in 

support of the allegations.

. j 5,

;
I;

{
.7 For what has been discussed above, the appear in hand is. allowed

i
i

:and the impugned orders are set aside. The appeiiant is reinstated into service
i' • ■ ■ ‘ ^ i ■

while the jrespondents are required to conduct a. proper/denovo enquiry 

lagainst her-within three months!from the date of receipt of copy of instant 

judgment. Jhe issue of grant of back benefits to the appeiiant shall be settled 

in view of denovo enquiry and the ensuing order.
I ' ■ ■. i ■ ■ ■ ■

Parties are, however, left to' bear their respective costs. File be ..

!

i

:

consigned to the record room.
■ J • '\
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DE-NOVO DEPARTMENTAL ENQl RY AGAINST EX-LADY JUNIOR CLERK 
ZAKIA MINHAS. ;

./■ ’

This is .3 De-noyo department ■ enquiry against ex-lady Junior Clerk Zakir 

Minhas of CGP Office, as per classi .ed information she was involved in immorai 

■ activities. Furthermore., she was allegedly involved in making illegal "sifarish" tc 

Police Stations/Customs authorities ft ' release of confiscated contraband from her 
mother who is well known smuggler. tShe was also blamed for not taking interest ir 

her official duties and rather concentrriies on illegal activities by taking advantage of 
her job. ' . '

s

i ;
> 5

;

With reference to the above all gations. she vi/as charge sheeted and issued 

summery of allegation by SSP Oper :;on and ASP Hayatabad was appointed as 

; 'enquiry officer.

■ Enquiry Officer conducted prop enquiry into the matter and r^commende. 

her for major punishment.
On the recommendation of E.O. she was dismissed from service vide ordi.;!

. No. 67-73/PA, dated 21.Qt..2019 by thr, then SSP/Operations Peshawar.

Accoiilingly. she filed mercy ar pea! before the then CCPOi which was aiS'

^ rejected vide order No. 672-78/PA, dai:.d 25:04.2019.

Later on, the dismissed Junior C :erk Zakia Minhas submitted an appeal before 

the Khyber Pakhtun Khwa Service I'ribunal. Peshawar on 07.05.2019 for re
instatement. On 15.12.2020, Service Tribunal issued verdict in her favor. Thr 
appellant was reinstated into service with the direction to the department by the 

Honorable Court Eo conduct proper/der avo enquiry against the appellant.

. Vide CPO ; letter No. 1464-v;3/CPO/!AB dated 24.-12.2020. this officr 

conducted proper ^departmental dene/o proceedings against ex-Lady J/C ZakU 

Minhas. The alleged J/C subrnitted a detail written statement, wherein she stater 

that she .was enlisted as Junior Clerk i - the year of 2008 and performed her job we i ■ 

with no complaint against h■2.^ Stated L-at she is married, having children and aged/T 

; parents and two addicts bretners. She irined services to help her poor family. State 

‘ that her mother is not a smuggler and -abutted the allegations leveled against her i 

the staterhent of allegation. .

To dig-out the real facts and to-collect necessary information about the. 
immoral activities of ex-Junior Clerk Z;-<ia Minhas, a report was collected from DSF 

According the report of DS3 that her relationship with her husband deteriorated du;

!

!

!
I

y

I ,

i

■

;

i

I

I
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victed from the house and now she is 

’ ed in immoral activities. DSB further

/sported that some time ago SI Kamran lanwat the then SHO PS Hayatabad 

advocate in ohjectionab. condition from a Guest House.
Marv/at the then SHO Hayatabad

^^9.immoral activities, which led to her being 

.-esiding with her mother who Is also invo1/ ■
■

arrested her with an
To-probe further into the matter Si K ; nran i

written statement wherein he stated that onalso called, who submitted a
■ information that some boys and girls are enc iged in obscene activities in a

On this information he conducted raid

was

I

jbrothei/ house situated at Hayatabad Phase !, 
land found the following persons in such like uctivities;-

1. Ghazanfar s/o Gaohar Ati. •• •
2.. Mst: Sonia d/o Akbar. ; ,

: 3. Mst’Saba d/o Parviz.
4. Sheraz Ali s/o Muhammad Shah 

5I Mst: Zakia.Minhas ex-dunior Clerk 0' GCP office.

i

i

found in separate room, The matter .

brought into the notice of high-ups and on the direction of .superior officers, Lady 

i J/G Zakia Minhas was released, while proper case was registered against the 

remaining accused vide FIR# 31 dated :.li.0r.20i9 u/s 371-AB.419-420-109-PPC ^

In this:conneclion stateme.-.t of Sheeraz Advocate was presented by

• Sheraz and .Zakia Minhas were :
;
f. was
)

::
; PS Hayatabad 
: the delinquent official which also clarifyinc ne episode.

in the office of SSP/OperationsJC Zakia Minhas was p:sted'
, checked in the concerned office 

her part. Her! service book was also perused, which
Peshawar therefore, record about her ab^ mtee was 

I. but no absentee was found on I 

I found clear.
i

Illeged official also pn, .tents an affidavit on stamp paper, whereinThe a
! she affirmed to be careful in future.

!
i

Conciusion/recommendatioriS ; ;
ttie above discussior/ it is found that during raid conducted by SI 

} Kamran Khan the then SHO PS Hayat/bad, stated that she was present there but

,st her nor entered report in the-Roznamcha

From

the local police did not register FIR agai'' 
and on the other hand she took the pie ■ Sheeraz was her lawyer in a case and she

her call in resoect of he cade. Secondly record :about her absence, ..went there on

:

;•

i

I

I

!
;

I
I

. ^ i
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Keeping in view 5f ai nve facts S figures no solid, evidence nor .riv 

■w,.ness produced against the aiiered: iady junor CerR which prove^herseif to oe 
-0^ in s^^ i..ora, activit.s, i.ier.revious .cord was also exaled,: ■ • •

. ;
/

:
I * ;

‘

1

Submitted please.
•r

S /

■ Da t ed ._^;^^/02/202 1

;
* ;

enht^dent of Polite 

Coordination, Peshawar
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In pursuance ofthe Hon'blf Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Services Tribunal judgmer.t 

dated 15.12.2020 passed in Service Apperl No. 592/2019,

Minhas is hereby re-instaied in service
Ex-Lady Junior Clerk Mst. Zaki? . 

, Purpose of de-novo enquiry.
s

w.e

t

i

For CAPITALCITY POLICE OFFICER, 
: . . \ PESH>WAR

dated I’cshawar th^ CiS / ^S/2021.

4 «

No..^?')‘/7-2.,.1/pa .. i •

Copy for information and necessary action i. \

I. The Capital City Pa ice Officei Peshawar.
'2. The SSP Operations. Peshawar
3. The AiG Complaint <6; Enquiry Internal Accountability, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 

■ ^ reshawar^.rtohis ofOceMen ) No. 1464-66/CPO/lAB dated 24.12.2020.
4. The SP HQrs, Peshawar. . •
5. The AD IT CCP Peshawar.

• ;6. EC-n..pd'&AS.
7. Official concerned.

»
«

? j
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enquiry a9a,;Sy:^C^^^!fI

classinea information, she was involved in Immoral .activities and also makino lileaal 
sifarish to Police-Station/customs authorities for release of contraband items^at 

the time of_ confiscation from her mother who Is well known contraband smuaaier 
j^f^med for not taking interest In her official duties and 

concentrate oh Illegal activities by taking advantages of her job.

!

bv SSP ^ summary of allegations'oy s^P, Operations Peshawar. Mr. Najam-uI~Hassaln Llanuat

&

nn« !■• yP:°J the finding of E.O, she was issued final show 
. was d to which, she received & replied'which 

was dismissed from service by the SSP 
21,01.2019,.

cause notice by SSP 
was Implausible. Therefore, she 

Operations vide No.67-73/PA dated

Judgment'dated^l5.l2To20rtasid^ifrSe™ir^^A^^ Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 
Clerk' Mst. Zakia Minhas waf ^“nior
enquiry vide Mo.8917-23/PA/Coord; datld 0S;0S P^^Pose of de'-novo.

=tsvr.7srf »?“: ■herself to be Invoked In such immnra ... "hieh provided
prevh^us record Sso=:^rSrnr^; nr" :chi^^^

V

to 5RDINATION •
For CirJ^ auC£.Qi=PJ[CER

KHSHivWAR

SSP

^ 6'^ /PA/5SP/Cc.QFdNo.
: mUd Peshawar the 3.-. / p7/2031 j

Copy of above Is forwarded for.information &

^ Polfe Officer, Pesha..r.

o asg2!iiS'«s5s^ss^»"--
05/CCP Peshawar.
Pay, Officer. - 
Assistant Secret. .

n/actlon to:
✓

v •v.
✓
✓

'vf;- .•■V.

V,
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OFFICE OF THE 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

Phone No. 09.1-9210989 Fax: No. 091-9212597

No. /PA, dated, Peshawar the . 0-^-7 07 /2022&

%
To: . The Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

HQr: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
!

- Subject:- APPEAL.

Memo:

Enclosed kindly find .herewith an appeal preferred by Lady Junior Clerk Zakia 

Minhas of Capital City Police, Peshawar requesting therein for counting the leave without pay 

(out of service period) in leaveTor consideration please

QEnd: 08 I

I

for CAPITA CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWARc/c.

I

■
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OFFICEOFTHE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, ( 
KHYBER PAKirrUNKHWA PESHAWAi

’k/
/

No. .73/ /E-V, dated the /'5' /<?3 /2023

%/ V
/J'-'

zs/s/^ :ij
.■ /> -

■iThe Capital City Police Officer 
Peshawar.

To: i I

APPEAL.Subject:- 
Mcmo:-

Please refer to your office letter No. 2169/PA dated 22.07.2022 and to the 

application preferred by Lady Junior Clerk Zakia Minhas of CCPO/Peshawar’dated 03.03,2023 on 

the subject noted above. ' •. .
It is submitted that appeal preferred by the said official has been withheld as

* per Sub-rule (d) of Rule-6 of the BChyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appeal) Rules, 1986 being 

badly time barred.

(AFSARJAN)
• Registrar

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhw^ 

Peshawar

;
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