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The appeal of Mst. Zakia Minhas resubmitted today

/

by Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on

Parcha Peshi is given to appellant/counscl for the date fixed.

By the grder of Chairman

REGISTRAR




+

The *appeal of Mr. Zakia Minhas Junior Clerk CCPO Peshawar received today i.e. on
(04.04.2023 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the
avpellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

\“_'4‘0 .

v

~1- Check list is not attached with the abpeai‘
2- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
F Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
4- Affidavit be attested by the QOath Co’rhmissioner. .
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 attachéd 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 respéct
may be submitted with the appeal. | .
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| . BEFORE THE KHY BER PAKHTUNRHWA SERVICE TR]BUNAL _
' ’ PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL Nog// /2023

-

| ZakiaMinhas- - VS

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

Police Depart_meht ,
S.NO. [ DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE |PAGE
1 | Memo of Appeal e L 01-05]
2 | Affidavit e 06
3 | Copy of charge sheet - - A .| 07 :
4 * | Copies of order dated 21.01.2019 B&C 08«107{ B
|and25.042019  © - - |
.| 5 | Copy of judgment dated - D 11-14
i C o -115.12.2020 R N ‘
6| Copy of inquiry report = ! E | 15- 17-
7 | Copy of order dated 05.05.2020. " F 18.
- 8 | Copies of order dated 30.09.2021 |- G,H&I 19-22
‘ departmental appeal and rejection o -
' order dated 14,03.2023 :
9 | Copy of affidavit J 23
10 | Vakalat'Nama A — 24
‘ APPELLANT
. THROUGH:




| BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR,

»tuldhwa

SERVICE APPEAL Nog/ / /2023 “‘LL?:‘.JI e o

Dias ¥ MNu.

CCPQ, Peshawar.

1.

3.

 APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Proviricial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
The Capltal City Police Ofﬁcer Peshawar.
The Senior Supermtencient of Police Coordination, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

(72
ol

‘Zakia Minhas, Junior Clerk (BPS-11), o B d'"'{'

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER'

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED - 14.03.2023, WHEREBY THE

~DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT FOR

F\le@m’dﬁ‘y

_ oV\ ‘7@..

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 DATED

30.09.2021, WHEREIN THE PERIOD REMAINED OUT OF

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 W.E.F

15.12.2020 INSTEAD OF 21.01.2019 “THE, DATE ON WHICH

THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERV[CE”

' - PRAYER:

THAT. ON THE ACCDPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE

" ORDER DATED 14.03.2023: AND 30.09.2021 MAY KINDLY BE
SET ASIDE AND THE ORDER DATED 05.05.2021 MAY

KINDLY ALSO BE MODIFIED TO THE EXTENT TO
REINSTATE THE APPELLANT IN SERVICE WITH EFFECT
FROM ' 21.01.2019 INSTEAD OF 15.12.2020 AND THE
RESPONDENTS MAY BE DIRECTED TO GRANT BACK
BENEFITS IN SHAPE OF SALARIES ALONG WITH OTHER

.,EMOLIIMIZNTS FOR THE PERIOD WHERE THE_




[

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 FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

| RESPECTFULLY SHJ:WTH
FACTS:

1L

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

h duty with: devotlon and honesty, whatsoever ass:gned to her

That while servmg in the same: capac1ty, chalge sheet of some baseless o

: allegatlons was ‘issued to her .and on the basis of that charge sheet

- Inquiry was conducted agamst her, but the inquiry conducted against -

- her was not accordmg to the prescnbed procedure. (Copy of charge :
,sheet is attached as Annexu re-A)

. That on the basis of irregular and i 1mproper mqutry, the' appellant was
dismissed from service vide order dated 21.01.2019 and her =
-departmental appeal was also réjected on 25.04.2019. (Coples of order -

, 'dated 21.01.2019 and 25.04. 2019 are attached as Annexure-B&C)

That the appellant then filed- service appeai No. 592/7019 agamst the
orders dated 21.01.2019 and 25.04.2019 in thlS 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/denovo inquiry against the appellant within three months from -
the date of receipt of the judgment and ‘the issue of grant of back

 benefits fo the appellant shall be settled in view of denovo inquiry.

(Copy of Judgment dated 15. 12. 7020 is. attached as Annexure—D)

. That denovo | mquxry was conducted against the appellant on 06:02.2021
in. which the mqun'y officer gave conctuswn/recommendauon that no o
solid evidence nor any witness produced against the alleged lddy junior

clerk (appel]ant) which prove herself to be mvolved In such: immaral
activities. Her previous record was also examined, no entry of such like
blame found in her previous'service. She was. not found guilty.in the

- instant mattel (Copy of i mqmry report is attached as Annexure-E)




6 That in pursuance of judgment dated 15. 12 2020 of thxs Honmable, '
Tribunal the appellant was remstated into " service w1th effect from

+ 15,12 2020 for the purpose of | denovo 1nqu1ry vide. order dated .
05.05.2021 despxte the fact that denovo inquiry was already conducted
“against the| appellant and . the mqun'y officer submitted. his -report on

06.02.2021 ;in which the appellant was: found not gunlty (Copy of
order dated 0s. 05 202t is attached as Annexure-F) '

-7.. That-an order dated 30.09. 7021 was passed ‘wherein the pcuod the "~
* appellant remamed out of service with effect from 21.01.2019 t§
- 04.05 7071 iwas treated as without pay. It is pertinent to mention' here
" that although the appellant was- remstated w.e.f 15.12.2020- through an
" order dated 05.05. 2021, however salaries for the period with effect from
15.12.2020 ito 04. 05. ’)021 was also not granted to her. ‘The appellaut :
filed depamnental for back benefits in the shape of salaries along w1th )
: othex emoluments for the period dunng which she was remained out of
service appeal which was rqected on 14.03.2023 for no grounds. -
- '(Copies of order dated 30.09.2021, departmental appeal and order
dated 14, 03.2023 are attached Annexme-G JH&T) .

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

GRO UNDS

A) That the orders dated 14. 03 ')023 30. 09 20121 and 05. 05 ”O’l’l are :
"against the law,. facts, norms of justice, material on record and ,
. recommendation of denovo inquiry report, therefore 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 -
"remstate the appellant in service; w1th effect from 21.01 ')019 mstead :
of 15 12, 20‘70 : " '

B) That the Honorable Tnbunal in its Judgment dated 15.12.2020
‘mentmned that the issue of back benefits to the ~appellant shall be
settled in view of denovo inquiry and in denovo inquiry the. appellant
‘was not found guilty of the charges levelled against her, but despite
that the back benefits was not granted to the appellant for the period o

- wef 21.01.2019 to 04.05.2021, the period during which. was -
' -remalned out of semce, whlch is against the norms of _]us‘nce and. lalr

 play. -; ‘ Ce T
C) That i mqulry ofﬁcer gave his conclumon/recmmnendatlon that no solid
_ evidence nor any witness produced agamst the alleged lady junior
clerk (appellant) wtuch prove hcrself to be mvolved in such bmmmoral




. activities. Her prev1ous record - was also exannned no- entty of such e
liké blame found in her previous:service. She was. not found guilty in
the instant matter, which mearis that due to the fault of the department ‘
the. appellant has restrained to perform her duty with effect from .
21 012019 -to 04. 05.2021, therefore, the appellant should. not- be

. punished for the fault of other and is entitle for back beneﬂts in the’
shape of salarles along wnh other emoluments for that penod

D) That the alleganon/charges werenot proved against the appellant and "
was not found guilty in the i inquiry proceedmg, therefore there remdin
no ground to deprive the appellant from back benefits in the shape of'

" salaries along with other emoluments for the penod w.e.f 21.01.2019

" to 04, 05 2021 the penod durtng whlch she was remamed out of
; serv1ce '

- E) That the appellant did not willfully remained absent from her duty, but
the department restrained her:from performing duty due to dismissal A
from her ¢ servme on baseless allegattons/charges which was later on

~ not estabhshed in the de-novo: inquiry and as such the appellant

' cannot be; depnved from her salanes along with other emoluments for

the penod w.e. f 21.01 2019 to 04 05 2071 due to the fault of the
- department

F) That as per supenor court : _]udgment that once - arl ol'ﬁmal was
reinstated’ in service after exoneration -of charges leveled agamst _
- hlm/her the period dunng wlnch he/she remained either suspendecl or:.

dlsmtssed/removed could not be attributed as fault on his/her part.

- Absence of official dunng penod of dtsn'nssal/removal was not
voluntaryion his/her part but it was due to the order of the authority - -
whtch restramecl ‘from attendtng ‘his/her job/duty. Therefore, hts/her_ R
service record could neither be adversely affected nor could he/she be - i
denied any benefits to wlnch he/she would have been entitled had - :

. he/she not been retnoved/disnnssed and as such the appellant is entitle

~ -forback beneﬁts in the shape of salanes along with other emoluments
* forthe penod w.e.f21 .01.2019 to 04.05.2021 the period during whlch

'was remamed out of service'on the basxs of Apex Court judgment

G) That the appellant was reinstated in service' w.e.f 15.12.2020 through :
© . an order' dated 05. 05, 2021 but -even salaries “along with other -
emoluments were not granted to the appellant for that penod
H) That the appellant was chsmlssed from service on 21 01 7019 whxch
‘was challenged by the appellant in service appeal No. 597/2019 in-this
Honorable Tribunal. The Honorable Service’ Tnbunal set aside the




impugned orders dated 21.01.2019 and rej',ection.' order dated

' 25.04.2_019 meaning by that.the appellant is entitle.to be reinstate
w.e.f ‘21‘;01.2019 but she Wwas reinstated in service through an order
‘dated 05.05.2020 w.e.f 15.12.2020 instead -of 21.01,2019 and by B

' reinstating her w.e.f 15.12.2020 instead of 21.01.2019, there is bredk
in service w.e.f 21.01.2019 to 15.12.2020 due to ‘which her seniority -
and promotion will be effected and will even create legal coinplication '
in finalization of her pension-after her retirement, therefore the order
dated 05505.202.0_ is liable to be modified to the extent to revinstate the

.'1.\

 appellant w.e.£21.01.2019 instead of 15.12.2020.

) That the appellant r_émainedfunpaid employee for period from

- dismissal from service till reinstatement into service and in_this
- respect appellant’ give affidavit that he remained .unpaid employee -

~ . during that period. (Copy of affidavit is attached as AnnexureJj -

_J). That the appellant was not treated according to law and rules and h‘as
- 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.14.12.2020 the period during which was remained out of service,
K) That the .appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and -
. proofs at :t‘he time of hearing.” | S '

- It is, therefore .‘m'(‘)st_humbly prayed 'that'theépp'eal 6-f the

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

Zakia Minjs )

' THROUGH: |

URALI KHAN) )
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT - .
o .”s’fg?’;
~SHAKIR ULIJ/AH .
ADVOCATE

(TAIMUR
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: BEFORE THE KHYBER I‘AKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TR]BUNAL

PESHAWAR
SERVICE APPEAL NO S /2023
Zakianhhas VS _ _Police Departr'r:lent .
AFI‘IDAV]T

I, Zakia Mmhas' Junior Clerk (BPS 1; 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 from this Honorable Tribunal.

DEPONENT




B S . CH/\R(,LSIH 1 . »- . @ R
a ‘ ‘l,~-Scnﬁ§r_ Superintendent of Police, Operations, Peshawar as c()mpc&m Authority e

g L hereby charge you, Junior Clerk Zakia Minhas of Capital city Police Peshawar as follows:- - IR

1. As per‘cléssiﬁed informationi that yoﬁ are involved in immoral aclivities.
- Furthermore you-are al';o making. :llegai “siforish” to pohcc stdlmm/cuqlomq
- authorities for reieasc of Lonimband at the time ol coni;scau(m hom your

mather. who i is well known conuaband smugglcl.

-1 That y.ou arc not taking keen interest in your 0fﬁ6iaioi:iligatiqns and rather
concentrate in illegal activities by taking advantage of your job. - °
ii. - This amounts to gress misconduct on your part. ’
By reason of the above, you appe'ar‘to guilty of 'misconducl under'scaion 3 ol KPK -
A'Govemment Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 and have rendered yourself liable tp dl] or dny of .

; : the penaltlcs spemﬁed in Section-4 of the sald Rules

You are thcrefore requued to submlt yom wriften defcnsc w1thm seven days of the
receipt of this char ge.sheet to the enquiry OifILCI /cnqmry commmcc i}ulmg whu,h it shall be :
presumed that you have no dclqnse to put in and an ex-pirty action shall hc ta}l‘\.(.,n against -

‘you, -

*

Inti.ma'te. whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

A statement of allegation is enclosed

1

" SENIOR SUPE ¥ I’Ol ICE,

(OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR
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-OFFICB or. 'DIIB

k R S N (OPERATIONS), é o
Do N - .* . PESHAWAR. N 2
; . Ph 091-9210508 Fax: 0919213054 -
OR])ER g : =
. | - : , - i
Thus ofﬁce order wﬂl chsr ose oﬁ the :lepartmenta] proeeedmgs mmated agmnst ). ady ; B
i -
iumor Clerk Zakm Mmhns of C‘LP Peshn .u' v1de t’ms oﬁcice No. 89/]3/PA dated 07 01 !)19 ’J
‘Jlegahons leveled agmnst'herWexethat ;'.v_; I 1 PP R R o iy

(

[arp
Y

IR ‘L/ : Sy
SENIOR bUPERIN'l’DNDENT oF romﬁ: LQ/ 2

','sreiease of contraband items at 2 tune of conﬁscatlon from her mother who 1 well

As per elass;.ﬁed mformatlon, Je was mvolved in m:moral aetlwoes Furthex 1oze

'-':I""gshe was also makmg 11]ega1 wfartsh" 1o pohce stahons/customs authontus for 'i

k:nown conn'aband smuggler i, SR ;
e "-:éThat che was not ’(akmg keen: 1terest in her oﬁcxal obhgahons rather conce trate 1 . s
R o m illegal ac!twmes by talong auvantage of her government ]Ob : '
. . Charge sheet a.long with summary 'of zﬂlegauons wes 1ssued to her o
~ E\/Ir Najam-ul-Husnam Llaquat, ASP Hayat. l‘ad, ' Peshawsr was- appomted as Enqmry Q7 cer, § - i i
Lo
who after conductmg a detalled enqmry helé : °er gmlty of all the aforernentloned charges. . B L
| o i |
.' On recelpt of the ﬁndmgs, Final Sho Cause Notlce was served upon her vxde thisnfﬁ csé% z
No 53/PA dated 17 01 2019 Hev wmten re; B2 recewed.weil in time., 'I'he same wa& perus. ahd i _ "
: found unsatlsfactory She Was, G .Led in Ords rly Room on .01, 2019 tmd heard m persm ’wbno
‘ gwmg her ample opportumty fo* self-defen.- - She faxled to advance any plaumble explancibn m ;
rebuttal ofthe charges Lo SR ‘ o : 1
] The' under51gned perused all the I 'vaat record and source reports bemde he. d thc
accused Lady “Junior CI erk The undemg ed found her gmlty of the cbarges on fol ng | T
accounts- o ‘ i - | : P 4
. i . T i
1y She has been openw m\/olve §u ;im'rnoral:whwh'ls brining - bad name. o0: thc,i I
. departmentalasaw‘r)e _ ol . ’ l i
i} She has been found I1isusing he ofﬁcxal posmon by v:sztmg varlous Police Pog f,lx]d.r. i
| approachmg pohce cfficials for - he release of contraband 1tems conﬁscated fom; };cr. l
. motber who 13 8 no: ‘5rious ‘cont. ‘band smugglér and commonly known as “P _takm
L ThJs fact hasbeen ad cntted by £.2 aceused ofﬁexal befoie the Enqmry Ofﬁcer .
iii) She is habltual abscrtee and o =r1 remam absent from ofﬁcml duues thhc A priogf
approva] of the ofﬁccr concerne » . ' ’ P ; '
:-' B . |
: i L . i !
. T ‘: <o " A
| P RN
. U N e e
PR e - AT e
n
- H ch i ., )
oy : . i




ST

She faxled to act upon ﬂ1e edvice noh &) conveyed to her i wntmg v:de Ictter bea.rm;, .

f number 2011/PA dated 31 12 2018,

From the - aforementxoned facfs, 1t is ystal clem that thc accuscd ofﬁclal is gullty
: the charges leveled agamst her Therefore, Lady F JI1101' Clerk Zakla Mmhas is- hcrcby awardcd the o
ma]or pumshment of dlsmlssal from service under the Governmcnt Servants (Efﬁc1cncy & ;" .

oc1plmar}) Rules 2011 w1th mnnedlate effect

-.:;:;cu

L1 PURRESES

S NIORS' *
OPERATIONS I’ESIIAWAR
,_of 12019.

5 7 73 /PA dated Peshawar, the

_ -Copy for. mfarmatlon and necessary actxon to th( -
3 | . 1. :Capltal C1ty Pohce Ofﬁcer, Peshawa e
‘f SR ;SP I-IQrs Peshawar Lol -' |
| L3 :Head Clcrk S . l
1 : 4 Pay Ofﬁcer b i PR o
g .;;.-..5=...:EC-II/FMC P e e e R
'-*‘ 6. Ofﬁcxal concemed S 'f"".-f-' - e e Lo
i g »'»5?: S SRR
.' » — Y ;
) 3
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R DRt St

PESHAWAR S
: Phone No. 091:- 9210989 4
Fax No. 091-9212597

ORDER.

Minhas who was awarded the major pumshment of “D:smxssal from servnce" by SSP/Operatmns

Peshawar vide OB.N0.67~73, dated 21-01-2019.

P

% 2 The allegatlons leveled agamst hcr were that she while posted in the oﬂ:"lce of :
r%ﬁ"’ i S5 P/Operauons Peshawar cmd as per classxﬁed mformatlon she ‘was found mvolved in unmoral -
ESJ : activities. Furthermore she also makes illegal “sxfans " to police stattonslcustoms authntnes for

EE : l release of contrabaned items at the time of confiscauon from her mot.her who 1s well known

EA - contrabaned smuggler. She was not taking keen lnterest m her official obllgatlons razher concentrate Ce
i 'in itlepal activities by taking advantage of her govemment jab. ' -

i _

K 13- - - She was issued proper Charge Sheet. and Sur.runary of Allegations by SSP/Operatmns .
Peshawar and Mr. Najam—Ul -Hasnain Liaqat ASP/Hayatabad Peshawar was - appomted as enqulry

) I o officer. 'Ihe enqulry officer after conducting toper depnmental enqmry submltted ‘his. ﬁndmgs and R
3] ‘ i ne«,ommunded that the appellmlt%und guilty of the charges leveled agamst het in the chargc shcet. ’

o The ccmpetcnt authority i. ¢ SSPIOperatnons Peshawar after perusal of cnquu'y report issued her Fmai

w Show. Cause Notice to whxch her reply was gﬂso found unsatlsfnctory by the competent ﬂuthont), '

H henee awarded her the abovglmajor punishment. .. ' '

-+ ‘She was hedrd in person in 0 R. Thc :eievant record perused along w1th her -
r, Cen planat:on but she failed 16 submit any sau.sfactory rcply in her defence. The compcteut authonty_ o
has completed all codal lormahtles before awardmg her- the punishment of chsmxssal Thctc is no. v
1 need to interfere in the pumslunent order passcd by SSP/Operatxons Peshnwar vide: OB No 67-73'

; dated 21. 03 "019 Hence her appeal for temszatement in service is hereby rc;ectcd/filed .

- (QAZI JAMIL UR’
" - IR PESHAWAR _
| Mo 67,3--— 7)? /PA dated Pe'shawar the‘ &;‘5 : ""Qst.. 2019 '

CDplCS for mformanon and n/n o the -
l

" SSP/Operations Peshawar.
SP-HQr: Peshawar. )
BO/EC-I/ EC-1] far making necessm'y entry ln hls S_Roll
. FMC along with FM ~

- 5. Official concerned.

W B -

;‘ CAPITALCITYPOLICEOFFICLR _

Tlus order \vdl dlspose of’ the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-LlJC Zalun '. S SR

B




Appeal No. 592/2019
. Date ofInstltutlon « 07052019

Date of Decrs:on 15 12 2020

Mst. Zaklya Mlnhas D/O Torsam Khan R/O Mohallah Sher Al No. 2 Swati -
: Phattak Peshawar Ex-Lady Junlor Clerk SSP Operatlons Office Peshawar

(Appellant)
VERSUS
- The Chref Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and four others, .
' ; (Respondents) '
A Present
Mr., Shahld Mahrnood Khan, ‘ L
Advocate o '

 For 'appeil"a_nt'

M) Kablrull,ah Khan Khattak

]

- Addl. Advdcate General N | o . For respon_de’nte.
MR, HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, . . CHARMAN
MR MIANMUHAMMAD, -1 - MEMBER(E)

1 GMENT

A1MID FAROOO DURRANI CHAIRMAN -
1. Thnough the appeal in hand the appellant has. assalled order dated
21 01. 2019 whereby, . she was dlsmlssed from servrce Order dated'

25 04 2019 has also been impugned through whrch her departmental appeal

. was reJected

,2.‘ The facts -as Ia|d in the memorandum of . appeal suggest that the:

appellant was lnftlally appolnted as Lady Constable in the Police Department

ey -
R

-

, Subsequently,t she was given appointment  as- Lady Junlor Clerk On,
X‘f " 17 01, 2019 a show cause notlce alongwrth statement of allegat:ons was

-+ issued to tht. appellant A reply to the show cause notlce was submltted E :

: SierCice e tlnul"'
. . . . - X s . - : Q‘»-.o "y 1:
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ed and the appea\ was relected on vaﬁd grour’rds."
der\te \.fo‘uowed t‘ne reqursrte procedure in \etter E
os—ScMeéisoz end stated that the staten

referred to 20
d by the enqur

u&d be recorde
—Shahadat 1984 LA

rded m Qanun-e




-

: 5 CA careful perusal of record suggests that the allegatrons attnbutable to

- fthe appellant were vague not provrdlng necessary detalls regardmg the .

[4

:alleged mcrdences In the show cause notrce, it was noted that the appellant, R
- Was found gurlty of the charges levelled agamst her as mentroned in the‘
summary of allegatrons Allegedly, she had also admrtted before the enqusry

; off‘ icer regardmg her VlSIt to Police Post Jamrud to approach polrce oﬁ'“ crals for

release of contraband ltems recovered from her mother. . T ,' ‘.‘ B

Readlng the show cause notlce together wrth the enqurry report clearly _ "

Hshows that no wrtness was examrned m order to substantlate the charges

."agalnst the appellant besrdes ' as per enqurry report the appellant 'Was

- o verbally cross examined Further, in the l’ndmgs part of the report the

appellant was mentloned to have admltted her. gtnlt It is astonlshlng to note

®
-

that the confessron rn the verbal cross examlnatron, not reduced to wrltrng, o ‘
:was made basrs of aclverse ﬁndrngs agarnst the appellant AII along the record B
}the respondents fa:led fo mentlon about the nature and welghtage of evrdence‘ :
- of mrsconduct on the part of appellant It is also a fact fhat the appellant was : -

not conﬂ onted wrth documentary evrdence, lf any

6. E We consrder it necessary to reproduce hereunder the charges contalned .

"lntheampugnedorderdateleOl 2019- S o

) She has been openly /nva/ved in rmmora/ wh/ch is. br/n/ng bad .
name to the depa/rmenta/ asa who/e

' //) She has. been faund m/susmg her official position by wsrt/ng:. :
' var/aus Police Posts and approachrng police officials for the . -

°, '. AN L re/ease of contraband /tems canfscated from her mother who

i /5 a notorious contraband smugger and common/y known as

B

AT ‘&SFED

1 . .
i : X ) L . ulluf«huo o {
! . R o . o . . . ) b‘-l Vice ]:l[.uun,_! o

'[ o . . A ! . B o - . . 6(-_'0!'0»;5 o5 -
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- .consrgned to the record room.

l

"Paraka/" Thrs fact has been adm/tted by the accused off cra/ o
before the Enqurry Oﬁ“ jcér. o :

Jii). She is hab/tua/ absentee ana’ oﬁen remain absent from official |
’dut/es Wrthout pr/or appro val of the aﬁ“ cer concerned '

B v). ) She failed to act upori the adwce notice canveyed to her /n
" jwriting vide /etter bear/ng number 2011/P.4 dated :
131, 12 2013 v ' -

3
i

P
Y

It is not cl| rﬂcult to understand that the charges were of such nature whrch

' requsred proof through convrncmg evldence On the contrary, even the dates :
of commrssron of alleged mlsdeeds on the part of appellant wQ not provrded
,The enqulry officer also remarned at loss in brlngrng forth any evldence in

) Asupport of thc allegatlons

7. o ‘For what has been discussed above the appeal in hand is. allowed

and the 1mpugned orders are set asrde The appellant is relnstatecl mto serwce

' 'whlle the : respondents are requrred to conduct a. proper/denovo enqurry

H
H
H

3 agalnst her within three months from the date of recerpt of copy of mstant

~3udgment. -'The issue of grant of back beneﬁts to the appellant- sh»all be settled

' rn vrew of denovo enqurry and the ensurng or der.

Partres are, however left to bear thelr respectlve costs. Flle be

_ /, : Ay : . . .
) A 3o ‘; : , ' .
= } . P N o .
P . . ' 0
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. - . /
DE-NOVO DEPARTMENTAL ENQL RY. AGAINST EX-LADY JUNIOR CLERK/
ZAKIA MINHAS.

Thrs is 3 De-novo department enqurry against ex-lady Junior Clerk Zakic
Mrnhas of CCP Office, ‘as per classi-.zd rnformatlon she was invoived in immioras

‘activities. Furthermore shz was alle-edly, invalved in making illegal "srfarash te

Police Statlons/Customs ar.i thorities fc release of confiscated contraband from her
rnother who is well known smuggler. 3heé was also blamed for not. takmg mterest rr_ ‘

‘her off cial dut:es and rather concentra\es on illegal activities by taklng advantage n‘ -

~ herjob.

Wrth reference to the above all- 1atrons she was charge sheeted and rssuec

,summery of allegatron by SSP Oper-son and ASP Hayatabad was appointed s
“.'enqurry offcer o . o A

" Enquiry Officer conducted prop s enqurry into the matter and récommende .
her for maijor pumshment '

- On the recommendatron of E (4 she was dlsmassed from servrce vrde ordr s

_No. 87-73/PA, dated 21 01.2019 by the. then SSPIOperatrons Peshawar

: Accordrngiy she filed mercy. ar oeal before the then CCPO whlch was al=

e rejected vrde order No 674-"8/PA daL o 25 04, 2019

- Later on, the dismrssed Junior C ‘erk Zakia Mmhas submrtted an appea! beforc~ o

© the- Khyber Pakhtun Khwa Service _lrrbunal, Peshawar‘ on 07.05.2019 for r_r,.
instatement. On 15.12.2070, Service Tribunal iseoed verdict in her favor. Th:

appellant was reinstated irto servuce with the drrectuon to the department by ti‘—
Honorable Court to conduct proper/der pi] enqurry against the appeilant -
Vide CPO letter No, 1464-75/CPO/IAB " dated 24 12. 2020, this offic: "

conducted proper departrrenta! denc. 10 proceedmgs against ex-Lady JIC Zakiz

Minhas. The alieged J/IC submitted a :etail written statement, wherein she state* -

_that she. was enllsted as Junior Clerk i the year of 2008 and performed her job we.i -
* with o complamt against hr, Stated t- -atshe is marned having children and aged/.:

parents and two addicts-bretners. She jsined services fo help her poor famrly State~

" that her mother is not a smyggler and - ebutted the allegations leveled against her i

the staternent of allegation.

To. drg-out the real facts and to- collect necessary information. about-‘the_

o immoral activities of ex-Junior Clerk Z: <ia Minhas, a report was collected from DSE
' Accordtng the report of DSB that her 1 latlonshrp wrth her husband deteriorated du- :




- ‘Q"’o immoral: activities, which led to her being -

~ esrdmg with her mother who Is also invo’

' eported that some trme ago st Kamran
L arrested her with an advocate in ch]ectronab

was also called. who submrtted a wrltter
rnformatron that some boys and grrls are enr
: brothell house 51tuated at Hayatabad Phase 'R On thts i

vrcted from the houee and now she s
ed m immoral actrvmes DSB further
1arwat the then SHO PS8 Hayatabad '
condltron from a Guest House.

nran Marwat the thén SHO Hayatabad ‘
etatement whereln he stated that on .

A

To- probe further rnto the matter SI Ki

zged in. obscene activities in a
nformatlon he conducted rald-

rand found the foi!owrng persons in such like .Jctivrtles -

- Ghazanfar s/o Gaohar All .
“Mst: Soma dlo Akbar '

Mst: ‘Saba dio Parviz. o L .
Sheraz Ali s/o Muhammad Shah LoE -

Mst Zakra Mmhas ex—Junror Clerk o r‘CP ofﬁce

N7 I TR SR

Sheraz and Zakia- Mmhas ware found in separate room. The matter

was brought into the notrce of hrqh-ups ani on the direction of. superror ofﬂcers Lady _

JIC- Zakla Minhas was released, while proper case was reglstered against the .
8, 01. 2019 uls- 371-AB-419-420-108- PPC

rema!nmg accused \nde FIR# 31 dated :
ot of ‘Sheeraz Advocate was presented by

PS Hayatabad. In this: connect on statem:

the delinquent official’ whrch alzo ciarrfymc e eptsode .
" JC Zakia Minhas was p: sted- in the office” of SSP/Operatrons

Peshawar therefore record abnut ter ab:- *ntee was checked m the concerned ‘office

but no absentee was found on her part -ler sen/ice book was aiso perused which

‘found clear. , : D i
The aileged official also pr: zents an affidavit on stamp paper. \fvherein' '

she aﬁrrmed to be careful in thure
Conclusronlrecommendatrons

- From the above: :ilscussmr it rs found that during ratd conducted by St

- Kamran Khan the then SHO Ps Hayat: bad stated that she was present there but

the tocal polrce did not regrster FIR aga irist her nor entered repcrt in the-Roznamcha -

and on the other hand she toak the ple - Sheeraz was her Iawyer in a case and she

went there on her cail in reapect of he» case Secondly record about her absence‘




. i
’
td
i
iy

. No. [ﬁj ,/PA/Coo_rd'.- o ’ . S

' Dated._p4 102/202+ .

- from duty as well as-good/bad entr.esiwas checked but no evidence was foune as-

mentioned in the charge sheet, . -

"
— s C':

Keeping in view of at iabg fad’s & figures no solid evidence nor any

- witness praduced 'against the alleced: lady junor clerk which provef herself to Je

.
.

involved in such immoral activities, Hzr previous record wag also examined, no &

of such like. blame found in her previous service. She iwas not found guilty in the
instant matter. |~ : .
’ 'Sl}bmittéq please.
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Sﬁ‘n@n’deét'of Polite

e - ’ Coordination, Peshawar
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In pursuance or ‘the Hon'bl¢ * hifber Pakhtunkhwa Services Tribunai-j'ud-gmert

da(cd 15.12, 2020 passed in Serwce Apperk No. 592/2019, Ex- -Lady Junior Clsrk Mst Zak.af -

Minhas is hcreby re-mslated in‘service w.e - 15 12 2020 for lhe purpose ofde -novo enqun'y

. ool
, ‘ . : - : \/\J *
B . e - - . For CAPITALCITY POLICE OFFICER
Co ; I . PESHAWAR ’

AL TR R

The SSP Operatior:s, Peshawar

. - DS _dated >eshnwm- tht .w}‘/ DS no21.
: Copy for lnformstion and ncccssary action 1 .:- . B ‘J

. “The Capital City Pu'ice Ofﬁcel
‘2.

I’cshawar.

3. The AIG Complaint & Enquiry internal Accountability, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
: . Peshawar:w.r to his >ffice Men 3 No. 1464- 66ICPO/IAB dated 24.12.2020.
4. TheSP HQrs, Peshawar, -
d 5. 'The AD IT CCP Pe<hawar
' 6. EC-II, PO & AS.
1. Official g:oncemeq.



- -'..QB.D‘E 3:, - S o .- . ST _ A
o This‘.' office bfdéﬁfff_elates to the -disposal of de-novo departrental .
‘enquiry against Junior Clerk Zakla ‘Minhas on the-allegations/charges that as per-

classified information, she-was involved in Immoral activities and also making illegal
“sifarish” to. Police’ Statlon/customs ‘authoritles for release ‘of contraband items at
the time of confiscation from her mother who Is well known contraband smuggler.
She was also blamed: for not taking interest In her officlal duties  and rather
concentrate on filegal activities-by taking advantages of hérjob. - E

— > 'In this regard, he was Issued charge sheet & summary of allegations
by SSP. Operations Peshawar. Mr. Najam-ul-Hassain Liaquat, ASP Hayatabad
-Peshawar was ‘appointed. as E.Q. He conducted the "enquiry proceedings &
submitted: his report/findings that lady Junior Clerk Zakia Minhas has developed _
‘immoral relations in the. garb” of public dealing. The E.O further stated that -
allegations leveled against the -alleged lady official is proved vide Enquiry Report
. No.26/E/ST.dated 17.01.2019. . S o R

Upon the finding of E.O, she was:Issued final show cause notice by SSP- -

R Operations to which: she received & repliedwhich was implausible. Therefore, she - - -

' was dismissed from service by the 'SSP Operations- vide. No.67-73/PA .dated
21.01.2019, -~ . . _, o T TaRAPA, date

] " . In plrsuance of 'the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
* . Judgment dated 15.12.2020 passed in Service Appeal-No.552/2019, Ex-lady Junior
- Clerk’ Mst. ‘Zakia' Minhas was re-instated in service for the ‘purpose of de-novo.
enquiry vide‘.'No.’&Sl?-ZEl/PA/;oord:_- dated 05:05,2021;_ : o o
S - The SSP Coardination Peshawar ‘was appointed as Enquiry Officer by
the AIG of Police Complaint-& Enquiry Internal Accountability Khyber' Pakhtunkhwa .-

- . Peshawar vide No.1464-66/CPO/IAB dated 24.12.2020. ‘The 'SSP Coordination - -

conducted de-nove enquiry & submitted his finding report/finding that no solid -

evidence or any witness ‘produced against the alleged ‘lady. official which. orovided
- herself to be involved In_such immoaral activitics, The E.O further stated that her
previous -record’ was -also ‘examinéd, no entry of such like blame found in her
previgus service. She was nat.found guilty'in the Instant matter vide Enquiry Report
No.143/PA/Coord: dated 06.05.2021, : o T '

o 'In.fi-'\!iew;%oﬁ-.xthe-‘géb@iz.egdisgussiqn- ‘findings .of E,0 and kind approval of

as'we| gr-materlal available:on:record, she is-warned. reful in

C
adishatemair cd'aut of service is treated gs without pay.
o C o o . v ' V] '

DRDINATION -
QLICE OFFICER -
No.._ {'?‘S’?él "é 7}" /_PA/SSP/chrd: dalzd Peshawar the ;‘.a-/' 2] 7/2021

- Copy oan:bb\’(s is forwarded fd_rjnfarmation & n/action fo:

e

‘Thé‘Gapj'ta‘Tgty PoiAi't;e‘Ofﬁc'e‘r, Peshawar. - ’

" The AIG Cbm‘p[a\irit:& Enquiry Internal Actcuntabiiity, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
.+ -Peshawar, w/r to his-office No. 1464-66/CrO1AB dated 24.12.2020. -
Y The SSP Operation, Peshawar, , - . S
¥ :OS/CCP Peshawar. N
- Y. Pay.Officer. . T
v Assistant Secret, . T
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_ OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
' - PESHAWAR

Phone No 091-9210989 Fax No. 091 9212597

No.gé-/ é)/? / PA, dated, Peshawar the a.a_/ 07 /2022

To: The Depury Inspector General of Pohce
S  HQr: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ‘

. Subject: - APPEAL."
Memo: )

. Enclosed kmdly find herewﬂh an appea.l preferred by Lady Junior Ckerk Zakm
- Mmhas of Capltal Clty Police, Peshawar requestmg therein for countmg the leave w1thout pay
{out of semce period) in leave for conmderatnon please

Encl‘:(]ﬂ‘ T N R N )

for CAPITXI.’! CITY POLICE OFFICER
o/ > PESHAWAR
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Memao:- T .

N oFFICEOFTHE - (ZB/ .
“INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, L
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, =

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWA]

No.il - 73I

] /4’ /e /2023

To: - - , | Iﬁe Capxtal Clty Pohce Ofﬁcer, ; 5 . 4;;14,:\ ' . I
A . Peshawar . : e S :
o e ‘:3 /5/3/;25 . ")
- Subject: - ' .APPEAL. o SR e :j,l, L
o A - . ‘:1-1'I

P
E P]ease refer to your ofﬂce letter No. 2169/PA dated 22 07. 2022 and to the

appheatmn preferred by Lady Junior Clerk Zakia Minhas of CCPO/Peshawar “dated 03.03, 2023 on' "

-

the subject noted above :

Itis bubmxtted that appeal preferred by the said ofﬁelal has been thhheld as
* per Sub-rule (d) of Rule-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Clvﬁ Servants (Appeal) Rules, 1986 bemg

badly time barred. g L : o ) j/‘/

. 5 u"f 7
-7 | _ (AFSAR JAN)
B R - Registrar’
P ' g s * For Inspector General of Police, -
S o Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
. Peshawar
- ~— _ :
v \\ _
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