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® BEFORE THE HQN’BLE CHAIRMAN. KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBl NAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /o/S /2Q24

1. Safi-ur-Rehman (Ex-Constable 'Jo. 2262 Police Lines, Peshawar) Mohalla 
Saidaan,Garhi Sherdad, P.0, Sherdad, Tehsil & District Peshawar

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Superintendent of Police HQs, Peshawar.
2. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

3. The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar

(RESPONDENTSi

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWAj SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT.
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 20-09-202.^

PASSED BY THE SUPERINTENDENT OF

POLICE HEADQUARTERS. PESHAWAR
(RESPONDENT NO.l) WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT WAS AWARDED HARSH AND

EXTREME PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM

SERVICE AGAINST WHICH A
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WAS FILED WITH

THE CAPITAL \ CITY POLICE OFFICER.

PESHAWAR (RESPONDENT NO. 2) ON

09-10-2023 BUT THE SAME WAS REJECTED

ON 06-12-2023. THEREAFTER. A REVISION

PETITION UNDER RULE 11-A (4) OF THE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. POLICE RUI.F.S.

1975 WAS FILED WITH THE PROVINCIAI.

POLICE OFFICER. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

(RESPONDENT NO. 3) ON 11-12-2023.
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HOWEVER, THE SAME WAS NOT
RESPONDED.

Prayer in Aoveal

By accepting this appeal, the impugned orders 
dated 20-09-2023 and 06-12-2023 may very j
graciously be set aside and the appellant may kindly 
be reinstated in service with full back wages and 
benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the 
circumstances ofjthe case, not specifically asked for, 
may also be granted to the appellant.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.

Short facts sivins fise to the present appeal are as under:-

FACTS

1. That the appellant joined the services of Police Department

incapacity as Constable on 23-01-2019 he had 04
1

unblemished servipe record to his credit. j
years

2. That the appellant was performing his duty with great zeal, zest 

and devotion, when he alongwith Imran Khan IHC N6. 866, Ali
I

Rehman No. 793, and Tahir No. 6631 constables were deputed 

to take the following 03 under trial accused from Central Jail 

Peshawar to Police and Services Hospital, Peshawar for medical 
treatment:-

i. Gul Raiz s/o Zar Khan
ii. Yasin s/o Ali Akbar

1

iii. Qamar Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz

That in compliance with the order of his superior, the^appellant 

alongwith other police officials reached Central Jail where, they 

were handed over the said three accused without “Prison van”
! I

on the ground that jthe said van had already taken other accused

3.
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to Hayatabad Medical Complex and Federal Judicial Complex. 

Therefore, they \^ere constrained to hire private Rikshas so as to 

ensure medical treatment to the accused well in time.

That accused Gul Raiz and Yasin were treated earlier and they
i

duly shifted] to Central Jail safely while the remaining 

accused namely (^Qamar Aziz) was prescribed a necessary drip. 

In the meanwhilej Tahir left the hospital due to the illness of his 

family. j

4.

were one

That when the drip was ended, they waited for “Prison van” but 

otiose. Therefore, once again, they were constrained to resort to
^ I

private conveyanqe and as such, they hired a private taxi so as to 

take the accused to jail. It is extremely worthwhile to mention 

here that all the nearby roads were closed down/blocked by the 

Government and there remained only two U-turns i.e. one

located under the first over-bridge at Suripool opposite to
I

Balahisar Fort while the other at Hastnagri.

5.

6. That unfortunateI)|, when they reached the former U-tum, it was 

closed down/blocked by the FC for the reasons best known to 

them therefore, they had to take the later U-tum rituated at 

Hashtnagri. However, during-the course of travel, the accused 

started vomiting and his condition got worsened, therefore, he 

was shifted near the window to enable him to get fresh air. This 

act was absolutely done in sheer good faith and on solitary 

humanitarian ground. Because, had the accused expired during 

the custody of Police, it would not only have resulted in severe 

condenmation of the Police Department in general but the 

appellant and his colleagues would have definitely been 

charged/held accountable for the death of the accused in 

particular. I
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That unfortunately, when the taxi was taking thcj U-turn at 
HashtnagrU the adcused abruptly opened the door, jurkped out of 

the taxi and ironically made his escape good due to j Wboree of 

different transport! and people notwithstanding wholehearted hot
I

pursuit of the appellant and other constables. Moreover, the
i . ■ .effort to search the accused continued for considerab|le time but

it yield no results.’ It is also noteworthy to add that Imran Khan 
1 I

IHC also used his personal pistol for aerial firing k the very

moment to deter the accused for surrender whereas, I and otherI
colleagues had only one rifle which was not used in order to 

avoid manifest collateral human loss on one hand while on the 

other to save the Police department from explicit counter 

denunciation. !

7.

That promptly, Imran Khan IHC duly informed the Muharrir
1 I

Police Line for making report in daily diary about the unfortunate
I !

and disturbing incident. However, to their sheer irony, FIR No. 

879 dated 02-08-2023 was registered against the appellant and 

other police officials. Thereafter, they were arrested howbeit 

released on bail ;

8.

(Copy of FIR is appended 
as Annex-A) ■

That thereafter, : Competent Authority initiated disciplinary 

proceedings against the appellant and as such, he was served with 

charge sheet and statement of allegations.

9.

(Copy of charge sheet and 
statement of I allegations 
are appended as Annex-B 
& C)

That the appellant submitted elaborate and exhaustive reply 

denied the allegations and also termed it as fallacious, malicious

10.
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and misconceived and prayed that he may be exonerated of the 

allegations levelled against him in the charge sheet.

I (Copy of reply is
I appended as Annex-D)
i

11. That the above reply was not deemed satisfactory ahd Tauheed 

Khan Deputy Superintendent of Police was appointed as enquiry 

officer to conduct departmental enquiry in the matter. He 

finalized the enquiry and found the appellant guilty of the 

allegations and recjommended him for appropriate punishment.

That thereafter, thii appellant was served with a final show cause 

notice on 06-09-2023. He duly submitted reply and; denied the

12.

< I

allegations but it met the same fate. Ultimately, he was awarded 

harsh and extreme penalty of dismissal from 

20-09-2023.
service on

(Copy of show cause 
notice, its j reply & 
impugned order are 

i appended as Annex-E, F
I ■ & G)
j

That the appellant felt aggrieved by the said order, filed a 

departmental appeal with the worthy Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar on 09-10-2023 and prayed that the impugned order may 

graciously be set aside and he may kindly be reinstated in service 

with all back wages and benefits. But the same was dismissed on 

06-12-2023 in utt^r violation of law. Thereafter, the appellant 

filed a revision petition before the Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Palchtunkhwa on 11-12-2023 which was not responded.

13.

(Copy of departmental 
appeal, rejection order 
and revision petition are 
appended as AnnexrH, I
& J)

14. That the appellant is jobless since his dismissal from service.
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GROUNDS

That the respondents have not treated the appellant in| accordance 

with the mandate I of Article 4 of the Constitution! of Islamic
I 1

Republic of Pakistan, 1973 which has unequivocally laid down
I

that it is the inalienable right of every citizen to be treated under 

the law, rules and policy. Therefore, the impugned orders are not 

sustainable in the eye of law.

A.

That regular Inquiry was not conducted in a manner prescribed 

by law as neither iany witness was examined in the presence of 

appellant nor he was provided any opportunity of cross-
I h

I.

examination in order to impeach the credibility of th;e witnesses 

if any appeared against him. Similarly, he was also hot provided
1 I
i '

any chance to produce his defence in support of his version. The 

above defect in inlquiry proceeding is sufficient to declare entire
iI

process as unlawful and distrustful. Right of fair trial is a 

fundamental right by dint of which a person is entitled to a fair 

trial and due process of law. The appellant has been deprived of
f

his indispensable jfundamental right of fair trial as enshrined in

Article 10-A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan,
I

1973. Besides, there is also no iota of evidence to connect the 

appellant with the commission of misconduct. Therefore, the 

report of the Inquiry Officer is based on conjecture's, surmises 

and suppositions; Hence, the findings recorded by Inquiry
i

Officer against the appellant is perverse and is not supported by 

any legal evidence at all and as such, the same are not tenable 

under the law. i

B.

C. That the Competent Authority was under statutory obligation to 

have considered the case of appellant in its true perspective and
I

also in accordance with law besides to see whether the regular
i

. . Iinquiry was conducted in consonance with law and that the
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allegations thereof were proved against him without any shadow 

of doubt or otherwise. However, he has completely |overlooked 

this important asi|)ect of the case without any cogent and valid 

reasons and awarded him major penalty of dismissal from 

service. Thus, the impugned orders are liable to be set aside on 

this count alone

D. That the Competent Authority was also required to look for the 

mens-rea on the part of appellant that too in juxtaposition to the 

manifest implications mentioned in his written replies but he did 

not give any weight whatsoever to the same and totally ignored 

it without any le^al justification. Hence, the impugned order is 

against the spirit Of administration of justice because no one can 

be penalized in ab|Sence of mens-rea as per various judgments of 

superior courts.

That the Appellate Authority was under statutory obligation to have 

applied his indepen lent mind to the merit of the case by taking notice 

about the illegality and lapses committed by the inquiry officer as well 

as by the Compejent Authority as enumerated in earlier paras. 

Nevertheless, he failed to do so and rejected the departmental appeal 

unlawfully. Therefore, the impugned orders are not tenable under the

E.

law
■|

F. That the respondent No.3 was legally bound to have decided the 

revision petition filed by the appellant after application of mind with 

cogent reasons within reasonable time as per law laid down by august
] I

Supreme Court of Pakistan reported in 2011-SCMR-l (citation-b). It 

would be advantageous to reproduce herein the relevant |citation for 
facility of reference;:

2QlliSCMRl
Supreme Court of Pakistan (citation-bt
-r>-Si—24-A—Speaking----order-Public
functionaries are bound to decide cases of theiii 
subordinates after application of mind with 
cogent reasons within reasonable time. ;
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But the above Authority failed to do so. Hence, the impugned orders 

are not warranted by the law.

That after completion of investigation, the matter was submitted to the
i

District Public Prosecutor for the trial of accused. The District Public 

Prosecutor after prdper scrutiny, held that it was not a fit case for the 

trial of the accused land as such moved an application u/s| 494/249-A 

CrPC 1898 read-with Section 5(b) 4 sub(c) clause |(ii) of the
j

Prosecution Act, I 2005 before the Hon’ble Court for the 

discharge/withdra\yal of the accused from the charges leveled against 

them in the FIR, oh the grounds mentioned therein. Therefore, the 

impugned orders are liable to be set aside on this count alone.

G.

j (Copy of application of
I DPP is appended as
j Annex-K) |

That the Hon’ble Court after hearing arguments and going 
j 1

through the record as well as the application of DPP|, arrived at
j ,

the conclusion that “there is no direct evidence on case file
i

showing negligence on the part of accused”. Besides, the 

illegality/lapses committed by the investigating officer was alsoI
pointed out and as such ordered for the discharge of accused 

namely Imran IHC No. 866, Safi Rehman No 2266 (appellant), 

Ali Rehman No.- 793 and Tahir No. 6631 from the charges 

leveled against thbm in the case vide order dated 05-il 2-2023. It 

is worthwhile to mention here that once the appellant was
I I

discharged from the criminal case by the competent court of 

jurisdiction, no grpund whatsoever existed to remain the edifice of 

punishment awarded to him by the Competent Authority. Therefore, 

the impugned orders are not sustainable in the eye of law.

H.

(Copy of order of Hon’ble 
Court is appended as

i

Annex-L) '

That none of the inquiry report was provided to the appellant to 

offer explanation with regard to adverse findings if any

I.
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recorded against him being the requirement of law. Reliance 

can be placed on PLD-1981-SC-page-176-citation (f) and 

1987-SCMR-1776'(b). Hence, the impugned orders are not 
tenable under the law. ;

J. That the impugned orders are against law, facts of the case and 

norms of natural justice. Therefore, the same are not tenable 

under the law

K. That the impugned orders were passed in mechanical nianner and

the same are perfunctory as well as non-speaking and also against 

the basic principle of administration of justice. Thus, the 

impugned orders arje bad in law. ;

PRAYER

In view of the above narrated facts and grounds, it is, 
therefore, humbly prayed that the impugned orders dated 20-09-2023 and

06-12-2023 may very graciousl>| be set aside and the appellant mayikindly be 

reinstated in service with all back wages and benefits. j

Any other relief deemed proper and just in the circumstances
of the case, may also be granted.

Appellant
Through

{<
Dated: 10/01/2024 Rizwanullah

Advocate High Court, Peshawar 
Email ID: advocaterizwanullah@gmaiI.com 

Mobile No. 0300-596-5843

mailto:advocaterizwanullah@gmaiI.com


m BEFORE THE HQN^BLE CHAIRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2024

1. Safi-ur-Rehman (Ex-Constable No. 2262 Police Lines, Peshawar) Mohalla 
Saidaan,Garhi Sherdad, P.0, SherdadI, Tehsil & District Peshawar |

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Superintendent of Police HQs, Peshawar.

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Safi-ur-Rehman (Ex-Constable No. 2262 Police Lines, Peshawar)
1 :

Mohalla Saidaan,Garhi Sherdad, P.O; Sherdad, Tehsil & District Peshawar do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the accompanied Service Appeal 
are true and correct to the best of liiy knowledge and belief and that riothing has

I

been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT
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CHARGE SHFFT
I superintendent of police Head;quarters Capital city police Peshawar as a competent 
authority do hereby,charge you! FC Safi ur Rehman No 2262 of capital city police 
Peshawar with the following allegation .

1. That you FC Safi ur Rehman BeltiNo 2262 while posted in police lines were Deputed 
Alongwith IHC Imran No866 ,Fd Ali Rehman No 793 and FC Tahir No ,6631 
For production of three under trial accused namely (1) Gulraiz s/o Zar Khan r/o Main 
Essa Nowshera in case FlR No ,122, dated 01.04.2022 
Nowshera,{2) Yasin s/o Ali Akbar r/o Tehkal

u/s 302 PS Misri Banda 
payyan in case FIR No 538 , dated 

11.07.2023 u/s llACNSA PS Sarband ,{3) Qammar Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz r/o: Ammar colony 
Pakha Ghulam Peshawar in case FIR No.793.dated 06 .09.2021 u/si 17(4) 
/412/414/404/419/420/15AA PS Michni Gate and FIR No . 
302/109/200/201/202/243/365 PS Khazana arrested and confined in centra! Prison 
Peshawar for treatment in police|,and services Hospital .You were required to take these
accessed in prison Van But he get them from the prison and transmitted in a private 
rickshaw. I

Ha^aba 
410 , Dated 14.04.2021 u/s

2. Vou after treatment again shifted two accused by foot and did not bother to
prison van.

call for

3. That you again arrange for transportation of the third 
involved in

accused namely Qammar Aziz 
u/s 17(4)FIR No.793.dated 06.09.2021

/412/414/404/419/420/15-AA PS Michini Gate and FIR No . 410 , Dated 14.04.2021 u/s 
302/109/200/201/202/243/365 l|>PC of PS Khazana in a Taxi Car and did not bother to 
call for prison van .

cass Haraba

4. That you ,\A/hen sat in the taxi car alongwith above accused did not turn the 
nearest U-turn located underthe first overhead bridge at suri pul opposite to Bala Hisar 
Fort rather you travelled advance and resultantly he jumped out of the car at next U- 
turn located in front of chamber of commerce office and escaped . How one accused 
escaped from you four officials.

5. That you did not inform anny seijiior officer immediately after escape of tlie accused,
6. That proper criminal case vide FjlR No.879, dated 02.08.2023 u/s 223/224

118 police Act has also been registered against you been involved in above omission and 
commission. !

You are therefore, required to submit to.this office or the Enquiry Officer your written 
reply within 07-day5 of the receipt of this charge sheet.

: your written defence, if any, should reach this office or the Enquiry^ Officer within the
specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have nothing to put in your
defence and in that case an ex-parte action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

car in the

PPC Ps SGH

/-

SlJPERiNTEMDV-K'r OP POllCb,
HEADQUARfHRS, VtKBAWAR
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PISIPLINARY ACTION

I Superintendent of police . Headquiarters, Capital city police Peshawar as a!
1I

Competent'authority, am of the opinion that FC SafiurRehman No 2262 has rendered him 

Self liable to be proceeded against underjthe provision of police Disciplinary Rules 1975

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION |

1. That FC Safi ur Rehman Belt No 2262 while posted in police lines was Deputed 
Aiongvyith IHC Imran No866 ,FC All Rehman No 793 and FC Tahir No ,6631 |
For production of three under triail accused namely (1) Gulraiz s/o Zar Khan r/o Main 
Essa Nowshera in case FIR No! ,122, dated 01.04.2022 u/s 302 PS Misri Banda

' i

Nowshera,(2) Yasin s/o All Akbari r/o Tehkal payyan In case FIR No 538 , dated 
11.07.2023 u/s llACNSA PS Sarban’d ,(3) Qammar Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz r/o Ammar colony 
Pakha Ghulam Peshawar in easel FIR No.793.dated 06 .09.2021 u/s 17(4) Haraba 
/412/414/404/419/420/15AA PS Michni Gate and FIR No . 410 , Dated 14,04.2021 u/s 
302/1Q9/200/201/202/243/365 PSjKhazana arrested and confined in central Prison 
Peshawar for treatment in police ,and services Flospital .He was required to take these 
accussed in prison Van But he getlthem from the prison and transmitted in a private 
rickshaw. l '

2. He after treatment again shifted two accused by foot and did not bother to call for 
prison var\.

3. That he again arranged for transportation of the third accused namely Qammar Aziz
involved in cass FIR No.793.dated 06.09.2021 u/s 17(4) , Haraba
/412/414/404/419/420/15AA PS Michint Gate and FIR No . 410 , Dated 14:04.2021 u/s 
302/109/200/201/202/243/365 PPC of PS Khazana in a Taxi Car and did not bother to 
call for prison van . I

i

4. That he ,When sat in the taxi car alongwith above accused did not turn the car in the 
nearest U-turn located under the first overhead bridge at suri pul opposite to Bala Hisar 
Fort rather he travelled advance arid resultantly he jumped out of the car at next U-turn 
located in front of chamber of cominerce office and escaped . How one accused escaped 
from him alongwith other three officials.

5. That he did not inform any senior officer immediately after escape of the accused .

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with reference to the 
above allegations an enquiry is ordered and Tuheed khan DSP Inv is appointed as Enquiry 
officer.

6. The Enquiry officer shall in accordance with the provisions of the police Disciplinary Rules 
1975 , provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused officer,record his 
finding within 30 days of the receipt of this order make recommendations as to 
punishment or other appropriate jaction against the accused.
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I Superintendent of Police, jHeadquarters, Capital City Police Peshawar, as 
competent authority, under the provision: of Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 do hereby 
serve upon you, Constable Safi ur Rehmaii No.2262 tlie final show cause notice.

: The Enquiry Officer, DSP/HQrs Uer completion of departmental proceedings, 
has recommended you for appropriate punishment as you found guilty of the 
charges/allegations leveled against you in the charge sheet/statement of allegations.

And whereas, the undersigned is‘ satisfied that you Constable Safi ur Relunan 
No.2262 deserve the punishment in the light of the above said enquiry report. .

And as competent authority, has decided to impose upon you the penalty of 
puriisliment under Police Disciplinary Rules 1975. ,

You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should 
not be imposed upon you and also intimate wfiether you desire to be heard in person.
1.

If no reply to this notice is received within 7 days of its receipt, in normal course 
of circumstances, it shall, be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case 
as exrparte action shall be taken against you.

2.

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLlCa 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR:

No. /PA. SP/HQrs: dated reshawai the ^-9 '^2023.

Copy to official concerned
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This is a formal departmental proceeding againstiFC Safi ur Rehman Belt No. 2262 initiated vide this office 
Endst No. 162/E/PA, dated, 09 08 2023 on the charges that

On 02.08.2023 he alongwith FC Sjafi ur Rehman No.2262 FC Ali Rehman No. 793 and FC Tahir 
Shah No 6631, while posted in Police Lines, were deputed for production of three under trial 
accused namely (1) Gulraiz s/o Zkr Khan r/o Main Essa Nowshera in case FIR No. 122, dated 
01.04.2022 u/s 302 PS. Misri Banela Nowshera (2) Yasin s/o Ali Akbar r/o Tehkal Payyan 
FIR No 538, dated 11.07.2013 u/S 11ACNSA PS Sarband, (3) QammarAziz s/o Abdul Aziz r/o 
Ammar Colony Pakha Ghulam pjeshawar in case FIR No. 793, dated 06.09.2021 u/s 17(4) 
Haraba/412/414/404/419/420/15AA PS Michni Gate and FIR No. 410, dated 14.04.2021 u/s 
302/109/200/201/202/243/365 PS Khazana from Central Prison Peshawar for treatment in Police 
and Services Hospital. i

I

He was required to take these accused in Prison Van but he got them from the Prison and 
transmitted in a private rickshaw
He after treatment again shifted tvvo accused by foot and did not bother to cali for prison 
He again arranged for transportation of the third accused namely QammarAriz involved in above 
mentioned cases, in a Taxi Car and did not bother to cal! for Prison Van. That he when sat in the 
taxi car alongwith above accused, jdid not turn the car in the nearest U-turn located under the first 
overhead bridge at Suri Pul opposite to Bala Hisar Fort rather travelled advance and resultantly 
the accused Qamar Aziz jumped lout of the car at next U-turn located in front of Chamber of 
Commerce office and escaped. How one accused escaped from them.
That he did not inform any Senior Officer immediately after escape of the accused.

2. A proper criminal case vide, FIR No. 879, dated 02.lo8.2023 u/s 223/224 PPG 118 Police Act has also been registered 
at PS SGH against him, being involved in above omissions and commissions.
3. The DSP Rural Investigation was nominated enquiry Officer. The enquiry Officer concluded that there is a
clear difference in the stance of under enquiry officer and facts. He neither informed for provision of Jail 
escorted the accused in private taxi adopt insecure and risky way despite of availabiiity of safe route and failed 
to follow SOPs and instructions. The E-0 found him guilty of charges and suggested for appropriate 
punishment. ;
4. Subsequently, he was issued Final Show Cause Notice on 06.09.2023
5. On 18.09.2023, FC Safi Ur Rehman Belt No. 2262 was heard in person and his record was perused. He did 
not justify his acts and omission. His verbal and written stance found contrary to the facts. He also admits his 
inefficiency.

I.

in case

ii.

van.
IV

V.

van.

Hence. Keeping in view the finding reports of the Enquiry Officer, facts and Circumstances, in 
which one hand-cuffed under trial accused, facing trial, in heinous criminal case, escaped alongwith 
official handcuff from custody of three police officials' and that too when the accused was sitting in a car
in between the Police escort and keeping in view the provision of Police Rules 16-37, he was proved
inefficient, indiscipline and ergo dismissed from Service.

/! ■
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To

The Worthy Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

departmental! appeal under rule 11 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE RULES, 1975 (AS 
AMENDED 2014) ACAtNST THE ORDER DATED 20-09-2023 
PASSED BY TtTE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
headquarters!
APPELLANT WaIs AWARDED HARSH AND EXTREME 
PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE IN UTTER 
VIOLATION OF LAW.

Subject;

PESHAWAR WHEREBY THE

PraVfer in appeal !-

On acceptance tff this appeal, the impugned order dated 
20-09-2023 may very graciously be set aside and the appellant 

Idndly be reinstated in service with full back wages and

/'

may 
benefits.

RESPECTED SIR,

The appellant respectfully submits the instant Departmental Appeal 

inter-alia on the following factual and legal grounds:

FACTS
That the appellant joined the sendees of Police Department 

incapacity as Constable on 23-01-2019 he had 04 years 

unblemished service record to his credit.

1.

d •

That the appellant v/as performing his duty with great zeal, zest 

and devotion, wheh he alongwith Imran KJian IHG No. 866, Ali 
RiHunaii Np. 793,!and Tahir No/6631 constables were deputed

i
to take the following 03 under tidal accused from Central Jail 

Peshawar to Police and Services Hospital, Peshawar for medical 

treatment;- i

2.

r'

(j

[. Gul Raiz s/o Zar Khan
ii. Yasin s/o Ali Akbar

iii. Qainar Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz

That in compliance witli the order of his superior, the appellant 

alongwith other police officials reached Central Jail where, they 

handed over, the said three accused witiiout “Prison van” 

the ground that the said van had already taken other accused

3.

were

on
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to Hayatabad Medical Complex aiid Federal Judicial Complex. 

Therefore, they were; constrained to hire private Rihhas so as to 

medical treatment to the accused well in time. ;

e.

ensure

4. That accused Gul Raiz and Yasin were treated earlier andlthey 

duly shifted toiCentral Jail safely while the remaining one 

accused namely (Qaimar Aziz) was prescribed a necessaiy drip. 

In the meanwhile, Tahir left the hospital due to the illness pf his 

family. ! '

were

5. That when the drip Was ended, they waited for “Prison van’’ but

otiose. Therefore, once again, they were constrained to resort to 
I ’ '

private conveyance and as such, they hired a private taxi so as to
take the accused tojail. It is extremely worthwhile to mention

here that all the nearby roads were closed down/blocked by the

Government and there remained only two U-twriis i.e|

located under the ; first over-bridge at Suripool opposite to
Balahisav Fort while the other at Hastnagri.

one

}

That unfortunately,; when they reached the former U-turn, it 
closed down/blockOd by the FCYor the reasons best known to 

them therefore, they had to take the later U-tum situated at 
HashtnagrL FloweVer, during the course of travel, the accused 

started vomiting arid his condition got worsened, therefore, he 

was shifted near the window to enable him to get fresh air. 1 his 

act was absolutely done in sheer good faith and on solitaiy 

humanitarian ground. Because, had the accused expired during 

the custody of Police, it would not only have resulted in severe 

condemnation of llhe Police Department in general but the
I • I

appellant and his colleagues would have definitely! been 

charged/held accountable for the death of the accused in 

particular. I

was6.

t c)

IP
I
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That unfortunately, when the taxi was taking the U-turn at 

Hashtnag}'i,X\ie accused abruptly opened the door, jumped out of 

the taxi and ironically made his escape good due to jamboree of 

different transport and people notwithstanding wholehearted hot 

pursuit of tlie appellant and other constables. Moreover, the 

effort to search the accused continued for considerable time but 

it yield no results, ijt is also noteworthy to add that Imran Khan 

IHC also used his personal pistol for aerial firing at the very 

moment to deter the accused for surrender whereas, I and other 

colleagues had only one rifle which was not used in order to 

avoid manifest collateral human loss on one hand while oh the 

other to save the | Police department from explicit counter 

denunciation.

L 7.

That promptly, Imran Khan IHC duly informed the MuhaiTir
1

Police Line for making report in daily diary about the unfortunate
8.

and disturbing inciiient. However, to their sheer irony, FIR No. 

879 dated 02-08-2023 was registered against the appellant and 

icials. Thereafter, they were an-ested howbeitother two police of 

released on bail
(Copy of FIR is appended 
as Aniiex-A)

That thereafter, Competent Authority initiated disciplinary 

proceedings against the appellant and as such, he was seiwed with 

charge sheet and statement of allegations.

9.

(Copy of charge sheet and 
statement of allegations 
are appended as Annex-B 
&C)nf

That the appellant submitted elaborate and exhaustive reply

denied the allegations and also tenned it as fallacious, malicious

and misconceived jand prayed that he may be exonerated of the I i
allegations levelled against him in the charge sheet.

10.

(Copy of reply' is 
oDoended as Aniiex-D)
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11. That the above reply was not deemed satisfactory and Tauheed 

I-Oian Deputy Superintendent of Police was appointed as ehquiiy
officer to conduct I departmental enquiry in the matter. He

i
fmalized the enquip' and found the appellant guilty of the 

allegations and recommended him for appropriate punishment.

12. That thereafter, the appellant was serv'ed with a final show cause 

notice on 06-09-2023. He duly submitted reply and denied the
I , '

allegations but it met the same fate. Ultimately, he was awarded 

harsh and extrem^ penalty of dismissal from 

20-09-2023.

service on

(Copy of show jcaose 
notice, its reply & 
impugned 
appended as Annex-E, F 
& G)

order arc

GROUNDS

That the Competent Authority has not treated the appellant in 

accordance with the mandate of Article 4 of the Constitution of 

Islamic Republic ;of Pakistan, 1973 which has unequivocally 

laid down that it is the inalienable right of evei7 citizen' to be 

treated under the law, mles and policy. Therefore, the impugned 

order is not sustainable in the eye of law.

A.

A1 tT/.u
That regular Inquiry was not conducted in a manner prescribedB.
by law as neither any witness was examined in the presence of 

he! was provided any opportunity of |cross-appellant nor

examination in order to impeach the credibility of the witnesses

if any appeared against him. Similarly, he was also not provided

any chance to produce his defence in support of his version. The
1

above defect in inquiiy proceeding is sufficient to declare;entire 

unlawiul and distrustfril. Right of fair trial is aprocess as

fundamental rightjby dint of which a person is entitled to a fair

trial and due process of law. The appellant has been deprived of

his indispensable Ifmdamental riglit of fair trial as enshi'ihed in
I

Article 10-A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic ofPaldstan, 

1973. Besides, there is also no iota of evidence to connect the
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appellant witli the bommisslon of misconduct. Therefore, the 

report of the Inquiry Officer is based on conjectures, suntiises

and suppositions. Hence, the findings recorded by Inquiry 

Officer against the appellant is perverse and is not supported by
is not tenableany legal evidence lat all and as such, the same 

under the law.

That the Competent Authority was under statutory obligation to 

have considered the case of appellant in its true perspective and
C.

also in accordance with law besides to see whether tlie regulai
with law and that theinquir>' was condujcted in 

allegations thereof Were proved against him without any shadow 

of doubt or otherwise. However, he has completely o\’erlooked 

this impoitant aspect of the case without any cogent and valid
i

and awarded him major penalty of dismissal from 

service. Thus, the impugned order is liable to be set aside on this 

count alone

consonance

reasons

That the Competent Authority was also required to look for theD.
on the pari of appellant that too in juxtaposition to the 

manifest implications mentioned in his written replies but he did 

not give any weight wlratsoever to the same and totally ignored 

it without any legal justification. Hence, the impugned order is
no one can

mens-rea

Zt)
against the spirit of administration of justice because

as per various judgments ofbe penalized in absence of mens-rea

superior courts.

E. That none of the inquiry report was provided to the appellant 
to offer explanation with regard to adverse findings if 

y recorded against him being the requirement of law. Reliance 

can be placed on PLD-19Sl-SC-pagc-176-citatioii (f) and 

1987-SCMR-1776-(b). Hence, the impugned order is not tenable 

under the law.

an

F. That the impugned order is against law, facts of the case and 

norms of natural justice. Therefore, the same is not tenable! under 

the law. i
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/

That the Competent; Authority has passed the impugned order in 

mechanical manner and the same are perfunctoi'y as well as! non

speaking and also against the basic principle of administration of
1

justice. Thus, the impugned order is bad in law.

G.;•

PRAYER

In view of the iabove narrated facts and grounds, it is, 

therefore, humbly prayed that tire impugned order dated 20-09-2023 may veiy 

graciously be set aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated in seiwice 

with all back wages and benefits!. >

Appellant

Safi-ur-Rehman
I (Ex-Constable No. 2262)
iMohalla Saidaan,Garhi Sherdad, P.0, Sherdad, 
I . Tehsil & District Peshawar I
I 0313-979-9593 !

Dated 09“'' October, 2023

A
\

r
i.
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Ui c^ll for Prison Van ^

smd accusedOamur Aziz jumped out of ihe car at next L'-ium located 
Chamber ot Commerce olTIcc and escaped,
ITiat he did not inform his seniors immediate!)’ atler escape of the accused 
A proper cnniinal case vide PIiR No. 879, dated 02.08.2023 u's 223024 ppc/llx 
Police -Act lia.-ialsvi hcen rciiisiercd at i'S ,SGM against him,

j

lie was (sMJcd Charge Shei?i and Summar) of Allegations h) SPdigr.s:. 
iV.shuwiU. OSPrinvcstipitoti Kuraf. Peshawar was appuimed as Unquirs’ Officer to scruiinize ihc 
c.mduci of (lie accused olliciai. Ihe llnquip- Ontcer allcr conduciinB proper depanmentaf 
eru|uin- submiiled his findings in which he was found guilty. ‘Ihc competent authority in light of 
Itie findings of the I'nquiry Orilccr issued him Pinal Show Cause Notice. However, his reply to 
the .'Wild iHitice sv.is found un.satisfaclory and lienee, awarded the raujiir punishment of dismissal 
fri'm scrs icc.

I. riut

ti.

Out
111.

accused again shified h foot and did not bother
IV.

in front of
V.
vi.

3.

lie was heard in person in (Orderly Room. During personal hcarihg. he was given 
an opp»>rtuniiy to prove his innocence. However, he failed to submit any plausible c.xplunntion in 
hi.s defense. Therefore, his appeal for setting aside the punishment awarded to.hirn by SP'l IQts-. 
Peshawar vide order No. 35d‘?-57'PA, dated 2f/(lV.2023 is hereby rejrticd/nicd.

**()nicr is announced*'

d*

CAPiTAi. CITY PDi.ia: <>KHri:i<. - 
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f'f / 12/2023/PA. dated Peshawar the
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: AD ri CriMVshawar.
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aO - ^ The Worthy Provincial Police Officer.
JK / Kh}'ber Palditunldiwa. Peshaw^ar. .

i .\ i/
i

REVISION PETITION UNDER RULE Il-Af4) OF THE 
kHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE RULES. 1975_ (AS
AMENDED Zni4> AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 06-12-2023
PASSED BY THE CAPITAL CITY POLICE, OFFICER,
PESHAWAR WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
FILED BY THE PETITIONER WAS REJECTED IN UTTER 

VIOLATION OF LAWJ

:X,

\ ,/ i/

5
I
i)
i

■

! .
RESPECTED SIR\ \

The 'petitioner respectfully submits the instant Revision Petition 

intei^alia on tlkfoUov’ing factual atkl legal grounds:
i

I

FACTS
That the petitioner joined the services of Police Department 
incapacity as Conslable on 23-01-2019 he had 04 years 

unblemished service record to his creciit.

1

i
;
!

;
That the petitioner w^isipeiforming his dut> with great zeal, zest 

arid devotion, .when be lalongwith Imran Khan IHC No. 866. A-li
2.

:

RehnianNo.,793, and Jahir No. 6631 constables were deputed

, to take the following 03 under trial accused from Centrd Jail
j

Peshawar to Police and Sei*vices Hospital. Peshawar for medical

i

:

treatment:- !

1i. Gul Raiz s/o Zar Khan
ii. Yasin s/o Ali Akbar 

iiii Qamar .Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz

Thai in compliance with the order of his superior, the petitioner 

along\\ ith otlier police officials reached Cential Jail vheu 

wer^handed over the said tln-ee accused without “Prison 

on the ground that tltc' said van had alreadv taken other accused 

to Hayatabad Medical Complex and Federal Judicial Complex. 

Therefore, they were constrained to iiire private RiJcshos 

medical ti'eatment to the accused well in time.

:: I;
i

r I

f: >1? ;I

i

,thev

van’*

SO as to
i

ensure ;

5 !
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4. That accused GuljRaiz and Yasin were treated earlier and they 

were duly shifted to Central Jail safely while the remaining 

accused namely (Qamar Aziz) was prescribed a necessary drip. 

In the meanwhile, Tahir left the hospital due to the illness of his 

family.

one

That when the drip was ended, they waited for “Prison van” but

otiose. Therefore, jonce again, they were constrained to resort to
A ■ j ,

private conveyande and as such, they hired a private taxi so as to 

take the accused to jail. It is extremely worthwhile to mention

here that all the nearby roads were closed down/blocked by the
1

Government and |there remained only two U-turns i.e. one 

located under the first over-bridge at Suripool opposite to 

Balahisar Fort while the other at Hastnagri.

5.

6. That unfortunatel)!, when they reached the former U-tum, it was 

closed down/blocked by the FC for the reasons best known to
i
I

them therefore, they had to take the later U-tum situated at 

Hashtnagri. However, during the course of travel, the accused 

started vomiting ^d his condition got worsened, therefore, he
j

was shifted near the window to enable him to get fresh air. This 

act was absolutely done in sheer good faith and on solitary 

humanitarian ground. Because, had the accused expired during 

the custody of Police, it would not only have resulted in severe 

condemnation of I the Police Department in general but the 

petitioner and his colleagues would have definitely been 

charged/held accountable for the death of the accused in 

particular. ,| .

MiiSlt.d
\
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That unfortunately, when the taxi was taking the U-tum at 

Hashtnagri, the accused abruptly opened the door, jumped out of 

the taxi and ironically made his escape good due to jamboree of 

different transport) and people notwithstanding wholehearted hot 

pursuit of the petitioner and other constables. Moreover, the 

effort to search the accused continued for considerable time but 

it yield no results] It is also noteworthy to add that Imran Khan 

IHC also used his personal pistol for aerial firing at the very 

moment to deter the accused for surrender whereas, I and other 

colleagues had oiily one rifle which was not used in order to 

avoid manifest collateral human loss on one hand while on the
j

other to save the Police department from explicit counter 

denunciation.

7.

8. That promptly, Imran Khan IHC duly informed the Muharrir 

Police Line for maiking report in daily diary about the unfortunate 

and disturbing incident. However, to their sheer irony, FIR No. 

879 dated 02-08-2023 was registered against the petitioner and 

other two police officials. Thereafter, they were arrested howbeit 

released on bail

(Copy of FIR is appended 
as Annex-A)

9. That thereafter, jCompetent Authority initiated disciplinary 

proceedings against the petitioner and as such, he was served 

with charge sheet land statement of allegations.

t)

(Copy of charge sheet and 
statement of allegations 
are appended as Annex-B 
&C)V)

That the petitioner submitted elaborate and exhaustive reply 

denied the allegations and also termed it as fallacious, malicious

. 10.
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and misconceived and prayed that he may be exonerated of the 

allegations levelled against him in the charge sheet.
I

I (Copy of , reply is
I appended as Annex-D)
i •

That the above reply was not deemed satisfactory and Tauheed

Khan Deputy Superintendent of Police was appointed as enquiry
[

officer to conduct departmental enquiry in the matter. He 

finalized the enquiry and found the petitioner guilty of the 

allegations and recommended him for appropriate punishment.

11.

12. That thereafter, the petitioner was served with a final show cause
i . ' 'I

notice on 06-09-2023. He duly submitted reply and denied the
I

allegations but it met' the same fate. Ultimately, he was awarded 

harsh and extreme penalty of dismissal from 

20-09-2023. !
service on

(Copy of show cause 
notice, its reply & 
impugned order are 
appended as Annex-E, F 
&G)

That the petitioner felt aggrieved by the said order, filed a 

departmental appeal with the worthy Capital City Police Officer, 

Peshawar on 09-10-2023 and prayed that the impugned order may 

graciously be set aside and he may kindly be reinstated in service 

with all back wages and benefits. But the same was dismissed on 

06-12-2023 in utter violation of law. Hence, the petitioner was 

constrained to file the instant revision petition.

13,

f.XU 0

(Copy of departmental 
appeal and rejection 
order are appended as 
Annex-H &I)

GROUNDS

A. That the Competent Authority has not treated the petitioner in
• Ij

accordance with the mandate of Article 4 of the Constitution of
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Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 which has unequivocally 

laid dovm that it |is the inalienable right of every citizen to be
I

treated under the law, rules and policy. Therefore, the impugned 

orders are not sustainable in the eye of law.

That regular Inquiry was not conducted in a manner prescribed 

by law as neither;any witness was examined in the presence of 

petitioner nor he was provided any opportunityi of 

examination in order to impeach the credibility of the witnesses 

if any appeared against him. Similarly, he was also not provided 

any chance to protiuce his defence in support of his version. The 

above defect in injquiry proceeding is sufficient to declare entire 

process as unlawful and distrustful. Right of fair trial is a 

fundamental right by dint of which a person is entitled to a fair 

trial and due process of law. The petitioner has been deprived of
I

his indispensable ifundamental right of fair trial as enshrined in 

Article.10-A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 

1973. Besides, there is also no iota of evidence to connect the

petitioner with the commission of misconduct. Therefore, the
[

report of the Inqqiry Officer is based on conjectures, surmises 

and suppositions.! Hence, the findings recorded by Inquiry 

Officer against the petitioner is perverse and is not supported by 

any legal evidence at all and as such, the same are hot tenable
i i

under the law.

B.

cross-

IM t_s

That the Competent Authority was under statutory obligation to 

have considered the case of petitioner in its true perspective and
i

also in accordance with law besides to see whether the regular 

inquiry was conducted in consonance with law and that the 

allegations thereof were proved against him without any shadow 

of doubt or otherwise. However, he has completely overlooked 

this important aspect of the case without any cogent and valid 

reasons and awarded him major penalty of dismissal from
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service. Thus, the impugned orders are liable to be set aside 

this count alone !
on

D. That the Competent Authority was also required to look for the 

mens-rea on the part of petitioner that too in juxtaposition to the 

manifest implications mentioned in his written replies but he did 

not give any weight whatsoever to the same and totally ignored 

it without any legal justification. Hence, the impugned order is 

against the spirit of administration of justice because 

be penalized in absence of mens-rea as per various judgments of 

superior courts, i

no one can

E. That the appellate Authority was under statutory obligation to have 

applied his independent mind to the merit of the case by taking notice 

about the illegality dnd lapses committed by the inquiry officer as well 

as by the Competent Authority as enumerated in earlier paras. 

Nevertheless, he failed to do so and rejected the departmental appeal 
unlawfully. Therefore, the impugned orders are not tenable under the

law

F. That after completion of investigation, the matter was submitted to the 

District Public Prosecutor for the trial of accused. The District Public 

Prosecutor after proper scrutiny, held that it was not a fit case for the 

trial of the accused bnd as such moved an application u/s 494/249-A 

CrPC 1898 read-with Section 5(b) 4 sub(c) clause (ii) of the 

Prosecution Act, |2005 before the Hon’ble Court for the 

discharge/withdrawal of the accused from the charges leveled against 

them in the FIR, on the grounds mentioned therein. Therefore, the 

impugned orders are liable to be set aside on this count alone.

(Copy of application of 
DPP is appended as 
Annex-J)

G. That the Hon’blej Court after hearing arguments and going 

through the record: as well as the application of DPP, arrived at
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the conclusion that “there is no direct evidence on case file 

showing negligence on the part of accused”. Besides, the 

illegality/lapses committed by the investigating officer was also 

pointed out and as such ordered for the discharge of accused

namely Imran IHp No. 866, Safi Rehman No.2266, Ali RehmanIt
(petitioner) No. 793 and Tahir No. 6631 from the charges leveled 

against them in |the case vide order dated 05-12i2023. It is 

worthwhile to mention here that once the petitioner was discharged 

from the criminal case by the competent court of jurisdiction,
I

no ground whatsoever existed to remain the edifice of punishment
i

awarded to him ; by the Competent Authority. Therefore, the 

impugned orders ;are not sustainable in the eye of law.

(Copy of order of Hon’ble 
Court is appended as 
Annex-K)

That none of the inquiry report was provided to the petitioner to 

offer explanation with regard to adverse findings if any 

recorded against him being the requirement of law. Reliance 

can be placed on PLD-1981-SC-page-176-citatipn (f) and 

1987-SClVIR-1776-(b). Hence, the impugned orders are not 

tenable under the' law.

H.

That the impugned orders are against law, facts of the case and
!

norms of natural justice. Therefore, the same are not tenable 

under the law j

I.
.

That the impugned orders were passed in mechanical manner and I ;
the same are perfunctory as well as non-speaking and also against

the basic principle of administration of justice. Thus, the

impugned orders jare bad in law.
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PRAYER

Ill view of the abo^'e nairated facts and grounds, it is 

therefore, humbly prayed that the, impugned orders dated 20-09-2023 land 

06-12-2023 may very graciously b'e set aside and the petitioner may kindly be 

reinstated in sert'ice with all back wages and benefits.

!!
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IMRAN ETC
bffcire the noURT OF J

VSthe state....
^PPIIFATION. r.rpc. OF THE ficcuma-iBSMjm-Simsss 

IN CASe_im-fcia 672_eAim- 

U/S ‘>^r\f??d/il8PA/igAA PP_C^ r ^ S-liH, P£5HA----^

p/W 494/24^
I PV/gLEQ

0708.2023^
Subject

RospoctfuMy Showoth:
the report of complairtant 

found not fit for trial
That the Instant caso vyas ret'lstered on 
against the accused, boring scrutiny the case 
on (lie following grounds.

was

Grounds;-

• That as per available racord the occurrence has taken place within the 
criminal jurisdiction of PS SGH, Peshav/ar, however neither any police 
officer attended the occjurred nor the same was reported by any officer of

i
concarned PS Hence cleates doubts in the reported of occurrence.

• That as por record the place of occurrence is a busy place, however 
even the statement of a single svilness has not been recorded.

■ That the spot and aurri^unding oraa has duly been covered with CCTV 
cameras but no -such recording J as been collected or send to FSL for
connecting the accused with the c fence.

• That nc direct ev'dencEi Is avallbb^r’ on case nio regarding the negligence 
of accused.

■ That no evidence Is available ori caso file regarding the 
manner and mode of bjccurrencs.

■ In such like circumstances the trial of the
c presence,

accused would be a «uUle
exercise, wastage of precious tln-.e of the court and the ultimate 
would be the acquittal oTthe accused. So keeping in view the above 
facts;;: circumstances arid availubie evidence on record, there

resun

... are . • .
sufficient reasons for non-prosecution of the Case U/S 5(B). 4 sub <c)
clause (II) of the Prosecution Act 2005 r/w 494/248A Cr PC.

It Is.; therefore, requested that the accused charged In 
aforementioned case , may kindly be discharged of the charges leveled 
against him for defic ent, weak evidence and (or nort-prosecution by the 
Prosecution Agency

the

9t.. !

(SHAHSAUD) 
Deputy Public Prosecutor 

Peshawar
Approved by

tIKVUK'V ?.?■
CuterDiitrl

shawar
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: In \rhe Court Of y- ...... ^ _
OAlb JUDICT^ MAGISTRATE-ni

feshawarV- ^^
MUHAMMAt)';SH

nn^eNo. 423/21

State VS ,lmraii & Others
FIRNo.'879 ...

—^ Dated. 02.08.2023
/. r/^ U/S: 223/224PPC •

Police Station: SGH, Peshawar

05/12/2023.

SPP for state present .Accused Qamai; Aziz-absconding. 
Accused Irur^ Safi Rehman and Alt . Rehman present on. bail. 

Accused Tahor on bail absent.
. .This Gourt, through, this, order, hereby addresses the. 

application put forthby the learned prosecutor seeking withdrawal

. from the pro secution of the case uiider Section 494 Cr.P.C.

Havinf; duly considered the argmnents.presented and having 

examined die relevant records,' if is observed that the accused . 

_ Safi Rehman. 2266, Ali Rehman 793 and Tahir 6131 

charged underTlR No. .879, dated; 02/08/2023, u/s 223/224 

Police Station SGH, Peshawar. The prosecution,
, Peshawar, has submitted, the

Imran IHC

.are
V: PPC at

\ ^ represented by Shah Saud Dy.PP

lUcation for withdrawal under Section 494 Cr.P.C., 

Lsainst accused mentioried-above is weak

%

*•
■ present ap

F/ -y .contending that the case ag
.the prosecution's standpoint.

\i.\?
irecords, it has come to light thatperusal of the

although lke FIR in .question has been lodged against accused 

4«ver, neither any Police officer of Police Station SGH, 

attended the occurrence nor, the same was reported by

.yV'''■I,'

■ I
Lny officer of-concerned PoUce Statibn. No CGTV footage has. 
been secired-by tbe investigating officer, notwitbstnnding the 

e taking place under the surveillance of CCTV cameras. 

No, statement of eye witness is available on case file regardmg the 

of the above-mentioned accused. No direct evidence is

. occurrenc

negligence
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