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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.105/2024.

Ex-Constable safi ur Rehman No.2262 of CCi’, Peshawar................................Appellant.

YERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1, 2, &3/

Kh‘yhor szkhtukhwa
DELVIoe Tribu nal
1

Respectfully Sheweth:- Finry Mo [/ 6 75/
i ) o

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1.
2
3
4.
5
6
7

REPLY ON FACTS:-

b o]

uiea2R-0F- el
That the z'lppeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

That the appellant has not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.
That the appellant has no cause of action and|locus standi.
That thcflappellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
That the‘ apptellant has concealed the material |facts from Honorable Tribunal.

That the fappeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

l.

I
Correct to'the extent that appellant was appointed as constable in the year 2019 in the
respondent department. It is worth to mention here that appellant is not an efficient Police
l ) . . . .
Officer. He has not a clean service record and earned 02 bad entries during his short service.

|
(Copy of list as annexure A)

Incorrect. The !appellant along with other personnel were deputed for production of three
under trial 'acculsed namely , Gulraiz in case FIR No. 122 dated 01.04.2022 w/s 302-PPC PS
Misri Bandlg Nowshera , Yaseen in case FIR No.538 dated 11.07.2023 ws 11-A CNSA, PS
Sarband é‘nd "Qamar Aziz in case FIR| No.793 dated 06.09.2021 u/s 17(4)
Haraba/412!/414/404/419/420/ 15AA, PS Michanigate and case FIR WNo.410 dated
14.04.2021 w/s 302/319/200/201/202/243/365-PPC PS Khazana from Central Jail Peshawar
for medical treatment to Police Services Hospital Peshawar.

Incorrect. The appellant was tasked with the |responsibility of transporting the accused
individuals to the hospital using a prison van. However, rather than adhering to the
prescribed procedure, the appellant opted to remove the prisoners from the prison and

transport them via a private rickshaw. This decision deviated from the expected procedure

and raised questions about the appellant motives or actions. It suggests a potential breach of
duty, depen'ding on the specific rules and regulations governing the transportation of
prisoners in that jurisdiction.

Incorrect. After completion of medical ciheckup of accused individual, the appellant with
accused proceeded to relocate them on foot insltegd of arranging for a prison van. By not
utilizing the appropriate means of transpiortation, such as a prison van, the appellant has

il
neglected his duty to ensure the secure and proper handling of the accused individuals. This



behavior ' could potentially constitute: a breach of protocol and may warrant further

investigation or disciplinary action. |

. Incorrect. After admitting the first two %lccused individuals into the central jail, the appellant

promptly arranged transportation for the third accused, Qamar Aziz, by hiring a taxi car
instead of waiting for the jail van. Acco:inpanied by the appellant, Qamar Aziz, and the other
personnel, the taxi car proceeded on its iroute. However, rather than taking the nearest u-turn
located under the first overhead bridgej'af Suri Pul, the appellant chose to continue driving
ahead. Tﬁis decision provided Qamar Aziz with an opportunity, which he availed without
hesitation? At the subsequent u-turn situated in front of the Chamber of Commerce office,
Qamar A.Ilziz made a bold escape by jumping out of the moving car, escaping custody.
Furthermc;»re, such like employees of the Police Department could not be retained in Police
service fo'r the reason that they bring |bad name to whole of the Police Department by

extending funlawful cooperation to prisoners asjwell as other law violating people.

. Incorrect, as explained in the preceding paras. Furthermore, the appellant neglected to

inform Se;'flior Officers regarding the ne‘cessity for an official Jail Van and instead chose to
escort the accused using a private ta;?i, assuming full responsibility for this decision.
Furthermofe, despite the availability of {a safer alternative he opted such a route that was
insecure and risky. In addition to that;, the appellant badly failed to provide adequate
instructions and guidance to their subordinates, resultantly the accused had managed to
escape while still in handcuffs. Moreoyer, the appellant could not furnish any concrete
evidence rhegarding the location of the incident. Finally, he also displayed a delay of

approximately six hours in notifying their superiors about the incident.

. Incorrect as explained in detail in the above patas. The appellant's actions represent a grave

misconduct, as they knowingly disregarcfed the|proper procedure. Despite being fully aware
of the requirement to request a Jail van fior transportation, the appellant opted to arrange for
a private ta:xi instead. The appellant decil‘sion not to turn the car towards the nearest u-turn
and instead select another u-turn route is :signiﬁ cant in this context. This action provided the
accused with a favorable opportunity ;to potentially escape while still in custody and
handcuffed. The appellant and another personnel's failure to fulfill their duties resulted in
aiding the escape of a heinous criminal. Furthe rmore, the escaped accused was involved in

heinous criminal cases and the appellanift had |fully facilitated him in making his escape

good. i

. Incorrect. The appellant failure to inform their superior officers about the incident in a

timely mannér, waiting approximately six hours before doing so, is concerning. During the

course of the inquiry, the enquiry ofﬁcer:exami!ned the appellant Mobile CDR (Call Detail
Records), revealing that his location at th!e time of the incident was in the Waddpaga area,
which happens to be close to his place of Ilresidence. A case to this effect was registered vide

FIR No.879 dated 02.08.2023 /s 223/224’i PPC/1 1'I 8 Police Act in PS SGH Peshawar.

. Correct to the extent that appellant was issued c!;harge sheet with statement of allegations
|

vide No.162/E/PA dated 09.08.2023 to which h!e received and replied but his reply was

found unsalt?irsfac'itory. ( Copy of charge sheet, statement of allegations are annexed as B,C)
' !




10. Incorrect as explained above. Furthem'flore, the appellant, being a member of a disciplined
force, colinmitted gross misconduct by} allowing accused of heinous offence in custody to
escape. This failure of reflecting on hi:.;; duty not only represents a breach of trust but also
undermines the integrity of the disciplihed force, hence his act brought a bad name for the
entire force. '

11. Incorrect. . DSP Investigation Rural, Peshawar was appointed as Enquiry Officer to dig out
the real facts. During the course of E'pquiry appellant was provided full opportunity of

personal hearing and also recorded his étatem ent by giving him proper opportunity, but the

appellant badly failed to rebut the char!ges leveled against him. The Enquiry Officer after
thorough probe into the matter, appel]aﬁt was found guilty of the charges vide final inquiry
findings report No.136/St dated 04.09.2023.( copy of enquiry report is annexed as D)

12. Incorrect. IThe Competent Authority aftier receipt of the findings report issued final show
cause notilce to appellant vide N0.3102:/PA dated 06.09.2023, but reply of appellant was

found unsatisfactory hence he was aw!a:rded major punishment of dismissal from service
under Police Rules 1975 amended 2014.(Copy of FSCN is annexed as E)

13. Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appeal, which was thoroughly processed and an
ample opportunity of hearing was provided to the appellant by appellate authority but the
appellant failed to defend himself with ‘plausible/justiﬁable grounds, hence his appeal was
rejected/filed on facts vide No.4506-12/ﬁA dated 06.12.2023.

14. That appeal of the appellant being devoi}l of merits and limitation may be dismissed on the
following grounds. 1

REPLY ON GROUNDS:- ‘

A. Incorrect. The appellant was treated as ;!;er law/rules. Furthermore, no violation of Article
04 of the bonstitution of Pakistan 1973: has been committed by the respondents and the
punishment was in consonance with the éravity of misconduct.

B. Incorrect. Detailed departmental enquir):( was conducted against him in accordance with
law/rules. Enquiry officer after detailed probe into the matter reported that the charges

leveled ageinst the appellant were prove:d. The appellant was provided full opportunity of

defense to prove his innocence. Hence he was rightly awarded the major punishment under
|
the ibid rul?s. No fundamental right of the appellant has been violated by the respondent.

C. Incorrect. Froper departmental enquiry was conducted and the enquiry officer reported that
|

charges levzled against the appellant were proved beyond any shadow of doubt. The whole
enquiry was conducted purely on merit and in accordance with law/rules. The appellant was
provided full opportunity of defense, but he failed to defend himself. After fulfilling of all
the codal formalities he was awarded the rl'jnajor punishment as per rules.

D. Incorrect. Tlhe appellant being a member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct
and was proceeded under police disciplinary rules. After completion of codal formalities,
the charges leveled against him got proved.

E. Incorrect. His departmental appeal was processed and heard him in person by the appellate
authority however he badly failed to défend _nlimself with plausible/justifiable grounds,

hence rejected/ filed having no substance 1';1 it.
I ’
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. Incorrect. The appellant ﬁleci_frevision pfetitionibefore the Appellgte-beard, but the appellant

without waiting to the outcomie of his peitition, he filed the instant Service Appeal.

. Incorrect. Court proceedings and departmental proceedings are two different entities and can

. . . ..
run side by side. Acquittal in a crlmllnal case would not lead to exoneration. of a civil

servant in departmental proceedings. His act brbught a bad name for the entire force.

. Incorrect qThe charges leveled against |the appellant were proved, hence the punishment

orders were passed in accordance with facts and rules. Acquittal in a criminal case would
not ipso facto lead to exonerate Civil Serva.nt in departmental proceedings.

Incorrect. The appellant only want to save his skin from misconduct/negligence explained in
detail in the above paras. The appellant treated as per law/rules. Furthermore, this Hon’ble

Service Tribunal already dismissed Setvice Appeal No. 456/2017 titled Javed vs Police
Department vide judgment dated 16.06.2023. |

Incorrect. The punishment orders passeTl by the competent authority are just legal, lawful

and in accordance with law/rules, liable to be upheld.

. Incorrect. The Punishment order passed by thz competent authority is based on justifiable

and genume grounds, without any malafide intension, hence liable to be upheld. The act of

the appellant is a bad stigma on the face of Police force.

Prayers:- :

Keering in view the above stated Tacts & reasons it is, most humbly prayed that the

appeal of tae appellant being devoid of rherits and limitation, may kindly be dismissed with
costs please. |

.

' apital City Police Officery

:1 , Peshawar.

: (Respondent No.2)

: (Syed Ashfaqg Anwar)PSP
Incumbent

— K

| ,, {/Legal, C
"~ For ProvingialPolice Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
» (Respondent No.3)
Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas(PSP)
}' ] ‘ : Incumpbent
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...Appellant.

Provincial Pdiice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Plie;shawar and others. Respondents.

“i

! | AUTH

1 We respondents are hereby a

i
[ORI”F,Y.

uthorlze Mr.Inam Ullah DSP legal of Capital City

Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court and submlt written reply, statement and affidavit

required for tl‘e defense of above service appeal onl

lI)ehalf of respondent department.

Capital City Police Officer;

Peshawar.
(Respondent No.2)

(Syed Ashfaq Anwar)PSP

Incumb

DIG/Lgegal, CPO
For Provincial Polic
Khyber Pakht wa, Peshawar.
{Respondent No.3)
. Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas(PSP)

Incumbent
—~—r—

——
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Apgéal No.105/2024. 1

Ex-Constable safi ur Rehman No.2262 of CCP, Peélllawar................................Appellant.

VERSUS.

| |
i 1

Provincial Pohce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunk}‘wa Peshawar and others. Respondents.
I

¥ AFFIDAVIT. |

Wef respondents are do hereby solemnly’ affirm and declare that the contents of the

written reply are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has

. concealed/kep secret from this Hon’ble Tribunal. It is further stated on oath that in this appeal,

B
the answermg respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense have been struck

off.

A

Superindendent of Police,
HQrs, Peshawar.
ent No.1)
(Raham Husshjn)
Incumbent

i
|
|
1
|
|

—Lapital-City-PoliceOfficer,
Peshawar.
‘ (Respondent No.2)
| (Syed Ashfag Anwar)PSP
Incumbent

-
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1. ¥ Name of Official ¢~ Safi ur Rehman NO.2262 'S/O Tariq Shah

R/O <. Ghari Sherdad warsak road PS Mafhra Distt; Peshawar

2. Date of Birth 25031999 .

3. Date of enlistment 31.12.2018 .*

4, Education DAL

S. Courses Passed Recruit

6. Total qualifying service 04 vyears .10 months & 16 days

7. Good Entrics NIL

Bad Entries (L.W.O Pay, E/Drill & Warning)

01. Warning and under watch on the grounds abscnt from duty vide OB No.329 dt:24.12.2019
02. 03 days leave without pay and observe 03 months grounds abscnt from duty vide OB No.59

dt:20.02.2020

08. Minor Punishment

09.” Major Punishment

4

% ‘
10. Punishment (Current)

By é)}?/}lqrs. Feshawar.

o
Total leave at his credit

%

L

y 4
i" [}

WICCPO

1

- o -
Yo ——

NIL '

. NIiL

1

Availed lcaves

AV e ——

Nil

Awa;ééd major punishment diémisscd from service vide OB No.2335 dated 21.09.2023

Balance

232

-
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 CHARGESHEET, . ._ '
| ' o !I' s Co .

SIS B Lo

41 i 1.1, Shpt;riritéﬁdépt of Po_l'ic‘e,'H'ea.dquarters,‘Capital City Police Peshawar, as a
* competent authority, do hereby, charge you FC Saif Rehman No.2262 of Capital City
Police Peshawar with the following allegation. '

I
[

"L 'That‘yolu';. FC Saif Rehman Belt No. 2262 while posted in Police Lines were
deputzd atongwith THC Imran No. 866, FC 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 FIR No.,LlI22, dated 01.04.2022 w/s 302 PS
Misri Banda Nowshera, (2) Yasin s/o Ali Akbar r/o Tehkal Payyan in case FIR
No. 538, dated 11.07.2023 u/s 11ACNSA PS Sarband, (3) Qammar Aziz s/o
Abdu! Aziz r/o Ammar Colony Pakha Ghulam Peshawar in case FIR No. 793,

- dated 06.09.2021 ws 17(4) Haraba/412/414/404/419/420/15AA PS Michni Gate
and FIR No. 410, dated 14.04.2021 ws 302/ 109/200/201/202/243/365 PS
Khazana arrested and confined in Central Prison Peshawar for treatment in Police,
and Sarvices Hospital. You were required to take these accused in Prison Van but
you gzt them from the Prison and transmitted in a private rickshaw.

9. You fter treatment again shifted two accused by foot and did not bother to call
for pr.son van.

3. That you agéin arrange for transportation of the third accused namely Qammar
Aziz involved in case FIR No. 793, \ dated 06.09.2021 ws 17(4)
Haraba/412/414/404/419/420/15-AA of PS Mic[hini Gate and FIR No. 410 dated _
14.04.2021 w/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.

4. That you, when sat in the taxi car alongwith aboyve accused, did not turn the car in
ﬁh'é nearest U-turn located under the first overhtj:ad bridge at Suri Pul opposite to

If Bala Hisar Fort rather you tfayelled advance an resultantly he jumped out of the
car at next U-fcﬁl’ln \ldcated in front of Chamber of Commerce office and escaped.

: waione.'ac'cused escaped from you four officials.

'

5. "-’;l?hr:lt:j,'oui did. not inform any -Senior Officer immediately after escape of ‘the

6.  That proper criniinal'ca:se vide FIR No. 879; détqq 02:08.2023 s 223/224 PPC 9% Sémt
"118 Police ‘Act has also been. regi%téred1,égailli‘1§t' you}'been.' i1;1v,01|v.ed in above

,o‘%nisgion and commission. . ELCNTI & AN .’,‘.; R

S R R A LRI SEER S LA

b

A R L S DNt S
You zre, therefore, required to §ubmit to this Lfﬁce or the Enquiry. Officer your
written reply within 07-days of the recelipt of this charge srheet. f -
T ot b ,
i:You'lr. written defence, if any, should reach th%s 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 actiph shall follow against you.

N { '
¥ <. . ’ 1 ‘lll

:‘ .Irlxt‘i'rrié.te whether you desire to be heard in person.
P IR S Y X
o ' A stdtement of allggatioﬁf:is,enclolsed.'. .
v ) 1 H B ' ! | R i
R T R A L .
SIS . 11, SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,

' HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

! . |

. \ E
LN , s !
SP/HO rEMRizwaNew purushment folder/Charger shagt hew

. e ment folder! o




T' DISCIPLINARY ACTION

e : : '
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. I Sﬁperintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capita[ City Police Peshawar as a
competent authority, am of the opinion that FC Saif Rehman No. 2262 has rendered him-
“self hable fo be proceeded against under the provision of Pohce Dlsc1phnary Rules-1975

~ STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

1. That FC Saif Rehman Belt No. 2262 while posted in Police Lines was deputed
alongwith IHC Imran No. 866, FC 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 FIR No. 1f22 dated 01.04.2022 u/s 302
PS.Misri Banda Nowshera, (2) Yasin s/o Ali Aklllaar r/o Tehkal Payyan in case’
FIR No. 538, dated 11.07.2023 u/s 11ACNSA 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/s 17(4) Haraba/412/414/404/419/420/15AA PS
Michni Gate and FIR No. 410, dated 14.04.2021 /s
.302/199/200/201/202/243/365 PS Khazana arrested and confined in Central
Prison Peshawar for treatment in Police, anéi Services Hospital. He was
required to take these accused in Prison Van but he get them from the Prison
and transmitted in a private rickshaw. . | :

2. He after treatment again shifted two accused t oy foot and did not bother to call
v for prlson van.
3.°  That'he again arranged for transportation of the third accused namely Qammar

Aziz involved in case FIR No. 793, dated 06.09.2021 w/s 17(4)
- Haraba/4l2/414/404/419/420/15 AA of PS MlChlnl Gate and FIR No. 410
dated 14.04.2021 w/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
4, Tha he, when sat in the taxi car alongthh 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 trave]led advance and resultantly he
jumped out of the car at next U-turn located i 1rr1 front of Chamber of Commerce
off:ce andiescaped How one, accused escaped from him alongwith other three
officials. oyt e ey
5. That he d1d not” mform any Semor Officer ammedxate’y after escape of the
accused. E gy . pat RERES
For'the purpose of scrutmlzmg the conduct of said accused with reference to the
above alleganons anenquiry 1s ‘ordered and "’ A
appomted as Enquxry Ofﬁcer - ! P

. | " , .
I I , Lt . Lo B E [ L
t 1 i

|

I . Y
P !

6. ¥ The Enqulry Officer shall m accordance with the provisions of the Police
Disciplinary Rules; 1975, pr0v1de reasonable opportumty of hearing to the accused
officer, record hxs finding within 30 days of the receipt of this order make
recommendations: asto pumshment or other approprlate action agamst the accused.

o i L
Y oo
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‘j‘f _/E/PA, dated Peshéwar the O 9 [: O 2 ’ 12023

I .
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
HEADQUARTERS PESHAWAR

|
The SScP Operauons Investlgatlon and Coordmatl'on Peshawar for

Information.

K
’TM \Clona xp \M\/ Ccp is curected to finalize the

aforementloned departmental proceeding within sthulated period under the

provision of Police Rules-1975. !
a N | .
‘Accused Official Saif Rehman r/o Mohallah Saiddan Ghari Sherdad.
‘. A
' i
! |
' ' | |
i ‘ ! 1
o '
- i
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% OFFICE OF THE
K}EPUTY SUPERINTENDENT

INVESTIGATION, RURAL DIVISIC vy sk
Office Phone No. 091-9212324.

r
No. ,3 é fse Datexi Peahawar the (4 q y

:"i"o: _ The Supez intendent of Pohce
' g H(‘m, Peshawar, = o ' e : L
Subject: DECIPLINARY ACTION AGAINST FC SAIE REHMA\I No.Z”éZ POLICE LINEL
| PESHAWAR,
Memo:

' Please refer to your office memo: No.162/E-PA, dated 09/08/2023.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS,

Brief facts of the enquiry are that, FC Safi~ur Rehman N.2262 was charged sheeted with
the allegation§ that he while posted at police line was deputed along with police official for production of ‘
03 under trail accused namely 1.Gulraiz s/o Zar Khan 1/o Main Essa Nowshera in case FIR Ne. 122 dated
01.04.202% u/s 302 PS Misri Banda Nowshera. (2) Yasin s/o Ali Akbar 1/o Tehkal Payyan in case FIR
No. 538 dated 1 1.07.2023 u/s 11-ACNSA PS Sarband, (3) Qamar Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz /o Amar colony
. Péi'cha Ghulam Peshawar in case FIR No.793 date ! . 06.09.2021 ws 17 (4) Haraba
' ‘/41.2/414/404/419/4"’0/ ISAA. PS Michni . Gate and FIR No. 410 dated 1'4 042021 wis

301;; 109/200/201/20272: 13/365 PS Khazana’fxom central Pmcjn Peshawar for txeatment to Bolice, and
services Hogspital. He was rf:qulred to take theae dccused in Prison Van but he get Theml from -the.Pnson
and transmitted in apm&tc nck shaw, ' i' ' ' . o
He aftter treatment agam shifted two accused by foot and did ot bother to call for prison van and then
again after treatment of acwscd Qamar Aziz mvolved nr heinous cases he used Ta,u Car for
transportation from police hospital to central jail and did not bother to call for Prison Van. That he when
set in the taxi car atong with above accused, did not make U-t n on the nearest U-turn located under the
first overhead bridge at Suri Pul opposite to Bala Hisar Fort, rather he travelled advance and used the ane
U-turn located in front of Chamber of Commerce office from where the accused made his escape. It is
strange that how ar: accused escaped from him along with other three officials and he did not inform any
Senior thu,r unmvdwﬂiy after escape of the accused. .
m‘{ocs« EDINGS' | A

Ih" undf’xsmned was nominated as enquxry officer. During course of enquiry the alleged

FC Saiz ur~l\ehman was ualicd who' submltted his written reply where as he stated that he was deputed as
escort with handeuffs for lrampoﬂatlon of accused from central Jail to Police Hospital, They waited for
pohce van in central Jail but the escort ofﬁcer said that the \Jeh;cle is in Hayatabad Medical complex and
not avaﬂable at that time, therefore over the direction of in- cLargc they escort the dc»used thmugb prwaté-
uckshaw to police hospital where the on duty. doctor after chL,ck -up discharged 1he two accuch who were
handed over to him along with constable Tahir for admitting in Judicial lock-up while the doctor started |
drip to accused Qamar Aziz, He along with constable Tai-’nr took both the accuse(} to central: Jail and
admit them, after admitting the accused he re'ached-alone' to police hospital while constable Tahir was
permitted by the I/C having some emergency at his home and after treatmient and discharged of acwsed
Quamar Aziz we waited  for D!ﬁIICI'aI vehicle but acci-o}d%ng td in-charge due to un—avaxlabﬂ;tyl of pffzczgi
wehicle he hired private taxi and starting moving to words central Jail on GT road. "

it

I
i

. iZWAn/New Pusishment o
. SP "lQ rS/E/R
vt ishmien; older/Char !




- Lo OFI‘M:EOFTHE R
: | DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT OF Pomcz«:

INVESTIGATION, RURAL DIVISION, PESHAWAR.
Office Phone o, 091-9212324. t
Na. /5t Dgted _P_eshawar the 7 ' f2023

|

The' awused was’ smme in the middle of rear seat, he was setting lon rear seat along with handcuffs while
FC Ah Rehman havmr SMG rifle, when they reached the first U—mm due to blockage of road they used
the next U-turn near Szrhad Chamber of commerce and from thalt.place accused Qamar Aziz along with
handcuffs started vomiting on me and jumped from the mming car and fled ‘away. He along with police
officials search the accused in the nearby area but the accused made good his escape and after failing the
1/C inform the high-ups regarding the incident. '-

Statement of IHC Imran No.866 was also recorded who stated ﬂ'ldi he was deputed as escort officer for
transporiation of accuzed from central Jail to Police Hospital. He waited for police van in central Jail but
the said vebicle was at Hayatabad Medical complex for transportation of accused at that time, therefore

they escott the accused through private rickshaw to police hospital where the on duty doctor after check-

_up discharged two accused who were handed over to constable Tahir and constable Safi Rehman for

adrmttmg in Judicial lock-up while the docter keep under treatment the accus sed Qamar Aziz. FC Tahir

Land FC'Safi Rehman was handed over 02 accused for admxttmg in central Jail and he alono with FC Ali

" Rehman remain with accused Qamar Aziz in police hoqntal after admitting the accused FC Safi ur

Rehman reached alone to police hospital while constable Tahlr was permitted by him who having some
emergency at his home and after treatment and discharged of accused Qamar A21z he waited for official
vehmle but due to un-availability of official vehicle he hired prlvate taxi and starting moving to words
«,emral Jail on GT rcad. The accused was sitting in the middle of rear seat, constable Safi Rehman having
handcuffs while FC Ali Rehman having SMG rifle while he was setting in front seat when they reached
the first U-turn due o blockage of road they used the next U—ttizm near Sarhad Chamber of commerce and
from that place accused Qamar Aziz along with handeuffs started vomiting and jumped from the running
car and fled away. He along with police officials search the accused in the nearby area but the accused
made good his escape and after failing he inform the high-ups regarding the incident.

Statement of Constable Ali Rehman No. 793 iwas also recorded whereas who stated that
he was deputed as scort w1fh SMG rifle for transportation of accused from central Jail to Police Hospital.
They waxted for police van in central Jaﬂ but the escort offlcer said that the vehicle is in Hayatabad
Medical complex md not available at that nme therefore ovler ‘the direction of in-charge they escort the
accused through private rickshaw to police hospital where the on duty doctor discharged the two accused
who were handed over to Constable Safi Rehman and constable Tahir for admitting in Judicial lock-up
while he was present with accused chmax Aziz at police hospltal along with, I/C. After admitting the
accused in ceniral Jail Peshawar the Constable Safi ur. Rehman reached police hosp:tal while constable
Tahir was permitied by the in-charge having some emergency at his home and after treatrment and
discharged of accused Qamar Aziz due to un-availability of official vehicle they hired private taxi and
starting moving to words central Jail on GT toad. The accused was sitting in:the middle of rear seat,
constable Safi Rehman having handeuffs while he havmg SMG rifle. When they reached the first U-turn
due 1o blockage of road they used the next U-turn near Sdrhad Chamber of commerce and from that place
accused Qarmar Aziz along with handcuffs started vormung,’ on me and Safi Rehman who nga him a little -

space to vomit outside the car and the accused jumped from| the running car and fled away.
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Thev search the ACCU d in the nearby area but the accused made good hls escape and after failing they
mform the i‘uc,h—upq re:varcimg the mcldent B | " |

- Statement of FC Tahir No.6631 was also recorded whereas he stated that he was deputed
as escort with SMG rifle for transportation of accused from central Jail lo Police Hospital. They waited
for pohcc van in central Jail but the escort officer s adld that the vehicle is in Hayatabad Medical comple‘(
not available at that time, therefore over the dlreutlop of in-charge they escort the accused through private
rickshaw to police hospital where the on duty doctor after check—’up discharged the two accused who were
handed over td me along with Constable Safi Rehman for admi]tting in Judicial lock-up while Constable -
Ali Rehman remain psesent with in-charge with accused Qamar Aziz at police hospital who were under-
tree}tmeﬁt. After admittiﬁg the accused Constable Safi Rehman went back to police hospital while he

grants permission from the in-charge having some emergency at my home and went to charsadda. Latter

‘onhe wm informed by the officials that accused Qamar Aziz fled away from the escort OffRClBlb

[

ca Statements of Muhrarr line HC Gul Zab and |Line office ASI Akber Husam was also

" fecorded who stated that after 1ecc1vmg latter for escort from central Jail Peshawar' they depuied IHC

Tmran along with c')mtable Saft Rehman 22(36 with handcuffs constable Ali Rehman wﬂh Tah;r with
SMGs for transportation of accused from cvntr&l jail to police hospltai Peshawar ,and made their
departurg- report with DD No. 75 dated 02.08.2023.Dunng Cross queotzon they replied that the ‘escort
Incharge did not made contact on police line official number|or their cell numbers for providing of Jail
.van for transportation. ' 1 i l
. Statement of Javid Khan, SI TO Traffic Peshawar was also recorded who stated that on
02.08.2023 he along with bonstab]e Ze‘shan No. 836 where deputed for traffic duty at chamber of
commerce chock from 07:00 to 14:30, hors and duﬁng their duty time no such incident escaping of
: accused Ifrom'police officials occurred andmot been seen by |him. The place is very busy and congested
: area and if such incident were happen he were diffidently knowledge of that. .
| . ‘Starfmem of Constable Zeshan No. 836 Traffic Peshawar was also recorded who stated
that on 02. 08 ’0”3 ha: alonc with Jawd Khan SI/TO wére deputed for trafﬁc duty at dlamber of
- commerce chock irom 07:00 to 14:30 horo and durmg thexr duty Tlme no such incident escapmg of
accused from pohcc officials occurred and not ‘been seen by, h1m The place | is _very busy and congested
area and if such 1m1dent were happen he were diffidently knowledﬁe of that. - " : P ;‘
Case file of case FIR No. 819 dated 02.08. ’7023 u/s 23/224/1 18 police act 2017, PS SGH
was also reqmsm on and dis cus;ed w1th 1O of the case and it was found that 1.0 has chs,cked all ‘the
CCTV cameras installed on police road and was taken on recov::ry memo and accordmg to IO Tauq

Khan now such ir:cident escaping of accused occurred at Sathad Chamber of commerce U-turn.
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CONCLUSION.

After gone through the available record, sftatement of all concerned and plevxous
record of the official under enquiry, the undersigned reached to the conclusmn that there is clear
difference in the stance of under enquiry officer, he did not inform any one for prowsaon of official
Jail van, escort the accused by private taxi on his own wﬁl and responz.lblhry, adopt ; un secure and
risky way despite of availability of a safe route, fail to tolil)w the SOPS and;i mstructlon 1ssucd for
safe transportation of accused by hlgh-ups He did not ‘aght handcuffs o‘r accused in his belt and thus
provide opporturity to the accused to made his escape, dxd’not provxde any ; sohd cv1dence reg ardmg
the place of incident, did not inform his high up:./Moharrar’ staff of police’ hhe rep,ardmg the mcxdent

. His mobile CCR was also checked and after incident h{ls location is Waddpaga. area. His sexvzce
record was also checked and two bed entries are on his xecérd | . |
RECOMMEMNDATION, !

Keeping in view it is therefore qa\,\,ested that allegations mamsc Saﬁ,-.upReinnaﬁ

2262 haverseen: provediandiies shwasfound, guilty.’ and suggested-for appropnate pumshmem if

aoreed pleabe" d gc/ﬁ : .
‘ b z’ ))"7 DSP/Investigation

Rural Bivision Pes!mwar




FINAL SHOW CAUSENOTICE |
= B ¥
£ I Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police Peshawar, as
competent authority, under the provision of Police. Disciplinary Rules 1975 do hereby
serve upon you, Constable Safi ur Rehman No.2262 the final show cause notice. '
| ‘

The Enquiry Officer, DSP/HQrs after compietion of depémnental 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 Rehman

No.2262 deszrve the punishment in the light of the above said enquiry report.

I

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

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

2. 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 ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

i i
L]

' L SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
. , . HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR
. |' ) \
No. 2107 _/PA, SP/HQrs: dated Peshawar the (& -—9 /2023.
' M i, i
Cepy to official concerned b '
. ) ~ ' /! \ . , 'l
P ' ‘ , o ! !
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