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Service Appeal No.106/2024.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
b

. !
|

Ex-IHC Imran Ulllah No.866 of CCP, Peshavyar....
i
|

...Appellant.

VERSUS.

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

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1, 2, &3

T e e e e e e et ) S S0 8
Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Khyher Pakhitulkkhwa
Service Tribunal

| Diary ;QG'MQ.
i Dated M&J} 4

—_—

|
. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder apd non-joinder of necessary parties.
3. That the ap'pellant has not come to Hon’ble {Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
6. That the appellant has concealed the nlaterlal facts from Honorable Tribunal.
7. That the appeal is not maintainable beling devoid of any merit.
REPLY ON FACTS:- !

1.

| i
Correct to ‘the extent that appellant wais appo’i'nted as constable in the year 2006 in the
respondent department. It is worth to me:lntion 1'!1ere that appellant is not an efficient Police
Officer. He has not a clean service record and contains 01 bad entry and 01 Minor & Major
punishments on different occasions in hisi service. (Copy of list as annexure A)

Incorrect. The appellant along with otheir personnel were deputed for production of three
under frial accused namely , Gulraiz in ciase FIR No. 122 dated 01.04.2022 u/s 302-PPC PS
Misri Banda Nowshera , Yaseen ih case FIR No.538 dated 11.07.2023 u/s 11-A CNSA, PS
Aziz No.793 dated 06.09.2021 ws 17(4)

Sarband and Qamar in case; FIR

Haraba/412/414/404/419/420/15AA, PS Mic

14.04.2021 u/s 302/319/200/201/202/243/365-P
for medical treatment to Police Services I%Iospite
Incorrect. The appellant was tasked with the

individuals to the hospital using a prison v

hanigate and case FIR No.410 dated
PC PS Khazana from Central Jail Peshawar
1l Peshawar,

responsibility of transporting the accused

an. However, rather than adhering to the

. t : :

prescribed procedure, the appellant opted to remove the prisoners from the prison and
1

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, depending on the specific rules and regulations governing the transportation of

prisoners in that jurisdiction. : !

Incorrect. After completion of medical checkup of accused individual, the appellant with

accused proceeded to relocate them on foot instead of arranging for a prison van. By not

utilizing the appropriate means of transportatmn, such as a prison van, the appellant has

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



sf'

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

investigation or disciplinary action.

. Incorrect. After admitting the first two accused 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. Accompanied by the appellant, Qamar Aziz, and the other

personnel, the taxi car proceeded on its route. However, rather than taking the nearest u-turn

located under the first overhead bridge ldt Surl| Pul, the appellant chose to continue driving
ahead. This decision provided Qamar A212 with an opportunity, which he availed without
hesitation. At the subsequent u-turn 51tu:ated in front of the Chamber of Commerce office,
Qamar Aziz made a bold escape by jumping out of the moving car, escaping custody.
Furthermere, such like employees of the[ Police':fDepartment could not be retained in Police
service for the reason that they bring bad name to whole of the Police Department by

extending unlawful cooperation to prisoners as well as other law violating people.
|

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

inform Senior Officers regarding the necessity| for an official Jail Van and instead chose to
escort fhe- accused using a private ta>éi asslﬁning full responsibility for this decision.
Furthermofre 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 subordmates, resultantly the accused had managed to
escape while still in handcuffs. Moreover, thie appellant could not furnish any concrete
evidence regardlng the location of the 1n01dent Finally, he also displayed a delay of

approx1mately six hours in notifying their superlors about the incident.

.- Incorrect as explained in detail in the abpve paras. The appellant's actions represent a grave

misconduct, as they knowingly disregarded the: proper procedure. Despite being fully aware
of the requirement to request a Jail van fjor tranisportation, the appellant opted to arrange for
a private taxi instead. The appellant decision not to turn the car towards the nearest u-turn
and instead select another u-turn route is ;signiffcant in this context. This action provided the
accused with a favorable opportunity ;to potentially escape while still in custody and
handcuffec. The appellant and another [;ersonnel's failure to fulfill their duties resulted in
aiding the escape of a heinous criminal. ;Furthermore, the escaped accused was involved in

heinous criminal cases and the appellar:lt had|fully facilitated him in making his escape

good.

i

|
. Incorrect. The appellant failure to inform the]ir superior officers about the incident in a

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

course of the inquiry, the enquiry ofﬁcert examined the appellant Mobile CDR (Call Detail

Records), revealing that his location at tihe tim
which happens to be close to his place ‘ofg reside
FIR No.879 dated 02.08.2023 w/s 223/224 PPC

vide No.163/E/PA dated 09.08.2023 to lwhich

e of the incident was in the Waddpaga area,
nce. A case to this effect was registered vide

118 Police Act in PS SGH Peshawar.

. Correct to the extent that appellant was issued charge sheet with statement of allegations

he received and replied but his reply was

found unsatisfactory. ( Copy of charge sheet, statement of allegations are annexed as B,C)




10.

I1.

12.

13.

14,

REPLY ON GROUNDS:-

A.

- hence rejected/ filed having no substance]in it.

i |
ii |
Incorrect as Pxplalned above. Furthermorei the appellant, being a member of a disciplined
force, comm-ltted gross misconduct by allpwing accused of heinous offence in custody to
escape. This failure of reflecting on his dlrlty not only represents a breach of trust but also
undermines the integrity of the disciplined force! hence his act brought a bad name for the

. !
entire force. | !

Incorrect. . DSP Investigation Rural, Peshzftwar was appointed as Enquiry Officer to dig out
the real facts. During the course of Erlqliliry, appellant was provided full opportunity of
personal hearing and also recorded his statement by giving him proper opportunity, but the
appellant badly failed to rebut the charges leveled against him. The Enquiry Officer after
thorough probe into the matter, appellant was found guilty of the charges vide final inquiry
findings report No.134/St dated 04.09. 2023 ( copy of enquiry report is annexed as D)

Incorrect. The Competent Authority after. receipt of the findings report issued final show
b

cause notice to appellant vide No. 3103/PA date

d 06.09.2023, but reply of appellant was

found unsatrsfactory hence he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service

under Police Rules 1975 amended 2014. (Copy of
Incorrect. The appellant filed departmental appe

ample oppo*tumty of hearing was prov1ded to t

FSCN is annexed as E)
al, which was thoroughly processed and an

he appellant by appellate authority but the

appellant failed to defend himself with plau51ble/_]ustiﬁable grounds, hence his appeal was -
06.12.2023.

That appeal of the appellant being dev01d of merits and limitation may be dismissed on the

following grounds. j

Incorrect. The appellant was treated as pér law/rules. Furthermore, no violation of Article

04 of the Constitution of Pakistan 1973 ihas been committed by the respondents and the
punishment was in consonance with the gr:avity of misconduct.
Incorrect. Detailed departmental enquiry was conducted against him in accordance with

law/rules. Iénquiry officer after detailedf probe| into the matter reported that the charges

leveled against the appellant were proved. The

appellant was provided full opportunity of

defense to prove his innocence. Hence hei was rightly awarded the major punishment under

the ibid rules. No fundamental right of the; appel
Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was con
charges leveled against the appellant were prov
enquiry was conducted purely on merit and in a

provided full opportunity of defense, but;he fai

the codal formalities he was awarded the i‘najor punishment as per rules.

lant has been violated by the respondent.

ducted and the enquiry officer reported that
ed beyond any shadow of doubt. The whole
ccordance with law/rules. The appellant was
ed to defend himself. After fulfilling of all

<

. Incorrect. The appellant being a member of a disciplined force, committed gross misconduct

and was proceeded under police discipli'nary rules. After completion of codal formalities,
the charges leveled against him got proved.
Incorrect. His departmental appeal was p:rocessed and heard him in person by the appellate

|
authority however he badly failed to defend|himself with plausible/justifiable grounds,

[




. Incorrect. Court proceedings and departn

- Incorrect. The charges leveled against

without waiting to the outcome of his pe

run side By side. Acquittal in a crimi

- Incorrect. The appellant filed revision petition before the Appellate board, but the appellant

tition, he filed the instant Service Appeal.

nental proceedings are two different entities and can

nal case would not lead to exoneration of a civil

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

orders were passed in accordance with

not ipso facto lead to exonerate Civil Sex

the appellant were proved, hence the punishment
|
facts and rules. Acquittal in a criminal case would

vant in departmental proceedings.

Incorrect. The appellant only want to save his skin from misconduct/negligence explained in

detail in the above paras. The appellant

Service Tribunal already dismissed Ser

treated as per law/rules. Furthermore, this Hon’ble

vice A:xppeal No. 456/2017 titled Javed vs Police

Department vide judgment dated 16.06.2023. |

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

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

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

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

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

Prayers:-

Keeping in view the above stated

facts & reasons it is, most humbly prayed that the

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation, may kindly be dismissed with

costs please.

endent of Police,
Qrs, Peshawar.

i Capital Ci ice Officer,
Peshawar.
(Respondent No.2)
(Syed Ashfaq Anwar)PSP
Incum

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Respondent No.3) '

Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas(PSP)
Incumhent
e
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BEFORE THE _KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No.106/2024.
Ex-IHC Imran fjlllah No.866 of CCP, Peshawar...... Wheveeenes. . Appellant.

VERSUS.

Provincial Poli<':s|3 Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshglwar and others. Respondents.

i AUTHORITY.

| |
W e respondents are hereby authorize! Mr Inam Ullah DSP legal of Capital City
Police, Peshawar to attend the Hon’ble Court: and sulbmlt written reply, statement and affidavit

required for the defense of above service appeal on behalf of respondent department.

Superifitendent of Police,
HQrs, Peshawar.

Peshawar h
(Respondent No.2)
(Syed Ashfag Anwar)PSP

Incumbent

/Legal, CP
\ l For Provincial Police Officel,

~ | Khyber Pakhtunkhw; awar.
' ’ : ( ondent No.3)

' Dr. Muhammad Akhtar Abbas(PSP)

Incumbeng

-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERY, iCE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.106/2024. i '

Ex-IHC Imran Ulllah No.866 of CCP, Peshawar....... ........................Appellant.

VERSUS. :
|
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshm)var and others. Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT. |

We respondents are do hereby solemnly cfﬁrm 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/kept secret from this Hon’ble Tribunal. It is: further stated on oath that in this appeal,
" |

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

off. !

' Superixtendent of Polic‘e,
! HQrs, Peshawar.

-,Ak‘?,

e

Lk

R

| Lo
0 | (Respondent No.2)
8 M4 ' (Syed Ashfaq Anwar)PSP
d 2024 Incumbent
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/ 7 1. Name of Official ' Imran Khan NO.866 S/O Raj Ali Khan
R/O ‘ - Shaheed BaBa_&api Budni PS Charnkani Distt; Peshawar
I ' )
2. DatcofBirth - . 2001.1982
3. Date of enlistment ' 20.05.2006
4. Education FA
5. Courses Passed Recruit '
6. Total qualifying scrvice 17 years ,05 months & 18 days :
7. Good Entries NIL

Bad Entries (L. W.O Pay, E/Drill & Warning)
01.01 days leave without pay vide OB No.1620 dt:07.05.2018

08. Minor Punishment
1. Awarded minor punishment stoppage of ycar annual increment without cumulative effect
vide OB No.2165 date 07.07.2009 and aficr completion of cne year priod the said increment
is relcased vide OB No. 3558 datce 14.10.2013

09. Major Punishment . . .

Awarded major punishment dismissed from service vide OB No.3075 datc 10.10.201 8
and reinstated in service with immediate cffect and period he remaind out scrvice is treated
" Lcave vide OB No 3949 datc 20.12.2018
10. Punish;ncnt"('Curren_t) ‘
Awarded major punishment dismissed from service vide OB No.2335 dated 21 .09.2023

By SP/I-]qrs..' Pcshawar
A | :

i

.ok
Total lcave at his credit | Availed lcaves Balance

836 120 716

+
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- Vom— e eee il immeen ' . ' | SPIHOIVE/R: an/Nmpumshnmlfoldcrl(.‘lmrgcrshect

; "" -~ ‘ I Supenntendent of Pohcel Headquarters Capital City Police Peshawar as'a’
‘ competent authonty, ‘do hereby, charge you IHC Imran No. 866 of Capital City Police
" Peshawar with the followmg allegation.

"~ 1. That you IHC Imran Belt No. 866 whrle posted in Police Lines were deputed

' alongw1th FC Saif Rehman No. 2262, FCﬁAh 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. 122, dated 01.04.2022 u/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 uw/s 11ACNSA PS Sarband, (3) Qammar Aziz s/o Abdul Aziz
/o Ammar Colony Pakha Ghulam Peshawar in case FIR No. 793, dated
06.09.2021 /s 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
Services Hospital. You were required to take these accused in Prison Van but you
get them from the Prison and transmitted in a private rickshaw.

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

3. That you again arrange for transportation *of the third accused namely Qammar
Aziz involved in case FIR No. 793 dated 06.09.2021 uw/s 17(4)
Hzraba/412/414/404/419/420/15-AA of PS: Mlchmz 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.
4. That you, 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
Bara Hlsar Fort rather you travelled advance and resultantly he jumped out ‘of the
car at fiext U= turn Iocated in front of Chamber of Commerce office and escaped
How one accused escaped from you four officials.
5. That you dld not mform any Senror Ofﬂcer 1mmed1ate1y after escape of the

accused. . g - s

6. That proper cnrmnal case vide FIR No 879, dated 02 08. 2023' u/s 223/224 PPC Ps SGv

118 Polxce Act has aIso been regrstered agamst you been mvolved in’ above
d .

omission and commission. - . . ) ,! . !. S T L
S _ o A oL

\ ' l
' ' . . .

You' are, therefore requlred 0 submrt to’ this ofﬁce or the Enquiry Officer your
written reply thhln 07-days of the recexpt of thrs charge sheet
| 1 B : .
“Your.written defence 1f any, should reach thls ofﬁce or the Enqulry Ofﬁcer
within the. specified. period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have nothing to
putin your defence and in that case an ex-parte action shall follow against you.

1 l‘ R '--! ", " |
- ’ ' ; |

Intimete whether you desire to be heard in person

b " . ,'.A \ . .
|II" R . A |

' statement of allegatlon is enclosed

| » e SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
- * ' HEADQUARTEPS PESHAWAR

v

,_,E___.—-—

-

..‘.‘,0'..




e % DISCIPLINARY ACTION

oW

' 1 Supenntendent of Pohce, Headquarters, Capxtal City Pohce Peshawar as a
competent authority, am of the opinion that IHC Muhammad Imran No.866 has rendered

him-self liable to be proceeded agamst under the provision of Police Disciplinary Rules-
1975

'STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION :

|

1. That IHC Imran Belt No. 866 while pcisted in Police Lines was deputed

alongwith FC Saif Rehman No. 2262, FC AliiRehman No. 793 and FC Tahir No.

6631 for production of three under trial accused namely (1) Gulraiz s/o Zar Khan

t/o Main Essa Nowshera in case FIR No..122, dated 01. 04.2022 w/s 302 PS Misri

Bar:.da 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 Abdul Aziz

t/o Ammar Colony Pakha Ghulam Peshawar in case FIR No. 793, dated

06.09.2021 u/s 17(4) Haraba/412/414/404/4l9/420/ 15AA PS Michni Gate and

FIR No. 410, dated 14.04.2021 w's 302/109/200/201/202/243/365 PS Khazana

arrested and confined in Central Prison Peshawar for treatment in Police, and

Services Hospital. He was required to take these accused in Prison Van but he get
them from the Prison and transmitted in a pn\{ate rickshaw.

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

pnson van. ‘ . '

t
I

* 3, " That’ he again arranged for transportatlon of the third accused namely Qammar
. Aziz involved” in case’ FIR No. 793, dated 06.09.2021 ws 17(4)
aaba/412/414/404/419/4’20/ 15-AA of PS Michini 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 , :

4. ' That he, when sat in the taxi car alongvvlth above accused, did not turn the car in
“'the nearest U-tum located under'the ﬁrst overhead br1dge at Suri Pul oppos1te to
' Bala Hisar Fort rather’ e travelled: advance lmd resu tantly he Jumped out of the
b.car at next U;tum located in front ofl Chamber of Commerce ‘office and escaped

" Hew. one accused escapcd from h1m alongwnh other three ofﬁmals i

) "
i W . e
! ,f Co . ’ ||1‘ ' |‘ i N - L

Oy o ‘ . '5‘ |
S. That he dld not mform any |Semor{Ofﬁccr 1mmed1ately after escape of the

accuscd R PR '-',._;
For the purpose of scrutlmzmg the conduct of said accused with reférence to’ the

above' allc—gatlons dn enqu1ry is ordered and :\_'MM !LLM }SO W s
appomted as Enqmry Ofﬁcer e »
' P c ’ b

' Y " L .
!‘ t Co 1’! . | 5 r
Lioad
Sy Co .

6. " The Enqu1ry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the Police
Dlscxplmc.ry Rules, 1975, provide reasonable _opportunity of hearing to the accused
officer, record h1s fmdmg W1th1n 30 days of the receipt of this order, ’ make
recommendatlons as to pumshment or other appropnate act1on agamst the aCcused




SUPE

TENDENT OF POLICE,

HEADQUARTERS PESHAWAR

No_ [ 3 JE/PA, dated Peshawar the O Z off 12023

The SSsP Operations, Investigation and Coivordination Peshawar for

Information,

Tankeed Khan MP ‘my Cﬁ() is directed to finalize the

aforementioned departmental proceedmg within stipulated period under the
provision of Police Rules-1975.
Accused Ofﬁc1a1 Muhammad Imran t/0 Shaheed Abad Mohallah Gao Sabai
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LT m‘ :
DEPUTY SUPK SN'T OF POLICE,
INVESTIGATION, avvuwns oo /ISION, PESHAWAR.

124 (G

Office Phong Mo, 091-921282
/5% Dated Peshawsar the

No.

To: /4 i The Superintendent of }’ohce s >
' " % HQrs, Peshawar, : A : : L
Subject: " BECIPLINARY ACTION AGAINSE THC MUHAMMAD IMRAN NO.866

POLICE LINE PESHAWAR,
Please refer to your office memo: No.163/E-PA, dated 09/08/2023.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS,

Brief facts of the enquiry are that, Muhammad Imran No
that he while posted at police line was deputed along with

accused namely 1.Gulraiz s/o Zar Khan r/o Main Essa No

1866 was charged sheeted with the allegations

police official for production of 03 under trail
wshera in case FIR No. 122 dated 01.04.2022

w/'s 302 PS Misrt Banda Nowshera. (2) ‘x’asm s/o All Akbar r/o Tehkal Payyan in case FIR No. 538 dated

11.07.2023 w's 11-ACNSA PS Sarband, (3) Qamar Aziz s/o Aa)dul Aziz r/o Amar colony Pakha Ghulam

Pe.;hdwax in case FIR N0.793 dated 06.09.2021 ws 17

(4) Haraba /412/414/404/419/420/1SAA PS

Mlchm Gdie and FIR No. 410 dated. 14.04.2021 uw/s 302/109/200/201/202/243/365 P8 Khazana from
central Prison Peshawar for treatment to Police, and k‘erv|1ces Hospital. He was 1equ1red‘ to take these

N
:.»'

accu»ed in Prison Van but he get them fmm the Prison,and transmitted in a private I‘leSh'ﬁW ; it

He after treatment again shifted two aruzsed by foot and |chd not bother to call for nmon van and then
agam after treazment of accused Qama: Aziz involved in heinous cases he used Taxi Car for
transportation from pcmce hospltdl to central jail and did not bother to call for Prison Van. That he, when
set in the taxi car alouq w1th above accused, 'did not make U-turn on the nearest U-turn located under the
first overhead bridge at Suri Pul opposite to Bala Hisar Fort rather he travel}ed advance and used the 2°
U-tumn located ir: front of Chambm ui Cominerce office from where the accuwd made his escape. It is
strange that hc:w an acw sed escaped‘from him along with pther three officials and as responsxbie officer
hc did not infor ny any Senior Officer mlmedmtel v aﬁer £5Ca

PRO(‘ EEDINGS

pe of the accused.

1
1

i "Hm unda,rsmned was nominated as enquiry officer. During course of enquiry the alleged

HC ¥ ’as,called who aubmmgd his written reply where as he stated that he was deputed as escort officer
for transportation;l of accused from central Jail to Police Hospital. He waited for police van in central Jail

but the said vehicle was at Hayatabad Medical complex for transporzétion of accused -at that time,

therefore they escort the accused through private rickshaw to police hospml wheru the on duty domor

after check- up d schars.,cd two accused who wexe "handed over to- \,omtabie Tahlr and -cons tabie Saﬁ
Rehman for adm tting in Judicial lock-up while the doctor keep under treatment the accused Qamm Aziz.

FC Tahir cmd FC Safi Rehman was handed over 02 accused for admitting in central Jaﬂ and he along with

FC Ali Rehman remain with accused Qamar Aziz'in. police hospi'tai, after admitting the accused FC Safi -

ur Rehman reached alone to police hospital while constable Tahir was permitted by him-who 'havihg

some ernergency at his home and after treatment and discharged of accused Qamar Aziz he waited for

official vehicle but due to un»av’iilablhty of oktu mi ve hicle he hired private taxi and starting moving to

words central Jail on GT road e . o

MO gve him g hrt?e

Al ATON the . .
1 % ' ELh m]‘]]nng car
oo andfied 4
i wav

’




" 1 : . ' |‘ o

L OFFICE OF THE :

g DE?U’I‘Y swx«:mmmmm OF POLICE,
1

NVESTEGATIONS RURAL DIVISION, PESHAWAR
Office Phone No. 091-9212824. '

Mo, /5% Dated Peshawrar the| TN J2023

e

. B | ‘
. The awused was al‘(tul?; in the m1dd1e of rear seat, constable Safi Rehman having handeuffs while FC Ali

‘Xik
Rehman havmg SMG riflé wh1Ie he was setimg in fror|1’r seat when they reached the first U-turn due to

blockage of road they used the next U-turn near Sarhad Chamber of commerce and from that place
accused Qamar Aziz along with handeuffs started vomtltmg' and jurnped 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 Safi Rehman No. 2262 was also recorded whereas he stated that
he was deputed as escort with handcuffs for transportation of accused from central Jail to Police Hospital.

They waited for pohce van in central Jail but the esccln't officer said that the vehicle is in Hayatabad
Medical complex and not available at that time, therefore over the direction 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 to me along with constable Tahir for admitting in Judicial lock- -up

while the doctor started drlp to accused Qamar Aziz. He long with constable Tahir took bmh the accused

to central Jail and admit them, after adrmttmg the accused he reached alone to pohce hOcpltdl' whxle _

constab]e Tahir was pemutted by the I/C havmg SOItiE Lmergency at his home and after treatment and
cilscharged of accused Qamar Aziz we waxted for otﬂual vehicle but according to in- chd.rge due to un-
availability of official vehicle he hired private taxi and st|artmg moving to words central Jail on GT road.
The accused was sitting in the 1n1ddIe of rear seat, he Was setting on rear seat along with handeuffs while
FC Ali Rehiman having SMG rifle, when they reached thiLlﬁrst U-turn due to blockage of road they used
the next U-turn near Sarhad Chamber of commerce and from that place accused Qamar Aziz along with
handeuffs started vomiting on me and jumped from the r|um1ing 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

I/C inform the high- -ups regardmg the incident.

Statement of Constable Ali Rehman No. 793 was also recorded whereas he stated that he

was deputed as escort with SMG rifle for transportation of accused from central Jail to Police Hospltal '

_ They waited for police van in central Jail but the escoﬂ officer said that the vehicle is in Hayatabad

Medical complex and not available at that time, therefore over the direction of m—charge they escort the
accused through private ncl\shaw to pohce hospltal wherc the on dutv doctor dls«,harged the EWO accubed
who were handed over to Constdble Safi' Rehman and constable Tahir for admlttmg in Judlcnal fock-up
while he was present with accused Qamar Az|iz at police hospital along with I/C. After admi‘tting thé

accused in central Jail }’rshawar the Constabie Safi ur Rehman reached police hospltal while constable

Tahir was permitted by the in-charge havmg Qome emergency at his home and aﬁer»treatment and .

discharged of accused Qarmar Aziz due to un-availability of official vehicle they hired private taxi and
starting moving to words central Jail on GT road. The accused was sitting in the middle of rear seat,
constable Safi Rehman having handcuffs while he having SMG rifle. When they reached the first U-turn

due to blockage of road they used the ne*«it U-turn near Sar 1ad Chamber of commmerce and from that place

accuseri Qamar Aziz along with' handcuifs started vomiting on me and Safi Rehman who give him a little

space to vormt oatside ihe car aml !:he accused Jumpud from the running car and fled away.
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They search’ thc accuéed in thrz neazby aréa but the accusé:d made good his escape and after failing they
inform the hxoh up< regar dmg the incident. _
Statement of Ccnstable 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 to Police Hospital. They waited for police
van in ccntral Tai] but the escort officer said that the vehlcle is in Hayatabad Medical complex not
available at ‘that time, therefore over the direction of m-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 ovér,.té me along with Constable Safi Rehman for admitting in Judicial lock-up while Constable
Al Retman remain present with in-charge with accused Qamar Aziz at police hospital who were under
treatment. After admitting the accused Comta’blé Safi Rehman went back to police hospital while he
granrs permission from the in-charge having some emergency at my home and went to charsadda. Latter
_ou he was informed by the officials that accused Qantar A212 fled away from the escort ofﬁc‘ai:,
' ..;:"}' Statements of Muhrarr hne HC Gul Zab and Line office ASI Akber Husam was also
K ‘rccorded who stated that after receiving latter for escort from central Jail Peshawar they deputed HC
Imran along with constable Safi Rehman 2266 with handcuffs constable Ali Rehman- Wxth Tah1r with
SMGS for tran;portanon of accused from carmal 3411 to pohce hospital Peshawar and made their
- departure reporc thh DD No. 75 dated 02.08.2923. Durmg cross question they replied that the escort
Incharoe did not rnade contact on pohcc line official number or their cell numbers for provzdmg of Jail
. van for transperiation. ;
| Statement of Javid Khan SE TG Traffic Peahawar was also recorded who stated that on
‘ 0) 08.2023 he along with constable Zeshan No. 836 where deputed for traffic duty;at chamber of
'cc»mmerve chc-ck from: 07: OO to 14:30 hors and dunng their duty time no such incident escapmg of
' acu,usul from po‘nce OffICIB.lb ocourred and not been seerix by him. The place is very busy and congested .
area and if such mmdem were hdppen he were dlfﬁdenﬂy knowledge of that : . ,
o T ‘§1afemem of Constable Zeshan No. 836 Trafﬁc Peshawar was also recorded who stated
that on 0), 08.2023 he along thh Javd Khan SI/T O were deputed for 'fraffic duty at chamber. of
, commerce chock from 07: 00 to 14:30 hors and dunng their duty time no such incident. éscaping of
accused from oohce offic1al: occwrred and not been secn by him. The place is very busy and congested'
area and if such mcxdem were happen he were dlrndently knowledge of that' P
Case file of Laqc FIR No. 819 dated 02 08.2023 u/s 223/244/118 pohce act 2017 PS SGH
was also iequssztmn and dis cussed with LO of-the case and it was found that 1.O has »hecked aii the
CCTV cameras in’ulztalied on polme road and was taken on recov«.ry memo and according to 1.0 Tarig

Khan now such incident escaping of accused occurred at Sarhad Chamber of commerce U-turm.

 CROSS QUESTIONS IHC IMRAN
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CONCLUSH}N ' |

After goue through the available record, statement of all concerned and previous
record of the official under enquiry, the undersigned reached to the conciusxon that there is clear
difference in the stance of under enquiry officer, he did not mform any onc* for provision of official
Jail van, escort the accused by private taxi on his own, will and 1espon31b1hty, adopt un secure and -
risky way despite of availability of a safe route, fail 110 give mstmctlon and guidance to his
subordinate as the accused escaped along with handc:ufts, did’ not prowde any solid evidence
-regarding the place of incident, inform his high-ups wnh a Iaps of about 06 hours. His mobile CDR
was also checked and after incident his location is Waddpaga area which is also near to his place of
residence. His service record was also checked having major and mmOt pumshment present on his
record. i

- RECOMMENDATION. -
| |

Keeping in view it is therefore suggested that allegatmns against IHC Imran No. 866

ag T

Lagreed.

i.proved and he was:found - guilty. .and Asugge‘fsted for;appropriaf {,»punlshm.ct@t»,.
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE'

)

. ) t
Co I Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital CityPolice Peshawar, as
-» competentrauthority, under the provision of Police Disciplinary Rules 19;,75 do hereby

v +
13

" serve upon'you, IHC Imran_No.866 the final show cause notice.

The Enguiry Officer, DSP/HQrs after 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 IHC Imran No. 866 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
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 circumstancas, it shall, be presumed that you have no cefence to put in and in that case
as ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

1

§

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

No. ZZ o SF /PA, SP/HQrs: dated Peshawar the & - 3 12023.

Copy to official concerned
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