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BEF ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. B 58 12024

Kashif Ahmad -~ VIS ~ Police Department

APPLICATION FOR FIXING THE INSTANT
APPEAL AT PRINCIPLE SEAT AT PESHAWAR.

. RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1.

b

LI

That the appellant has filed the instant appeal in this Honorable
Service Tribunal against the order dated 04.12.2023, wheteby the
appellant was dismissed from service, against the order dated
19.02.2024, whereby the departmehtal appeal of the appellant was
rejected and against the order dated 07.05.2024, whereby the revision
of the appellant was also rejected.

. That instant appeal is in the jurisdiction of Camp Court Bannu of this
- Honorable Tribunal, but the appellant engaged counsel who is doing

legal préctice at Peshawar and the appellant also wants to peruse his
case at principle seat at Peshawar. .

. That it will be convenient for the appellant as well as for his counsel
if the instant appeal is fix at principle seat at Peshawar. ,

}
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§
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It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of

 this application, the instant appeal may kindly be fixed at ptinciple

seat at Peshawar of this Honorable Tribunal.

o THROUGH:

A/
UR ALI KHAN
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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~ ' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
D " PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. TS no

Kashif Ahmad, Ex-FC No. 33,
Special Branch Office Karak. '
(APPELLANT)

. VERSUS

I. The Provincial Police ofﬁ¢er,'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Additional Inspector General of Police, Special Branch Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police. Special Branch Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

(RESPONDENTS)

- APPEAL ' UNDER SECTION 4 "OF THE KHYBER

- PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST ‘THE ORDER DATED 04.12.2023, WHEREBY
THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM THE
SERVICE AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 19.02.2024,
‘"WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WAS REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS

~ AND . AGAINST THE ORDER DTAED 07.05.2024,
WHEREBY.  THE REVISION OF THE APPELLANT WAS
ALSO REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.

PRAYER: : ' '

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE
IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 04.12.2023, 19.02.2024 AND
- 07.05.2024 MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND THE
APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE REINSTATED INTO
SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL
BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS
AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE
THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF
APPELLANT.,

-------—_-_..--___..,----__-__-_--_.___-..__-._...._-...
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V¥ RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS: - -
I

That the appellant: was working in the respondent department as
Constable and was performing his:duty with devotion and honesty.

: whatsdever,‘assig'hed to him and no compliant has been filed by his

superiors regarding his performance.

That the appellant was posted in Special Branch Office Karak (Beat
Officer Police Station Karak) and while performing his duty in said
capacity, verification of Zaffar Mehmood bearing CRC No0.9785/CRC
dated 26.07.2023 has been sent online from VB-II section o AGO
Office Special Branch District Karak which was received on the same
date and further endorsed to the appellant being Beat Officer of Police
Station Karak.: The appellant collected information about Zaftar
Mehmood, there was nothing adverse against him on Special Branch
record, Nawab Zada who is the Area Officer IB Karak also confirmed

“the good character of Zaffar Mehmood, then the appellant checked the
- record of the relevant police station about Zaftar Mehmood and found

him clear, he also made’ secret queries about Zaffar Mehmood. but
nothing adverse were found against him. The appellant after proper
verification of Zaffar Mehmood handed over that verification to AGO
Office Karak. (Copy of verification proforma is attached as

- Annexure-A)

That the appellant was suspended on 21.09.2023 and charge: sheet
along with the statement of allegations were issued to him in which
the following allegation was leveled against the appellant that while
posted at SB Office Karak have links with those personal who have
links with criminals, especially with mastermind of MDCAT-2023

. scan namely Zaffar Mehmood Khattak which show gross negligence

in duty which brought this department in disrepute. The appellant
submitted detail reply to the charge sheet and denied the allegations
and clearly mentioned in his reply that as Beat Officer of Police
Station Karak he collected information about Zaffar Mehmood. there
was nothing adverse against him on Special Branch record. Nawah
Zada Area Officer IB Karak also confirmed the good character of
Zaffar Mehmood, checked his record of the relevant Police Station
about him.and found him clear, he also made secret queries about
Zaffar Mehmood but nothing adverse were found against him and
after proper verification of Zaffar Mehmood, he handed over that
verification to AGO Office Karak and also mentioned in his reply that
he has no link with the criminals and even he did not know Zaffar
Mehmood. (Copies of suspension order dated 21.09.2023, charge
sheet along with statement of allegations and reply to charge sheet
are attached as Annexure-B,C&D)

That on the basis of above baseless allegation, inquiry was conducted
against the appellant in which no opportunity of defence was provided




to the__épﬂcllant as neither. s’tat_e‘n'ggvnt were recorded in the preserice of

“the appellant nor gave him opportunity: of cross examination. The

inquiry officer:in his report mentioned the number registered against
the CNIC-ofthe appeliant was obtained from CTD Kp and similarly
the cell numbers of Zaffar Mehmood was also received. CDR study
concluded that no contact has been made during period (June 2023 to
September. 2023) and in t'his'respect the inquiry officer also requested

DPO Karak to-examine the record of concerned Police Station and

- furnished information on whﬁich the DPO Karak submitted the report

through memo dated 27.10.2023 i whichit was clearly mentioned
that as per record of Poljce Station City. District Karak, Zaffar

~ Mehmood i§'not involved in any criminal case and there is nothing

adverse against him, Similarly, the record of Poljce Station was
thoroughly checked/pursued regarding the mentioned FIRs against the
above mentioned individual (zaffar Mehmood), but no investigation
process in these have been communicated/incorporated with Jocal
Police Station City Karak, but despite that the inquiry olficer
recommended major punishment for the appellant. (Copy of inquiry
report is attached as Annexure-E)

.. That final show cause notice was issued to the appellant, which was’

replied by the appellant in which he again denied the allegation and
mentioned in his reply that no_opportunity of defence was provided to

. him by the inquiry officer during inquiry proceeding and inquiry

officer held him-responsible on presumption basis and gave the same
stance about the allegation in his reply to show cause notice as already
given in his reply to charge sheet. (Copies of show cause notice and
reply to show cause notice are attached as Annexure-F&G)

That on the basis of baseless allegatiohs and without conducting

proper inquiry to dig out the realty about the allegation, the appellant

was dismissed from service vide order dated 04.12.2023. (Copy of
order dated 04.12.2023 is attached as Annexure-H)

That the appellant filed departmental appeal against dismissal order
dated 04.12.2023, which was rejected on 19.02.2024 for no good
grounds. Then the appellant filed revision, which was also rejected on
07.05.2023 for no good grounds. (Copies of departmental appeal,
order dated 19.02.2024, revision and order dated 07.05.2024 are
attached as Annexure—l,J,K&L) - '

. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant
“appeal in this Honorable Tribunal for redressal of his grievance on the

following grounds amongst others.
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GROUNDS: | =~ - .

A) That the orders dated 04.12.2023, 19.02.2024 and 07.05.2024 are

B)

)

against the 'la\y, rules, facts, norms of justice and material on record,
therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.

That' no proper and regular inquiry was conducted- against - the
appellant because no proper opportunity of defence was provided to
the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the presence of
the appellant nor gave him opportunity of cross examination, which is

~ violation of law and rules and as such the impugned orders are liable -

to be set aside.

That the inquiry officer mentioned in his report that the number
registered against the CNIC of the appellant was obtained from CTD
KP and similarly the cell numbers of Zaffar Mehmood was also
received. CDR study concluded that no contact has been made during
period (June 2023 to September 2023) and in this respect the inquiry

~ officer also requested DPO Karak to examine the record of concerned

Police Station and furnished 'inf'orm.ation on which the DPO Karak
submitted report through memo dated 27.10.2023 in"which it was

. clearly mentioned that as per-record of Police Station City District

D)

E)

-Karak, Zaffar Mehmood is'not involved in any criminal case and there
“is nothing adverse against him. Similarly, the record of Police Station

was thoroughly checked/pursued regarding the mentioned FIRs
against the above mentioned individual (Zaffar Mehmood), but no

. investigation process in these have been communicated/incorporated

with local Police Station City Karak, but despite that the inquiry
officer. recommended ‘major punishment for the appellant and was
dismissed from service on baseless: allegations without any proof,
which is against the norms of justice and fair play.

That the inquiry officer also mentioned in his report that CDR of the
appellant revealed that contact have been made him and Gul” Sulim
ASI from SB/Hqr Peshawar on 27.07.2023. 30.07.2023 and
08.02.2023 (twice). These voice call might be regarding then in
question matter and in finding of the report he mentioned that no
direct contact has been found between the two (appellant and Zaffar
Mehmood), however, contact has been observed between Gul Salhim
& Kashif Ahmad (appellant), but is. necessary to-mention here that
Gul Salim is the father of the appellant who performing his duty as
ASI in Special Branch Headquarter Peshawar, which shows that how
inquiry was conducted against the appellant by the inquiry officer and
on the basis  of that inquiry - proceeding, the inquiry officer
recommended major punishment for the appellant.

That the DPO Karak submitted the memo dated 27.10.2023 in which
it was clearly mentioned that as per record of Police Station City
District Karak, Zaffar Mehmood is not involved in any criminal case
and there is nothing adverse against him on police station record.
Moreover, record of Police Station was thoroughly checked/pursued
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Cat SB Office Karak: have links with those personal who have links

G)

H)

.\\(/_\

rf:gar_dfﬁg; the mentioned. FIRs in Police Station University: Tawn
‘Peshawar and Chakdara Dir Lower- against the above mentioned
individual (Zaffa.r' Mehniood), but no Investigation process in hese
have been communicated/incorporated with local Police Siation City
Karak. Similarly, MHC pS Karak also-submiiied report on 21.09.2023
that the record 6f 74 ffar Mehn{dod has been checked and found clear
which means that DPQO Karak nselt™ (which is the Head of Distric
Police) and the concerned Police Siation gave clear repor about the
verification of Zatfar Mehmood. then on what ground he appetam
‘was penalized on verification report of ZalTar Mehmood. (Copies of

‘memo dated 27.10.2023 and PS Karak: report are atruached ay

Annexur'c-l\'l&p\‘)

That the allegation leveled against, the appeltant that he while posted

with criminals, es'peciafly. with mastermind of MDD CAT-2023 scan

-namely Zaffar Mehmood Khattak which ‘show gross negligence in’

duty which-'brought this department in disrepute. but it was nb
mentioned in the charge sheet that with whom the appallant have link's
who have links with criminal. howevér. ah_q appellant denied thi
allegation and clearly mentioned in his reply that that he has no link
With the criminals and even he did not know Zaffar Mchmood, hut
despite thai he was dismissed from serviee which means (hay the
appellant has been punished on presumption basis which i agdinsl the
norms of justice and fair play. - ' | :

Fhat the appeliany, clearly mentioned in his reply to.charge sheet and

. show cause notice thai when veritication of Zaftar Mchmood bearing |

CRC No0.9785/CRC dated 26.07.2023 endorsed o him. He collecred
information about Zaffar - Mehmood, there was nothing  adverse
against him on.Special Branch record, Nawab Zada who is the Arca
Officer IB Karak also confirmed the good characicr ol Zallar
Mehmood, then  the appellant. checked the record of the relevan
Police. Station abouyt Zglfar Mehmood and found him clear, he also
made secrel queries abou ZalTar Mchmood bug nothing adverse were
found against him, The appellant afier proper veritication handed over
the' verification. of Zaftar Mehmood 1o AGO Office Karak which
shows thai ‘the appellani has conduct ve:‘ific&ticy& aller coltecting
information and verif‘ying from all the quarter concerned and did nop
.conduct -any misconducr. but despiic ‘that he was dismissed from
service without any reason which means that the appellant has been
punished for né faulj on his part.’

That the name of Zaffar Mehmood was included in two I'IRs filed in
PS  University Town, Peshawar, similarly the name “of saitar
Mehmood was also included in another FIR filed in pS Chakdara Dir
Lower, ‘but no - Investigaiion process in these have,  bheen
communicaied/incorporated with local Police Station City Karak duc
to- which the appellan; gave clear report ahout he verfication of

- Zalfar "Mehmodd afier obtaining informaiion from the concermed
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- faavance otheis ozounds and proofs at Lm time of hearing.

\\0\

‘ Pol'i'ce”"Statiori"an‘d - as "suCh"‘ the. prpC”dIll xhoulcl not. bc holci, ‘
responsible: for the’ fault of the oLhus and should not, be pumshw for
Cthe fault ofthe O[herS : ‘

:.That the appc!iam has denied. th allc,(:au(m m both has reply o charge -
sheet and show cause, but without observing mpl» of charge sheel and

show cause and without conducting. proper inquiry to dig out-ihe
, "rcaltv about the-allegation. the appellant was dismissed hom service.
- which is dgainst the law and rules ﬁnd such the rmpuwmd mdcu are

Ilab]etobesetaelde R an

That the appcllant has right of fan defence undu /\mdc 10- /\ but ho.

Aooponum[v of proper defense. was provided 1o the : appellant. which js
. agdeL the spirit of r\mc!c 10-A of lhe C onsuum(m '

That the appeilam has b(,en umdunncd unhomd md, has not bheen
treated accordmg to law and mle ' ‘

What the appellan[ secl\s permission of th|s Honorable Tribunal 1o

[t is, therefore, mom humblv pidvcd [hc[ on.the acceptance -

: ofthls appeal, the impugned orders dated 04.12.2023. 19.02 2024
~and 07.03.2024 may please be sei aside and the appdfam may -
Kindly be reinstared INto serviee with all back and consequential |

benefits. Any other xedev which this Honomhl > Tribunal deems
fit and appropl late’that may also. bc'awmdcd m favour of appellant.

THROUGH:

(TAIMU \llkHAN)
'A:)»()( ATE nr(;n COURT ..

)%Mﬂé%
(SHAKH([LIAHIORANU
CADVOCATE
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CKashif Ahinad - yg

: and correct and nothmo h

BEFORE THF‘ KHYBFR PAI\HTI;NI\HWA SE
S PI"SHL\WA\R '
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SERVICE APPEALNO, 24

- Police Departiment

il

L\FFID \VIT

l Kashlf Ahmad L\ FC N

Appellant). |
do hereby affirm and- declar

appeal are trug
able Trlbunaf

o. 33, Spuclal Bramh Otlice i\dra!\ (
e thai the contents of this service

as been concealed from th:s Honor

DEPONENT
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OFHCP OF THE

mem\rAL INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
Sl’LCIAL BRANCIT K HYBLR PAKH’I U\TKHV\’A

e . I’EbH;\WAR L
S : . Phone No0.091-9218014
= , I ra\ No.091-9218073

- /

SUSPT\TSTO\‘ OR Di R

Constable I\agfﬂf Ahmad No.33. of: this Estdbhshment pmbz,mly.' |

posted ar SB Office Ka arak, is herebv 5u5puncpd and closed to SB/Hg s with

.1mmtd1ate queCt due to his connecuon w ith cmmnals, n@gllgence‘ and Iack

~of lmchbt n 015posmrv ofomcml Lacks

oo o o I Dcpm\ Inspector Genelal of Police .
o o ' ' Soﬂmal Branch Khyper P"l\hLunl\hwa o

Peshawar

-

- No, 9?_L3-—32_/FB dated Pe@ hawar me 20 /09 2'0"23'
Cooy to the - | |
. SP Secumv & SPr !\o 1at F\oglon/SB
2. DSP/Hle/SB
3. PA to Addl: IGP & SSP/L\dmn /SB
“4: PAto DIG Sccunw & Suxvey/SB
5. PA to DIG/SB. ‘ ,
6. EA/SB :
7. LO/SB

t/Srﬁ'Omcc Karak ‘ ) . | _ - .



&y Aﬁw ‘{f“ L
S ~yn g &/ Q
- CHARGE SHEET ‘ gt \/

o [, Aslam N.awa'z SS'P/Admn‘ Spcud] Branch, {\hvbc: ngmunkhwc. Peshawar, us a

compelcnt autherma undcr Lhc Khyber Pal\hlunkhwa Po[;cc Rules, 1975 (Amended 7014)

‘-hercbv charge you Constable Kashif Ahmad No 33 as follows: -

Z)l _You whlic postccl at SB Office K amk (Bch Officer PS Khurram), have links with
those’ personnel who have links w:lh the Cnmmals especially with the mastermind
of \'IDCAI -2023 scam, namely Zaffar v ‘chmood Khattak which shows oross

: hegligence in duty which brought this dcpmtmcm in dlsrcpmc ‘
3) ' Your thls act amounts to gross mlsconduct and speaks highly "1dversc on your part

‘warranting stc[n disciplinary action undcn the 1b|d Rul(.s

4) + By reasons of lhc above; you appcar to be guil ty of mxbconduct and has rcnducc
l1able to all or any ofthe pk.ndlilf, spemfe( urider Ibld Rules. _

5) You are, therefore rcqumd to submit Vom written defunsb within S(.vcn davs of the
rccelpl of this charge sheet'to rhu E nqunr Coxmmtrec_/iinqmry Officer as the case may

L be. '. S
“6) . Your writien defense, if any, should reach.the Enqui.r'y"Ofﬁcer / Enquiry commifiee
“within the specified: periéci, failing which it shall be presumed that vou have no
. Vdcfe.nsc 1o put in and; in that case, an ex-parte action shall follow against you.
7) | (ntimate whether you desire (o he heard in p.érson.
3) - A statement ol allegations is enclosed. |

;./é_‘{,é” .

AAGAm Nawayz) 'SP

. . Seniof Superintendent of I
SpccmlBranei yber Pakhlunkhwa

R@@’LQCZ ._ ."!.' . - ' PCShd\.\dl




' ,DIS‘CI'PLIN.-»\ RY ACT'I'ON.

l Aslam Nawaz QSP//\dmn Spccml anch I\hybcr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar am of -

A[hc opinion th'lt Constablc Kashll Ahm'ld No.33, while postcd to Lh]s Eslab]xshmcm rendered

g B hmself liable to be proceeded dg"umr departmemally as he committed the following acts /

omlwons within tlm mcanmg othybcr Pal\htunkhwa Pohcc Rules 1975 (Amendud 2014)."

STAT E\IE\’T QF »\LL[ GA'] TONS .

(]
~,

He while posted at SB Ofﬁ\,e Karak (Bcat Ofnccr PS Khurram), have lmks with
. those pcrsonnc.l who havc liriks-with the Criminals, especially with the rmslcrmmd
of \/IDCAT 2023 scam, namely 7aﬁai Mehmood Khaitak which shows groqs
egligence induty which brought this depar!,me-m in disrepute.
3) - "This act amounts to 'gro:'s'." misconduct and_spéaks highly,ad.versc on-his part
‘ \\."arranjtina stern 'discipliné'-'y action under théibi‘d Rules. ,
4) For the purpose of enquir:’ against the- said accused offccr thh ref Cl‘CﬂCCf the

- above allegation M O L\‘.'q WA W C‘—«fk t\[( Cy /CVJ{ U«‘AQ«{ L SD Cove

is appointed as anmrv O Ticer to conduct enquiry under the lbld mlcs

5) ' Thu Enquiry Off 1ccr/EnqL ry Commlttu, shall in accordance wuh ih‘. provision ¢f
the.said Rules, provide re: ;onabie opportumity ofhearmo 10 the accused. conclude
dearTmcmal proceedmg 'nhm 30 days of the receipt of this order and subm;t

Imdmas whether he i is gui .y or otherwise,

- 0) ~ The accused off'ccn asdire tcd to attend thc proceedmﬂs on the date, ume and pIacc

ST L ﬁ\ud by thg[ nqmrv Officer.

s

/,u/

_ ; slam L‘:\“})_ﬁ ’
Sc.mo/ Qupcw of Police Admn:

Spccm! Branch Khyber | a\htunl\ hwa,
Pcs hawar,

. No.qollS#fé'/EB:datcd P -;haw;qrthc,l - Q_ —-/10/2 23

1. Enqmrv Otﬁce with the dir" tion 1o initiate depanmum ptocccduws aoamst L}
accused under.the Rules and’c bmn his findings in Ghoucst possible time:

2. L 0/SB to deliver upon. the 011 ml concerned.
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e " AGAINST CONSTABLE KASHIF AHMAD NO. 33, =
o . AGOOFFICEKARAK, SPECIAL BRANCH @ '
BACKGROUND: | ,E,

Charge sheet along with summary of allegation served to Kashif Ahmad, FC AGQ'Office District
Karalc by SSP/Admin, Special Branch with the allegation that while posted as a Beat Officer, AGO SB

- Karak, hés links with those personnel who have links with criminals, especially with the mastermind

of MD-CAT 2023 scam, namely Zafférj Mehmood Khattak, which shows gross negligence in duty which

‘brought this departmeht in disrepute.-

This act amounts to gross misconduct. and speaks highly adverse on his part warranting stern
disciplinary action against him under the rule of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Government Servants
(efficiericy and discipline), Charge sheet and summary of the allegation are attached as Annex-A..

* Kashif Ahmad FCwas suspended vide Orde‘ﬁ No. 9223-32/EB dated peshawar 21/09/2023, attached
as Annex-B. The undersigned was appointed as ap enquiry officer to conduct enquiry under’the ibid.

-rules.’

- ENQUIRY PROCEEDINGS:

- Perusal of record at VB-1I section reveals that the verification of Zaffar Mehmood bearing

" CRC No.9785/GRC dated 26/07/2023 has been sent online from VB-11 section to AGO Office SB,

~ District Karale which was. received on the same date and further cndorsed to alleged official
Constable Kashif Ahmad. ' ' o ' :

« Beat Officer, Kashif Ahmad submitted. his report-on the prescribed -proforma of Special Branch

" to his AGO on 27/07/2023 vide Diary No. 251-SB:KK, The same was duly approved by S*.

concerned and sent back to SB/I-iqrs.VB:II section on 01/08/2023 online system.
« In response to the charge sheet, Kashif Ahmad submitted his written statement wherein he
' ~stated that he received the service verification of Zaffar Mehmood on 26/07/2023 and as a beat
officer he coltected information about ‘Zafr’ar Mehmood while Nawab Zada arca officer B
confirmed the Good character onaFfar_M&mood. There was ndthing adverse against him on
Spectal Branch record, he added that he checked the record of the relevant police station about
7affar Mehmood and found him clear. He also added that he made secret queries about Zaffar
© Mehmood but nothing adverse were found against him. Then he handed over the veriﬁ__csiti‘on to
V‘ Muh.arralj AGO ' Office Karak. e further added ‘that. later "on Zaffar Metimood was  found
/ avolved in the MD-CAT scam and he (Kashif Ahmad) was suspended. He denied the allegation
" of contacts with any criminals. e further added that no evidence exists as per the allegation .
" leveled in the charge sheet. During the cross-examination, the alleged official confessed that he -
did.not'meet Zaffar Mehrhood neither he is khown‘ to him. Instead of Zaffar Mehmood one of his
velative came for verification. At one peint he confessed that he forgot that in how many days |
he made verification of Zaffar Mzhmood. While another question he said that.made verificatior
in one day. This statement along with dueries are sttached as Anmex-C. It is worth to mentior -
that alleged Kashif Ahmad intentionaliy hided -the fact-that who gave him bio-data of Zaffe
.- Mehmood. A T . , ' - o o A
< As per the allegation the number registered against the CNIC of Kashif Ahmad was obtaine:
from CTD KP. The following numbers arc I‘Qgisteréd against the CNIC of KéshifAh;mad.

“Page 1of -



Ay &

14203-6239153.7
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‘ )._;'i,'_lllél_l_k' &Name - . IR CCNIC ™ . N . Con o
S | ‘. 0310-9654183

0343-5424552
0340-9136611
0348-9624544
0331-9806242

Similarly, the cell numbers of-Zaffar Mehmood was also recei

ved as under!

Name CNIC

Contact No

Zafar.Mehrhood ' - S
. : 14202-2484610-7
s/o GulAkhtgr ' 248 .

s
i

0311-9403223
0332-9078103 .
0344-9340750
0312-9340750

out of these numbers, the CDR of cel| numb
9340750 wete received while the rem

aining 02 numbers h
that no contact has been made during

period (June 2023 to §

CPR of alleged Kashif Ahmad revealed th
AST from SB/qus_lPeshaw
voice calls might be regarding the in question.matter.
On the other hand on 27'/07/20‘23 call has been m
office. While two calls made on 31/07/2
calls are suspicious because on these d

CAnnex D, - '

ade to

- During the course of enquiry it has been learnt that the fo
against Zaff.

ar Mehmood so-called mastermind Of.MD-CAl;I“a'_t

,'FURNo.SOCMrmj27/Q7/2012u/s419
IﬁR'N0.53vdauxi24/0]/2016 u
Town, Pesha.war ‘ - . -
EWRI%O.?édaied27/03/20229/5449-420-468#}
lower case Zaffar-Mehmood was added in th
antl proceeding u/s 204-CrpC, 87 CrPC h

“has been prepared. "7’

" In this regard, DPO Karak was requeste
District'Karak vide No. POL/LO/SB /844 duted 19/10/2023

The reply o
City Districe

g- adverse -against h
chécked/perused regarding the:

“As-per the record of Police Starion
-case and there “is nothin

im. Similarly, the
thoroughly

at contact have been made between
ar on 27/07/2023,.30/07/2023

d to examine the record

Karak, Zaffar Mehmood is not involved in an

mentioned FIRs against the gbov

0317-8522158

ers 0311-9403223, 0332:9078103, and 0344.

ave no CDR. CDR study concluded
eptember 2023).

him and Gul Salim -
and 08/02/2023 (twice). These

Zaffar Mehmood from AGO Karak
023 from AGO Karak office to Zaffar Mehmood. These
ates verification was made.& uploaded, CDR

attached as

llowing cases has been re
Peshawar & Dir Lower.

/420 PPC PS University Town, Peshawar :
/s 419-468-471-420-511 PpC 36/37 PS University
71 PPC PS Chakdara Dir Lower. [n Dir
¢ column of accused during investigation
as been carried out and challan u/s 512 Crpc

of concerned Police Station

and furnished information.

fDPO Karak recejved vide No. 5097/P4 dated 27/10/2023 is as!

v criminal

police station -was
e-named: individual

record of the
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forwarded to VB-II section. VB-| section forwarde
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dfar Mehmood) but no imvestigation process in these cases have bee@n unicated/incorporated .

- flhlocal Police Station City Karak." . .

ﬂ .
“/._-'ﬁter is’placed as Annex-E,

/ .
FINDINGS:

In"the light of statements recorded, nerusal of record & CDR. It was found that verification
forms of.'veriﬁcation of character/antec,ede.nt of Zafar Mehmood R/0 Karak from FPSC'Islamabad ‘
received to Central’ Registry SB (CRC) which was given »NQ. 9786-CRC dated 26/07/2023 ‘and
d this letter online to AGO District Karak without
any enclosures (Forms of Verification). This verification was marked- to alleged constable Kashif
Ahmad on 26/07/2023 and he submitted his repart after ground check and police station verification
on 27/07/2023. Beat officer did not get any report of concerned Police Station about Zaffar Mehmood.

. Tke specialty of the verification (ground check) conducted by officials of Special Branch have a
.remarkable value and the beat officer did not m

ake‘the pr'(_)per‘ground check and verification with
interest and logical way. He just pushed this verification ignorantly and brought himself accountable
and disrf.*pute of the department, He intentionally hided the fact.that who provided:the personal data

of Zaffar Mehmood. He also hided the fact about Zar"far.Mehrm'Q'od resides out of district.

As far.as links with criminals particelarly with Zaffar Mehmood master mind of MD-CAT is

concerned CDR (call data récord] of Zaffar Mehmood was callected and no direct contact has been

'founid‘ bem}egn the two. Ho'wevg_r', contact has been observed between Gul Salim AS] & KaéhifAhmad,

- similarly A'GO"'ofﬁcc with Zaffar Mehmood, this fact was hided by alleged officials. Nowadays most

people.are aware that the CDR ig ac'cessibie axd can be obtained as evidence, therefore people mostly

. use WhatsApp for this purpose. People like ;,{affar Mehmood master mind of MD-CAT might use the

'negligence and malafide atténtion of Kashif‘iﬁm

same technique of communication. Moreover; the collection of

record of WhatsApp is a very
complicated process. -

RECOMMENDATIONS:

Aforesaid discussion and perusal of rezord concludes that‘the_alleged official Kashif Ahmad,
Beat Officer SB Office AGO Karak is found of n-gligence and lack of interest in his official work for net
conducting a proper ground check/verificatio:: of such a person (Zaffar Mehmood, master mind MD-.
CAT scam), who is involved in different case- and.even procéedings under section 512 CrPC was
Carried out'against him. Du.ring ground check ! 2 did not record ény statement of notable/elders of the
area. He also not collected written report of ¢: ncerned Muharaz‘/SHO:He also lntentidnal]y hided the

fact that who p’rovid_ed him the bio data of Zafar Mehmood. Which shows the incompetency and gross

ad. R R R LR

5
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(Mubamdss aArqof)Pse

Supefintendent of Police, Survey'Section
Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, -
- Peshawar . '
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1. Afub Mchaud pruh [“5T’°‘-l07 Gt.ucr ah of pUl!CL Spcu o imnch

Kl’ Peshuwar iwz:m; conpetent: suthority under Khybse/- Pukbtunkhwa, Police Rules.
1\)'?3 (Amuudcd LAY assne $hlb [’nal show cause, nmlcc Lo vau VO Kahif f\hmud‘
i !\n 33 on the following grounds - |

Vhas, vou while postcd at S uilsw i\umk {Iical ()f{‘xccr Ps Khurmrn) '.
have links wilh ose personnel who laxt hinks with the criminsls L*PCCM“} with the
master mingd: MD(.AI -2023 scam numely 7:1(4: \1ch nnml l\lmm(c

o B) lhc reason ol the ubuvu »our up;xamd u be am[ly"u! misconduel
undcr the bid nules therein and huvt rendered »omsclr o ull or nn) oi lhc penaltics
~specified nthe smd rules. |

' »\\ - resull, lhuwl . 35 competent dll”mfil\‘ have ILIIEUUVCI} u.u_zdcd {o
- mmosg uptm vou the pm.]ll\- ol maior pumdunun undu: l’quL Rulc 1975,

Vou are nuu'uu reqquined i Finul 311(1\' (2usC oS W why lfh. .mm.s:ud .
aenalty shauld not he unoos;d LI NOT. lsu wim wewhefhier you desire wo ¢ head |
‘m persoer '

o X . - . ) . .

il‘uf\ reply tw this naticy 15 rco,xwd with'Seven kOJ) du)\ of its ac_hgur\

in the normai course of clrcuInstances; it will be a.onmdurutfprcswm,d thal you hzm:
na Jdefense to put in and. it that case. anex- pam‘ action shalt be tiken agaum vou.

e T (AFIAB MEDSUDY™Y
R ‘ . ' - Deputy [zxxmuun Gueneral OFI olice Special.
[3'1‘.!!»?1 }\m her P .1Lntum\1w i
Peshawar,

':“ls-"gi | _G&___:‘C&l-: Dcslk'.- o Daed Pcshu\\ar th A // "0"‘




Better copv ST

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTTCT

1 Aftab \/Iasood Deputy Inspector General of Pollce Spema Blalch
KP Peshawar* bemg competent authorlty Unde1 Ixhyber Pakhtunkhwq
. Po llce Rules 1975 (amended 2014) 1ssued tlns ﬁnal show cause notxce

to you HC Kaslan hmad No 33 on the followmg gtounds -

Th’tt you posted at SB ofﬁce Karak (head Oﬁ"eez PS Khunam)
have lmks with. those personnel who have lmks w1th the crlmtml
espemally ‘with tlle ‘master, mmd \/IDCAT 2023 so'tm namely /afen.

- Vlehmood Khattak

By"the ’reason 'of the above, 'V"olur 'tplpe;n'ed t'o'“be'f(.flnil‘tv’ol’
mlsconduct under the Ibl(l rules and have 1ende1ed yourselfto all or any

" ofthe penalnes Spec:lﬁed m the sald ILllGS E - | |
| | ‘As a 1esul thereof as. competent authorlty, have tentatlvely

" decnded fo- nnpose upon you the penalty of 1najo1 pumshment undet

'“"POllCG Rules 1975

You are therefme 1equ1red to Fma Show Lause Notlce as to
 why the aforesaid penalty should not be nnposed you, also iIntimate -

: whethet you desne to be heeucl 1 person
If no reply to this l’lOthG IS recewed ‘withr seven (7) days of 1ts

Adellvely in  the nounal course of cneumstanees it will - bo '.

E’ ~_{‘.'con31de1ed/p1esumed that you have ho- defense to. put in mcl n that

c ase an ex- pcn te-action shall taken aUalnst you.

(AFTAB [IUSSAT\T)

Deputy Inspectm of Pollce Special.
Kl 1yber Pakhtunl\hwa Peshawal -

‘NG, 62/C&F:Desk - Dites Peshawat the 22/11/2023
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. - OFFICE OF THE Z
" ADDL: INSPECTOR GENERAL'OF POLICE,

SPECIAL BRANCH KHYBER PAI\HTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR '

(_;.)

- No. [02-6% /C & E, Desk I.Dé'sh_awm B S the Dated, oé// /O
' ' S ORDLR :

v

This order will disposc off depaltmenlal enqulry agamst FC Kashif Ahmad of this

. cslabhshmcnt I'he bricf facts oi the casu are thai he while poslcd as SB Ofﬁcc }\arak ( Beat
- Officer PS | hurlam) have lmks with thosc pmsonnc! who have links with- lhc criminals

es jocmll) with the master mind of MDCAT- 2023 scam. namcly Zafar Mchmood Kha tak.

‘Iropm depammnta] proceedings under [\hvbel Pakhtunkhwa Police ’Ruies' 1.97'5_

(/\mcndcd 2014) were 1mmtud by issuing charoe sheet and statement of 1llcganon vide

N0.9915-1 16/EB " dated: 0707 against the alEeged ohcml wherein Mx Muhamm‘ld.

. | _Mm oof (SP Suxvey) was appomlcd as cnquxry officer.

The cnqunv officer -after conduclmo enquny f’ound"lf( Kashif \hmdd g,ullly and '

' 1ccommcndcd m’leI‘ )LlnlSthI‘![ He was "1150 scwcd with Imal Show- Cause \roucc and was.

hear d 1N person.

Keeping in view the above, | Afiab -Mchs‘ud DIG Special Branch Khvficﬁ_

Pakhtun l\hwa Peshfuv ar being rhc ann'\tcnt Jl!(‘h(’)l‘i("\’"LII‘l_dCI‘ [bid rules, hereby awarded the

T majur numshmunt “dismissed trom service” wnth immédiat_c cflect.

(Mtnbfitx?d)m’

A . o o Dcpulv lnspector General of Police
‘ ‘ ‘ Special Branch Khyber Pakhunkhwa
- Peshawar: '
Copy 10 the:- R
PA to Addl: 1G 8B
DSP HQis SB.

LO, SRC, EB & Of ﬂcxa] Concul ed.

Ld ) —
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0111(:1 O, qu dl
ADDL INSVECTOR GUNERAL O POLICE, -
SPECIAL BRANCH KIMYBER PAKHT UNKHWA -
PUSHHAWAR

Ny, /(/L) G AL Duesk, Peshasvar the Dqlm[ /?_/_ O 2. /2024,
. : OR DER :

!hl\ order is passed ta dispose of departimental- upmql prelerred by bHix- (ommb\c
N whif Ahmad No. 33 (3PS- 07) under Khyber l’akhlunkhwa Police Rules 1975
(Amended 20104) against his dismissal [rom service, I 1<.L5 'ormmg3 the bat,kgruund ol the
departiiental .1ppwl are as (ollow

That 1Ex-Constable Kashil Ahmad No, 33 (hcrun fler n.[urrud as appd\am) u.hxlc
;oo pestedowl SB ()HK.L Karak (3eat OlTicer PS E&l\unum) 103 links With' cnmmals cspecially

withomster mind of MD(,/\ ~2023 scam namely Lafur Mn.hmood Khattak. '
Pmpu departmental procccdmgs were ifvitiated against the appcl\am undcr Khyber
P.;IH][LJ!IH}\\ v Police Rules 1975 (Amended 2014) bv issuing thrgg sheet and Statement
of /\||LQ.I(!UII\ wherein Mr, Muhnmmnd \/I.lroof ((hc lhcn ST Survey) wids nominated
(0 umhc into the mater. o T ‘ }
HIL cnguiry officer accomplxshcd anmry and hcld the appdiam gumw \n\hm \hc.
mt.mlm“ ol ibid rules. Mence, dismissed from scrvice by the competent authority, _
 His-appeal was pcmscd in detoil along with th ruorc, of cnqmr}, pro&.ccdm;:k b\' ’
the undersigned but found unswsfauory having no. oUbbLlnLL Further, he was [ven an
ppur{uml) for hearing in person in ordcxlv room but the apncl ant did not convmm the
nndt rsigned. Thercfore, the appcal of the appellan.t is rcjected and Til cdin the light of his
involvement in MDC/\ r-2023 scam . R o

(Khshif Alam) PRE
Addl: Inspector General of Police,
Spectal Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
P csha\,mr ' '

Copy-lathe™-+ — © i

/,.

I PA10SSP/AdminSB | K
2 DSP HQrs SB. | ' IR o
‘3. LO.SRC.EB & Accountant SB.

4. Official Concerned.



The Inspec,tor Gencml ofPohu, R .
Khyber Pakhlunl\hwa Peahawa: o '

R B

RULES 1975 (AMMENDED 2014) -

Respected Slr,

Blanchn dated 19-02-2024" “vide ‘which departmental appeal* of ~appcllam ‘was

rejected.

" 'Fact ..

l. That the épp'ellaht was‘ser\fihg as Constable-at Special Branch éhd-apéellé'.n'tl

o veriﬁed service verification of one Zaffar I\/e‘h'moogi as a Beat Officer. Later = -

on the sald Zaffar \/Ie hmood was tound mvolvc,d in MDCA T ?023 scandal.

LD

'from serwce ‘vide order dated 04-12- 2073 and the dcpazlmental appeal was

lso reJected vide 1mDuoned oxdét hencc 1lu< revision pcmtlon on thc

fo llowmg_, glounds

Grounds

a‘.That the service 'Veriﬁcati‘on ~of Zaffar . Mphmood was - verlﬁed after

S A - \‘othmo adverse was found on ILCOld Lhcmfon. the ventlcatrpn Wy made
* bona-fidely. L e S

bl That as a human bemg petitioner was unable o judge the inner conduct of

| Zaffar \/Iehmood who was- later on found nyolved in \/FDCAI 2023

scandal.

L . . " . " " . - [ .
ol - *

W1th due respect pctmoncx submlts 1cvmon pumon ag'unst the oxder‘ .
of Deputy Inspectm General of Pohcc Spccml Branch dated 04-12 2023 v1dc ‘

, wmch pet1t10n61 was dismissed from service and ond er of F\ddltlondi IGP Special

“That the appellant was pioceeded qgamst de} Sartmentally and was dl%mlswd‘-?:

examining the Pollce btauon aeco;d and mul\mg open- -and secm enquuy |

Subject:  REVISION . PETITION' UNDER RULE 11-A OF. POLICE -



S UV UUY SO B . . . E : '

M

'l“

,f o c That eX- paxt enqm?y was carlled ou[ ;15 no cv1dencc was conductta )
support of the charge No w1mess was 6\’1111!11(,(1 in prcsence of petmonen |
The entlre ploceedmgs \\/Lu carried out at, the back of petltlonel The -
~ impugned orders have been” based on defectl\re enquiry . proceedmgs The

e petltloner was not conﬂonted wnth any ev1dence Tlelefore the 1mpugned
OIdersarevmdab 1mt10 - T e

/
d. That thc colleague ofﬁcers were a\v"uded minor pumshment whlle ‘major’

. penalty of dismissal ndm service. was 1mpose ‘on Lhc petitloncr [heu,fme '

~ the impugned orders are wonh set 351dt, |
e That the service venﬁcatlon was made in good faith and there is’ nothmg on
_'recora that petltloner was hwmg any link Wl[h the. cnmnmis A
f_‘..~Th’11 the petitloneI p1101 suwce récord was unblcmlshcd and H‘IaJOI D“nalty_ =
-of dismlssﬂ ﬁom service was 1m)oscd .on me pCUUOﬂCl‘ on the b’ms of
commissxon no InlSCOI’ldLIC[ or neOIIOence In dutv |

"1

too g That the petitioner belongs to a poor fam1lv and the Iobq ot seryice amoums :

I 1-[1
S - to awara ot pumshment Lo Lhe enme munbels of the ramliv :
o h. That the petmoner would take to bé heard in pelson
4 . .
= It s, thcre[ore requcsted that- thc pumonm may be remstalcd

- service with back benehts ~_ S TR !
.:,l'I B .'-_ o o R - | 'A . © Yours obcdlentlv . |

B S . A : | .
[ Kashif A imed"*|.

Ex-Constablé - No: 33,
District:Karak.




'-..-... "

' ()Pll(]* 01«‘ THI -

INSPECTOR GENERAT; OF POL im,
KITVBIR PAKTITUNKITWA.

P

“Pak
a.p n
.04,

1

]’Iubll/\WAR ’.
:'()'R'l)h;i; :
o lhis ovder: I& hucby pds‘ ' w"‘disp(\st 'uf. \(,vmon 1).‘(’1:1.‘:”.]'0" ufwticr Rul(i J1av of Khyber

lmnn(hwa Pt)hc,c, Rui(. 1975° (dm(.ndui 2()!4) submlt{(.d by 14\ l'(, K‘l\hli /\hm‘ld No. 33.. The

licant was dlsm:ssc.d [wm service by 1 (1 Special ]31dnch vide' ()1du No.. )" O(S/( &l ’)(.sk dated

. WllL

I

clin

L pie

. rey

\Io

pR

lst No.

Mc_ctmg, of /\ppdld[(. Bomd was h(,ld on 02.05. 2024 whuun petitioner was h(..dl(_l in puson lhc K

sons fm acc.c.plam ¢ oJ his pc,mlon thucfow lm pculmn 18 hucby |L|Lu(,d

1 unmnalx cspe ually with maslu mind 0[ M1 )(‘/\ I 202 3 xcam mumlv Zalar M(.hmood Khattak

The /\')])L”dl(_ Authority 16 Addl TGP Smual Branch. lL}LLlLd and filed His dpp(_dl vide Dl

140)- 147/( &b ])(,51( P(.shcmm clcm,d 19 02 2024

netitioner: (,onu.ndcc that the” service vt,nﬁumon of Zatars Mc.hmood st verified after c.xammm;: Llu, Ps -

{.rd and umdmum, opm & scuu Cnquiry. Notliing ddVLI s¢ was l()und on record.

}unsal ol c,nql.my papers revealed that the. all%‘mons 1LVL1LLI ctgdmst the pumonu has been

ved. ‘The petitioner Failed 1o submit any- (,01,(:'1[ L(,dson in, hix sell: mlulsa, lhc. Bo;n 3 SeCs 1o Bmund GHY

Sd/- . i
. AWAL KITTAN, PSP -

/\ddlllondl Inspector General of Police,
THQusKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshewar:

S/ ‘lSjr CYS /24,.dzi'l'pd KX nea.

Pishawar, the

Copy ()l lhc. dl)()V(_ 1s [mwatdt_d to ﬂ'l(,

'/\ddl Inspcetor (Jc,nudl of P()ll(.(. bp(.ual liumt,h KP Peshawar. Suvu.«. Rc,uorc (75 )agu).

and 1 nquny Ile (44 pages) ol the above named 1 -1 C received vudc vour office Meina: Mo,
275/C&I1: Desk, dated 01 0 4.20.?..4- s rclm"ncd h‘crr.'wuh (or your oflice ‘1'cc01d. - :
2._ Depuly-Inspector General ol Polic{:, Special ‘ancji}. ‘ . . .'
3. '/\I(J/I,q_dl Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ]’mhdwcu B o
4. PA 0 A TGPHQrs: Khyber Pakl sunkhwa, Deshawar, E—
5. PA L()DI(;/I]Q!‘S: ‘l\h-yhm Pakhtunkhwa, 1"@511:1&}&1‘.' - - o ‘.
6. -(")I‘ﬁc'c Supdt: ]‘€~I:V.,Cl?0 Peshawar. | - e
} 1o

(SONTA SIIAMROZIRTIAN) PSP
L AlGAstablishment,
Lor Inspector General of Police.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. L

!4 2( ') 3. on the: all(,gdll()n that he while! poslc.d at SB ()[hu, (dlcll( (I%Ldt Officer PS K_hundm) has links.



[N TR

Tes) Seonned with

" Zafar Mchmood 3/6 Gul’ Akhlﬁr r/o Mcthawalu Tehsil. & District karak is-not.

involved in any’ cnmmal casc and, there is nolhmg advcrsc against him. on

. OFFICE QUETHL -
RISTRICT L IOLICE OFFICLR,
KARAK -

mel dm_ma._@mhmmm

Tel 0927-210724 - ]7'1X 0927-21082_3

No. 99% /lA o

- uDatcd 27//a /202'3 .

Toi. The - Addl: lnspcctor Gcncml of Pollcc, )

Special Branch Khybcr Pakh(unkhwa
Peshawar ™

Subjecet: PROU]SION OF INFORMATION

Memo:
Kmd]y refer to your office Memo: No POI/LO/SB/844 dated

19, 10 2023 on the subject cm.d ubove.

It is submitted that as per rcport ol’ Pohcc Statlon City’ karak Lhal-‘zf" -

", police statnon ‘record., Morcovcr, rccord ol Pollcc Station were also thoroughly

chcckcd/pcm%d rcg_,nrdmg lhc mentionied FIRs' m Pohcc ‘%muOn University

~ Town Pecshawar and ChaXdara’ Dlr Lowcr against thc above namcd individual,

but: no mvcbtlgatwn .process in . ht,u. cascs have bc(.n' ‘

" commumc'ucd/incorpomu.d with Iocal of Pohcc Stanon Clty Karak, plcasc

~ e
[Eh TS eI Tafetat iy

DISTRI T POLICE- OFFICER'.
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: '-thhoraw or refer to arbitration. for me/ys as

g ngaoe/appomt aqy other Advocate/C

‘The ﬁovocate/CounseJ s also at liberty to

 Dated /2024

T VAKALAT NAMA o L

CoNo_ /2024 ..

~IN THE COURT.OF

(Petriuoner)
(Dlamtlr )

: ,(ResDonoent)
(Defendant)

, o~ appear, plead, act, compromrse o
my/our Counsei/Advocgte in-the above . ;
“his .default . ang - wrth the authoruy to .
ounsel on- my/our costs o :

noLeo matter, without - any . liability for -

\wthdrgw and recexve on: mv/our beha If all-
my/our account-in the above- noted matter,

leave- my/our. case at any stege- Or the
Ings, if his any fee left unpaid or is OUL‘SLGWC‘IIHO aoamst me/us.

u\Ve: authorize the said Advocare to GJDOSJt
sums and amounts pavable or deposrtﬂo on

,D ’3(‘(’5 dj

i 4(/1}05(1&) H/O/: COHI/

b’C /[/ 4740
'CN/C ]//01 7)93)443
Cc'// /\’r) 0.).)’3))9()9//

SHA /\’Y}? ULL 41 TO/MN/
Advoe ate 'Pcs/mwm A
' | _ch 4994



