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BEFORE THE HON'BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.895 /2024

Qazi Muhammad Acif L (Appellant)
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwaetc .. ... (Respondents)
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: - s rianal
N : Dimey Nn. jf;é/g
a) That the appeal is not based on facts. e
b) ‘That the appcal is barred by law and limitation. D:-md_ﬁ:L"g’-M

¢) That the appcal is not maintainable in its present form.

d) That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper
parlics.

e) That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appcﬁl.

f) That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

g) That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file the instant

Service Appceal.
Facts

1) Para to the cxtent of appointment as Assistant Sub Inspcctor through Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Public Service Commission and subsequent assumption of charge
pertains to Scrvice record needs no comments. While rest of the Para is not plausible
because cvery police officer is under obligation o perform his dutics with dedication,
devotion and sincerity. Morcover, 13 years unblemished service record at the credit of
appellant does not exoncrate the appellant from his futurc wrong decds.

2) Plca taken by the appellant is not justifiable because cvery police officer is duty
bound to serve at those places/units where the competent authority transfers him as in
this department no room lics for any lethargy.

3) Plea taken by the appcellant is totally ill based rather a cooked onc because as per
rccord the appellant was granted 01week bed rest while the appellant absented himsell’
from his legal duty w.e.f22.10.2023 10 30.01.2024. It is Pertinent to mention here that
the appellant had submitted application for grant of long lcave wherein he mentioned
the ground for such long lcave as urgent piece of work while in the instant para hc has
taken stance of illness for which the appellant submitted application. Hence, in light
of above and material available on record the plea of appellant in liable 10 be sct at

naught being bereft of any substance.
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Incorrect, brief facts arc that ASI Qazi Muhammad Arif No. P/470 (the appcilant)
while posted at Basha Dam, District Upper Kohistan had abscnted himsclf [rom his
lawful dutics Vide DD report No.06 dated 22.10.2023 to 30.01.2024 without any
sanction leave or permission of the competent authority. .

In this regard, proper departmental proceedings werc initiated against him. He was
served with Charge Sheet alongwith summary of allcgations vidc officc IZndst: No.
S145/FEC, dated 30.10.2023 & Mr. Shah Mumtaz SP North SSU (CPEC) was
nominated as enquiry officer 10 unearth the actual facts. The 1O reported that charge
sheet alongwith summary of allegations were served upon the appellant 1o which he
replicd that he is suffcring from sciatic pain due to which he is unablc to travel long
distances as well as performing duties. To substantiate his claim, he also'produccd
medical prescriptions [rom services hospital and LRH Pcshawar. Furthermore, the
cnquiry officer also recorded that statement of Inspector Muhammad Basharat Khan
wherein he stated that the said ASI was on 08 days sanctioned leave whose attendance
was duec on 21.10.2023. However, he failed to report back for his duty and was
marked absent from duty vide DD No. 06, dated 22.10.2023. The cenquiry officer
further added that the appellant was called time and again for personal hearing but he
failed. Thus, the enquiry officer did not found his reply satisfactory and recommended
him for punishment.

latcr on the Appellant was issucd/served with Final Show Causc Notice vide
office ndst No.5489/EC dated 21.11.2023. However, he communicated his writien
statement to the office of respondent No.Ql, wherein the Appellant stated that the
charges leveled against him are fake, baseless and unfounded but failed to present his
justification regarding absence from duty. The Appellant was persistently summonced
for personal hearing but consistently failed to comply with, which shows h.is lack of
intercst towards his official obligations.

Keeping in view the above facts and recommendation of the enquiry officer, as
well as matcrial available on the record, the above named ASI deliberately absented
himself from his lawful dutics. Therefore, the Appellant was awarded major
punishment of “Dismissal from Service” vide office order No.387-99/1:C dated
30.01.2024. Copies of Charge sheet alongwith summary allegation, reply of
charge sheet, medical prescriptions from services hospital, Finding rcp;wrt, Final
Show Cause Notice, Reply of Final Show Cause Notice, Dismissal order, rejection

order are attached as Annexure “A” to “H”.

Incorrect, the Appellant was advised by the doctor for just 01 weck bed rest but he
absented himsclf deliberately from his lawful duty without any sanction leave w.c.f
22.10.2023 to 30.01.2024. Hence, in order to give legal cover to his absence, the

appcllant has tailored this story which has no lcgal footing to stand on.
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Incorrect, after conducting a. proper departmental enquiry and giving amplc
opportunity to the Appellant he was found guilty and was recommended for suitable

punishments by the EO.

Incorrect, the Appellant was served with a Show Cause Notice to which his reply was
received which was paid duc consideration but found unsatisfactory. Howcever, bascd
on recommendation of the enquiry officer. The Appellant was Dismissed from
Service by the respondent No.01, being the competent authority in excrcisc of powers
vested to him under section 4(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rulcs

1975(amended in 2014) awarded Major Punishment “Dismissal from Service”.

Correct, to extent that the Appellant submitted departmental appeal to respondent
No.02 on 28.02.2024 but the same was rejected being meritless and berelt of any legal
foolings.

Para pertains to record hence, needs no comments.

Stance taken by the appellant regarding his reversion allegedly in utter violation of
law is totally against the settled principles as there are plcthora of judgments passed
by the Apex Court of Pakistan according to which criminal procecdings arc two
different entities which can run parallel. The outcome of criminal proceedings will
have no binding effects on the departmental proceedings. In this rcgard rcliance is
placced on Para pertains to Court record. Furthermore, Court proccedings and
departmental proceedings are two different cntities and can run side by sidc. Acquittal
in a criminal case would not lead to exoncration of a civil servant in departmental
proceedings. His act brought a bad name for the entirc force. Similarly, the august
Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgments reported Dr. Sohail Hassan Khan and
others vs. Dircctor General (Research), Livestock and Dairy Development
Department. Punjab, Lahore and other (2020 SCMR 1708), held that a civil scrvant
cannot escape from departmental proceedings or conscquences thercol account of his
acquittal/exoneration in a criminal charge arising out of the samc impugned
transaction; these two are entirely different jurisdictions with diffcrent standards of
proof as well as procedure; criminal prosecution requircs strict proof through a
narrowly jacketcd procedure and, thus, State’s failure on criminal planc docs nol
provide shield of double jeopardy to a delinquent officer. In the casc ol District Police
Officer mainwali and 2 others vs. Amir Abdul Majid 2021 SCMR 420 thc august
Apex Court again held that a civil servant facing cxpulsive proccedings on
dcpartmental side on account of his indictment in criminal charge not save his job in
the event of acquittal as thc department still may have rcason/ material, to
conscionably consider his stay in the service as incxpedient; there are additional
rcasons Lo disrcgard his acquittal inasmuch as criminal  dispensation of justice

involving corporeal consequences, comparatively, requires higher standard of prool
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so as to drive home the charge beyond doubt, an exercise 10 be routed through a
procedure stringently adversarial, therefore, factuality of the charge notwithstanding,
procedural loopholes or absence of evidence sufficient enough to sustain the charge,
at times occasion in failures essentially to maintain safe administration of criminal
justice out of abundant caution. Departmental jurisdiction, on the other hand, can
assess the suitability of a civil servant, confronted with a charge through a fact finding
method, somewhat inquisitorial in nature without heavicr procedural rider, othcrwisc
required the criminal jurisdiction to eliminate any potential risk of crror. therefore, the
tribunal has undoubtcdly misdirected itsclf in rcinstating the respondcnt, considering
his acquittal criterion in isolation to the totality of circumstances where under he has
succeeded to vindicate this position.

Para not rclated hence, needs no comments.

The instant scrvice appeal is not maintainable and liabic to be dismisscd on following

Grounds.

Grounds

A.

B.

Incorrect, all orders passed by the authoritics are quitc legal, within jurisdiction
and in accordancc with law/rules as well as principles of natural justicc.

[ncorrect, plea taken by the appellant is totally devoid of any legal footing. As
discussed carlier the appeliant after avaiting 01 week bed rest was under obligation
to report his arrival. However, instcad he willfully and dcliberately absented
himself from his lawful duty w.c.F22.10.2023 10 30.01.2024. Besides the stance ol
appcllant regarding his illness is also ill bascd becausc he had submitted
application for long lcave on account of urgent piece of work at home. While in
the instant para he took plea of illness which is totally against his application filed
by him for long lcave Hence, in order 10 avoid the issuc of willful absence, the
appellant has taken the stance of illncss which is totally against the material
available on record. It is worthwhile that plea of appcllant rcgarding coram non-
judice in terms of awarding punishment is also bereft of any legal footing because
the perusal of schedule attached with the Police Rules 1975 as amended 2014 1s
very much clear regarding the compelency of awarding punishment. Therelore, in
light of above, the stance of appellant is liablc to be sct at naught being devoid of
any legal footing. .
Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not based on facts because he has not
performed any duty hence, not entitled for any monctary benefits on the principle

of “no work no play” as laid down by the Apex Court in number ol its judgments.
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H.

Para alrcady cxplained in detail in the proccedings paras hence, nceds no
comments. |

Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance because
Police department has its own special law/rules in shape of KP Police Act
2017/Police Rules 1934 and is governed by the law/rules ibid, hence, stance of
appellant is not plausible rather a whimsical one having no legal footing.

Incorrect. As discussed earlier Proper dcpartmental enquiry procccdings werc
initiated against him during the course of which all lcgal and codal formalitics
were [ulfilled including right of self-dcfensc to the appellant but he' failed to
produced cven a single iota of evidence in his defensc cxcept that stance advanced
by thc appellant which is solely based on fictions.

Incorrect, after perusal of enquiry file it has been found that the allegations werc
fully established against the appellant by the enquiry officer during the coursc of
enquiry. There doesn’t scem any infirmity in the order passed by the competent
authority, therefore, no ground exist to interfere in same. Bascd on finding
narratcd above, the respondent No.02 has found no substance in the appeal.
Thercfore, the same was rejected and filed being meritless.

Para explained carlier in detail hence, needs no comments.

Incorrect, the order is in accordance with principle of natural justice and within the
domain of mandate of respondents.

Incorrect, all orders passed by the authorities arc quite Icgal, within jurisdiction
and in accordance with law/rules as well as principles of natural justicc.

Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is totally ill based becausc the orders passed
by the respondents are in accordance with law/rules after taken into consideration
the entire materials available on record as well afier through probe into the
allegations leveled against the appellant. Hence, afier proper sifting ol grains from
the chaff, when the guilt of the dppcllant was cstablished he was awarded
appropriate punishment which does commensurate with the gravity of’ misconduct
of appellant.

The respondents scek permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal to raisc additional

grounds also at time of hearing of instant Service Appeal.

Prayers
In view of above, it is humbly prayed that the instant appeal may kindly be

dismisscd being barred by law & devoid ol merits, plcasc.
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Dy: COMMANDANTSSU (CPEC) COMMANIDANT SSU (CPEC)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Police
Peshawar

(Respondent No.01)

(TARIQ [QBAL) PSP
Incumbent J

]

_——L |

DIG LEGAL, CP

(Respondent No.03)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) P$°
Incumbent
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BEFORE THE HON’'BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRi’BUNAL,

-PESHAWAR

Scrvice Appeal No.895 /2024

Qazi Muhammad Aif (Appcllant)
' VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwaetc ... (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Khyal Roz DSP/Legal, SSU (CPEC), Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Pcshawar is
authorized to submit Para-wise Comments/reply in above captioned Service Appcal on

behalf of respondents in Hon’ble Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

’j)/)

Dy: COM ANT SSU (CPEC) COMMANDANT SSU (CPEC)
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police
Peshawar
(Respondent No.Ol)\/ (Res
(TARIQ IQBAL) P57y / (MUHAMMAD N) Ps¥
Incumbent

-—K' '

DIG LEGAL, CPO
For Inspector General of police Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No.03)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) Pse

Incumbegt

—

~
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

A U Y

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.895 /2024

Qazi Muhammad Aift L (Appellant)
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwaete ... (Respondents)
AFFIDAVIT

1, Tariq Igbal, Deputy Commandant SSU (CPEC) do hereby solemnly affirm

" on oath that the content of service appeal on behalf of Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others are correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from this Honorable court. It is

further stated on oath that in this appeal the answering respondents have neither
" been placed ex-parte nor their defense has been struck off/lost.

N\ »-,

(TARIQ IQBAL)
Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawq
(Respondent No. 12/,

A\




CHARGE SHEET

1. Whereas 1, Abdur Rashld PSP Deputy Commandant SSU [CPEC)

L Peshawar am satisfied that a Formal Enqulry as contemplated by Police Rules

1975 is necessary & expedient in the subject casé against SI Qazi Muhammad
Arif No. P/470.

2. And whereas, I am of the view that the allegations if established would call

for major/minor penalty as defined in Rule 3 of the aforesaid Rules.

3. - Now therefore as requ1red by Rule 6 (1) {a) & (b) of the said- Rules 1,
Deputy Commandant Specml Securlty Unit (CPEC), Peshawar hereby charge -

SI Qazi Muham%nad Arif No. P/470 under Rule 5 (4} of the Police Rules 1975 A

L As reported by Company Commander Basha Dam that you Qaz'ql X

Muhammad Arif No, Pl470 absented yourself from your lawful duties
: Vlde DD report No 06 dated 22/10. 2023 till date WlthOLlL ar}y

4 ~

sanctlon leave or perrmssmn of the competent authority. - SN
i N
HE As per source repoert, you have been en_]oymg unauthorized self-
' ..leave 'without prior permission of the competent authority.

.~ Bemg a respons1b1e police official, these acts of yours is highly
ob;ectlonable a.nci renders you hable for chsmplmary proceedmg% under
" “the Police Rules 1975. ‘

4, I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (1) (b) of the said Rules to put forth
written defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry
Officer, as té why action should not be taken against you and also stating at Lhe

same time whether you desire to be heard in person.

-5, In case your reply is not received within the specific period to the Enquiry

Officer, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex-parte action
will be taken against you.

|

' ted{ | \ o
/‘)(’fé’a’ (AB _\gﬁ@mn)m T

' | - " Deputy Commandant
\N\__/—Q- Spécial Security Unit (CPEC),
— Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 'é

Peshawar e

D“SP/Z/* S\S'UCC’DEC) | . " Fe-to-imgz

| ?// -4 ‘57" - 0’200)_,9




'STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

1. 1, ‘Abdur Rashid PSP, Deputy Commandant SSU (CPEC) as competent
authority, am of the opinion that Sl Qazi Muhammad Arif No P/47O has

rendered himself liable to be proceeded agamst departmentally as he has

t
commltted the: followmg acts/omnssu:m within the meaning of section 03 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975.

1. As reported by Company Commander Basha Dam that-S ___Q____ \

Muhammad Arif No. P/470 absented himself from lawful duties Vide
DD report No. 06 dated 22. 10 2023 till date without any sanction

leave or permission of the competcnt authority. ’ ‘
} ;

I1. As per source report, he has been enjoying unaythorized s'elf—l‘cave -

- without prior permission of the competent authority.
[1. ‘.B'c.zi.ng a responsiblé police official, these acts of his is hig}{'l}" objectionable
. andircnders him liable for disciplinary proceedings under the "Police
. Rul_ff‘s. 1975. _ e
{ . )

H - . {
i . .

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of afore said police official in
the said episode with reference to the above allegations Mr. Shah Mumtaz SP
North SSU (CPEC) is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police
Rules 1975.f .

3. The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the provision of the Police
Rules (1975), provide reasonable oppor‘tu-nity' of héaring to the accused Official
and make recommendations as to punish or other action to be taken against the

a_ccused official.

o | (A \&m\ \‘1/11)}?8? :

Deputy Commandant
Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

No.. NS /EC, dated Peshawar the 30 // O 2023.
Copy to:- - )
1.  The Inquiry Officer.

2. The Concerned official: . - SN Azggqjed -
. ' ) \"

pr/l_f&fc/
. U -07-200y
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SERVICES HOSPITAL PESHAWARNGR

GOVERNMENT OF KPK _
OPD REGISTRATION 1,
Name __QAZIARIF Age” SesALE
GENERAL OPD PESHAWAR
Department Address
. 185591-23 06-11-2023
Hospital Yearly No. ' Dated
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~ SERVICES HOSPITAL PESHAWAR %
GOVERNMENT OF KPK
OPD REGISTRATION

QAZI ARIF k1]

| Department

. ." PESHAWAR
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T MEDICAL SUPERINTENDANT
4 f,,g: SERVICES HOSPITAL, PESHAWAR
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T Dated; 12/09/2023

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

.. g This 18 to certify that Mr. Qazi Anf S/0O Qazi Ghulam

Sarwar having age about 38 years is
ars. His MRI report shows that therc is

having severe chronic

backache for the last 07 ye
<c at the levels of L4-L5, L5-S1 and L3-L4 stenosis. He is

disc prolap
despite

morning stiffness, severe backache

also complaining of carly
ons. He needs follow up on

of multiple medications and spine injectd
regular basis from Consultant Neurosurgeon.

He is advised 1o avoid heavy weight. lifung, profong situng,

‘(position should be change.alter half an hour) and long ravelling.
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, OFFICE E'OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF&POLICE A A -

SS1 (cp () NORTH HAZARA REGION MANSEHRA §.. TE

e g a -Office Cell. Fax. 0997:540839 i, O

"i 5 Ema laddress ssunorthhazara mail com B

<1 R J}: ﬁt{_&f’-ed ) g

;LN 259 RISSU ' Dated 19 / Yoo ok g
e} F o -?

Hi 2

] : 3 '-_‘)' ',t Rl '.II
/ - To - The l)e puty Commandant, SSU (CPEC), y
_ : l(h bor Pakhtunkhwa Pe h wa :
[ . Khyb 3, peshavar : D;pmapfz)

n ?
* R b
/ . _-Snbjcct,f_ DEP:{RTMENTALACTION AGAINST SUB lNSPECTOR QAZI /[~ aq,gac}q
£ j "MUHAMMAD ARIF 470/P. .
' * Memo: ‘ ;;%'. i ; :5 i <
D g K:mdly refer to your Ietter No: 5145/EC dated Peshawar 30.10.2023.
-‘ H
ALLEGATIONS : _;_ ’i‘ ? o
e 3 A
No. 470/P, of SSU (CPEC) presently

o Whereas, I'tQaz.t Muhammad Arif

posted at Basha Dam Upper Kohlstan has absente
- report No. 06, dated 2210 2023 trll date without any sanctioned leave Or pErmMis
.competent author}ty Therefore Proper deparlmental proceedmgs are initiated against ‘{
“him. Charge Sheet was 1ssued to the defaulter officer and the undersigned was appomted ;

as Enquiry Ofﬁceﬁr to scrutrmze the conduct of aforementloned official (Annex, “A ™).
f

d himself from lawful duties vide DD
sion of the

Paoceemwcs -

Ansan i pelg e

d that defaulter officer

rl:nqtnry proceedmgs were initiated and it was foun
ble Adnan No. 856 .

;T S I ‘Qazi. Muhammad Artf No. 470/[’ is still absent from duty. Consta
© " was deputéd 10 delwer!serve a copy of Charge Sheet on defaulter officer vide DD No. 11, BN
dated 01.11 2023 Stmrlarly\a copy of charge sheet was delivered to the defauliter officer 5

*

through lnspector Basharat KhamCompany Commander Bhasha Dam. The defaulter Sub- | I

ten statement to the oftice of. the undersigned through l'
;

nal hearing. Statements. of Constable Adnan No. 856
iso recorded, which-are as follows:-

. lnspector commumealed His . wnt

.- Dak but tarled {0 appear for: perso

{ and Inspector Basharat Khan was a
TR R 3 -

ar

3 :
' . .:.t_l '.i ? I "!: r
i S_TATEMEQ‘IT OF DEFAULTER-SUB-INSPECTOR MR. QAZI MUHAMMAD ARIF: -
L R : -"{ ‘ i f -

g from sciatic pain due 10

ln hlS statcmepl the stated that he is snffenn

7
% H * ; whlch he 1stunable to travel«long dlstances as well as perform his dunes To substantiate
i i: his claun zhe al}sojhproduced medrcal prescnptrons from services Hospnal and LRH

5 I, Peshawar/(Anncx, ‘{B ’) i _?, ; _ -
SRR i«%‘*%ﬁ EATEA LN IR
LT JSTA FFMEN é)li ;‘N‘SPFCTOB -I-:cASHAR;:\T KHAN - .; . ) -

% 1:3 He st}ated that;S Iy Qazr Muhammad Anf No. 470/P was on qancnoned ‘eave N P . |
d on 21.10.2023 but he did not | L |

f 08 d'tys froéfn 13 1012023 whose attendance was require
D No. 06, daled' L

A Sk A KPP el A b TSV S

.i’ .
Py ey O MR AT e WIS, Y Y

Al oy WA T Vo VY e Aetin -
S e

0

Zreport back tor hrs duty due sto“!whtch he ,was marked absent Vi ide D

;27 10. 2023 As Sl az; Muh'tmmad Artf NG.‘4707P was absent $0 Charge sheet was -

S dehvcred to hrm through hlS Whats'mp “No. 03151996799 and he was telepr@mcally i .

§c0ﬂtactcd and mtorméd (Annex, “C”) é o~ - _
% . ,5 E *'-‘14- ":-i ' i %; . % ; g H
% S FA1 I‘J\“IE\J?I’ OF CO\'STABLF;ADNAN NQO. 856 I’LATOON NO.-.M:.—' . ?_ ' i? i

L o ;‘*'_ " sHe stated that on 01 1 2023 he went 10 Pcshawar so as 1o delwer!"u ve 1he "

3 '-u:‘ e §} éazt Muhammad Arif No 4'70)'1’ but he could not trace the house of § o

L s r - ,.' !‘-
: -5H‘Vt%=-§.. o ‘g R




- punishment, if agreed.

defaulter officer. He tried to contacl him through his mobile number 03151996799 but he
has swilched off his mobile phone. He returned to SSU Roznamcha police lines

Mansehra and handed over the charge sheet to Moharrar (Annex, “D”),
b

The defaulter officer did not bother to appear before the enquiry officer

within stipulated time of 07 days. Later on statement of Qazi Arif received through

register post on 06.11:2023 but -he failed to- appear in person. His sending written
statement is sufficient proof that he is well aware about his departmental enquiry. He is
wnllmg]y avoiding to join deparlmcntal enquiry and also willfully avoiding 1o join
mvusngatlon However, the dvaulablc record was peruscd and the enquiry was conducted
“in his absence. (Annc\, “E”)

FINDINGS: - L
After going through the process of enquiry, relevant statements, and perusal:
of available record it was found that the defaulter officer S1 Qazi Muhammad Arif has
been charged in case FIR No. 119, dated 21.02.2022 U/S 302/365/201 PS Secretariat
Islamabad (Annex, “KF”) when he was posted in CTD Peshawar. On 16.05.2023 he was
transferred from CTD to SSU (CPEC) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and posted at Bhasha Dam,
from where he intentionally absented himself knowingly that he is wanted in the case.

SI Qazi Muhammad Arif is proclaimed offender (Annex, “G”) and
deliberately avoids to appear/join the enqmry proceedings. He was also informed by

~ Inspector Basharat Khan reg,ardmg in the IIISldnl enquiry procacdmgs but hé wmed deaf

car and. fajled to appear in person. The act of the defaulter ofticer amounts to gross
~misconduct on his part in the meanings of Police Rules- 1975,

RECOMMENDATIONS: -

1
Keeping in view the aforementioned facts, it is therefore, recommended
it Sub-Inspector Qazi Muhammad Arif No. 4?0;‘1’ may, be , awarded suitable

~

Superintent of Police

SSu (CPEC) Nort

Manschra

Atlested

N =

Lsp/ Z- (SUlepEc)
/=09 -2024

azura Regionw Tyt




'F[NAL. SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
!

;Depuly Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC), Pcshawar as

competent aulhonty,-under the provision of police Disciplinary Rules 1975 do hereby serve
upon you, SI Qazi Muhammad Aano P/470 final show cause notice. | .

The Enquiry Officer, Mr. Shah Mumtaz SP North SSU (CPEC) alter

completion of departmental proceedings, has found you S! Qazi Muhammad Arif’ No.

P/470 guilfy of the charges leveled against in the charge sheet/statement of allegations and

recommended for you suitable punishment.

% And whereus, the uidersigned is satistied that you Sl Qazi Muhammad Arit

No. P/4 ?0 deserve the punishment in the light of the above said enquu\,' papers.

. [, compclem aulhorlly, have decided to impose upon you ‘the “penalty of
minor/major punishment under pohce Dlsmplmary Rules 1975.

l. You are, there fore required to show cause as 10 why the minor/major penalty
should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
2. [f no reply to this notice is received’ within 07 days of its receipt, in normal
course of circumstances, it shall, be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in

that case as ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

(ABDUR RASHID)"™
P Deputy Commandant, o
. B Special Security Unit (CPEC)
. « Khyber Pakhiunkhwa.
‘ Peshawar.

No. \S(‘f gq /EC dated Peshawar the 2,] / / 12023.

!Copy 10 official Concerned.

Dsp/r-ssv C’C/DZ'C)
o // 6967 QOJQ,!J ' _4
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, Reply to Final Show Cause Notice No 5489 dated 21-11-2023,
Respectad Sir,

Both the Show Cause Notices mentions of minor/major penalties without any
specification, which Speaks of anything but not fair ang bonafide.

Perusal of Both the Show Cause Notices reveals that both contains exactly
the same contents except it's No, and in such situation, it is beyond
Comprehension as to why the stated Show Cause Notices have been issued

-. te me without specifying the aliegations.

Even ccpies of iNquiry reports allegedly conducted by the same inquiry
officers have not been provided to me which is also mandatory under the

-~ T'was not associated with the inquiry allegedly inquiries, as, I only. submitted
-~ written statement to the Inquiry Officers however I was not associated with

further_ nquiry proceedings, as no one was examined in my presence in
support of the allegations nor was | asked to defend my side; further more
I was never called for CTOSs examination, thus too botH of the alleged
inquiries are nullity in the eyes of law. _

Itis further brought into your kind nbtigg that even both of the stated Show
Cause Notices are issued illegal, unlawfui and without lawfuy! authority, hence
liable 13 be filed.

upon to punish me in violatign of law, rules more particularly in violation of
Articie 10/A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973,

Djpjzl;@&@f( )

Ly s, e pe—
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: i . . . T
é S0 far e departmental proceedings initiated against me on the basis of ..,

Criarge Sheet and Statement of allegations of absence from duty and*' L

involvement.in criminal case are concerned, the said allegations are totally” { , | i
) !

: . el
false, baseless and unfounded. I have already submitted replies to the N
Charge Sheet wherein T have not only refuted the allegations rather have

o |

explained thg-. factual and legal position, as well. Further 1 have:falfeaqy .

explained the}t in my replies that the proceedings against me are based on :

malafide. (Copy of reply to Charge Sheet is attached). - o
! ' i . T p . : ‘ T .

Keepipg in view the above facts and circumstances, and the malice.floating

on sufface of record, the Final Show Cause Notices, may kindly be filed and

[ may be acquitted accordingly. .
=

l Qazi Muhammad Arif,

Sub Inspector No P/470,

ot -\ o>

L LI *
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QOFF:CE OF THE DEPU_T&'_C P IN_!AE‘{-HAHT i
SFECIAL SECURIT o UNI (SS,U) . '
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE i’/
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICES, S.A.Q ROAD, PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 091-9211534) CEaE

3t - G e, | duted Peshawar the (KO 101 72024
. ¢ 2

! ’ This office orser will dispose-off the Gzoarimeniai piocecdings against ASI Oar
Mphammad Arif o, P/470 the then Sk, on the charges/allegations that as reported by
~empony Commander Basha Dam that he had absented himself from his lawful dutizs Vide DI
repsrt No. 06 dated 22.10.2023 til! date without ‘any sanction leave or permission’ of e
competent autherity and as. per source report, he has been enjdying unauthorized self-leave

- without prior permission of the competent authority. ' C .

{n this regard, proper departmental proceedings was initiated ageinst him. He was icsued
charge. sheet ¢t summary of allegations vide Endst: No. 5145/EC, dated 30.10.2023 and M. Shah
Murtaz SI” Nerth SSU (CPEC) was nominated as enquiry officer to conduct inquiry into the
matter. Wi after fulfilling all Codal formalities submitted his findings report, wherein he reparted

- . theu charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations were served upon the alleged Si lo; which he
reulicd thai he is suffering from sciatic pain due to which he is unable to travel long distances as .
weil as perlorming duties. To substantiate his claim he also produced medical prescriptions from
ssrvices hospital and LRH Peshawar. Furthermere. the inquiry officer also recorded the statement
of fuspector Muhammad Basharat Khan wherein he stated that the alteged ASI was on 08 days
sznctioned ieave whose attendance was required on 21.10.2023. However, he failed to report back
fcr his duty ard was marked absent from duty vide DD No. 06, dated 22.10.2023. The inquiry
orficer further added that the alleged AS1 was called time and again for personal hearing but he /
f:iied. Thus, the inquiry officer did not found his reply satisfactory and recommended hin for

suitable punishov.nt.

Later un, he was issued/served with final show cause notice vide this office No. 548351

 daied 211112 5231, The alleged ASI communicated his written statement to the offics: oi

I undersigned, wherein he stated that the charges leveled against him are fake, haseless and

. + * saunfoundedbut failed o represent his justification regarding absence from duty. He was persisteutiy
¢ summonzd for personal hearing but consistentiy faiied to comply with, which shnws’; s lack-¢f

iaterest townrds his official obligations. I -

" . .ngping in view of the above facts, as well as material avaitable on thc.irecord‘and

rscommendation of the enquiry officer, the above named AST deliberately absented himself from
bis lawful duties. Therefore, 1, Deputy Coramandant SSU (CPEC), being the competgnt i'u‘xlhnzity_

_in the exercise of powers vested in me under section 4(b} of Khyber Pakhtunkhwn, Ifolici: Rules

- 1975 {amended in 201 4) hereby awarded him the Major Punishment of “Dismiszal from service”

' with instiesiate effect. His absence period from duty w.e.f. 22.10.2023 till date is treated as luave

-

4
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S VR SR P . (ABDUR RASHID)™

AN v R !'::;-‘Z:MMH , Deputy Commandahi, :

' T - ¥ ' Snccial Security Unit (CPEQ),

e A . I'I‘ Khyber Pakyhtunklfdra,
' Peshawar. !

" Copy of the above is forwarded for informaiion to the: : P
Capital City Pelice Officer, Peshawar. ' 1
SO to Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. :
SsP Admin, North and Malakand Region SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
P4 to Commaadant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

PA to Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshuwar,

Dffiee Supdt: E-1i1, CPO Peshawar.

Accountant, SRC, CC.MTO, VCKOT & Clothing Godown and EC SSU (CPEC).

f.:)ﬂ‘:r:ial Concerned.

Allestad C o
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT )

- KHYBER' PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICES, S.A.Q ROAD, PESHAWAR CANTT (PH: 091-9214056)

SPECIAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU)

ve. 1Y R0— Y ke, -

ORDER

dated Peshawar the 29 /1 A5/ 2024,

b . ’

This order will dispose-off the formal departmental appeal preferred by Assistant Sub.
Inspector Qazi Muhammad Arif No. P/470 of Special Security Unil (CPEC) against the order of
Deputy Commandant SSU {CPEC), wherein he was awarded major punishment of “Ilismisgul
fram Service™ on the allegations that while posted at Upper Kobislan had absented himsel! from

his lawlul duties vide DD report No. 06. dated 22:10.2023 (il the datc of dismissal j.c. 30.01.2024
{101 days) without nny sanction leave or intimation, o

officer reporied that the alleged ASH was found gnilty of the charges leveled against him and
recammended him for major punishiment,

* Later on he was issued/served with final show cause notice and also heard in person by the

competent authority but failed 1a satisty him.

record, he was awarded
L TO9/EC. dated 30.01.2024

hut-in vaii, Alsu from

In the light of recommendation of enquiry officers and ather material available on the
major punishment of “Dismissal from Service” vide order No. 387

~ ¢ .

Feceling aggricved against the impugned orders of Dy: Commandant SSU(CPEC), Khyher
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar., the applicant prelerred the instant appeal. -

4
]

. The applicant was repeatedly summaned for pursonfll hearing t!lrough al utnilable means '
1 perusal of enquiry file it has been found tho' the allegations were fully

estublished against him by the Enquiry OfTicer during the course of enquiry. There doesn't scems

uny infirmity in the onler p

assed by the competent authority, therefore, no ground exist to interlery

- Based on findings nurrated above. I, Commandant SSU {CPEC), Khyber Pakhiunkiiwn,

Peshawar, being 1he competent authority, has. foind no substance in the appeal.- Therefore, (he

same is rejected and filed being meritless.

.)u

Lo W1

Lopy o) the abuve is lorwarded for information to the:
am SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtun khwa Peshawar,
SI' Admin & Minority SSU {CPEC), Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Peshawar,

PA 10 Caminandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.,
- Oficial Coneerned. : “— -

Py Camand

peteted

Order anngunced, |

| & o5/2 .
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~ © COMMANDANT,

Special Security Unit (CPEC),
Khyber Pakhtunkhi,

i ' Peshawar, _’g_
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