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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.895 /2024 

Qazi Muhammad Arif (Appellant)
VERSUS

(Respondents)Inspector General of Police, IChyber Pakhtunkhvva etc

Khyl»er PnUhtukhw*
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS; -

r»lwi-y No.a) fhat the appeal is not based on facts.

b) That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

c) fhat the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

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

//-/gl>:HeU

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

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

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

Service Appeal.

Facts

Para to the extent of appointment as Assistant Sub Inspector through Rhyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Public Service Commission and subsequent assumption of charge 

pertains to Service record needs no comments. While rest of the Para is not plausible 

because every police officer is under obligation to perform his duties with dediealion, 

devotion and sincerity. Moreover, 13 years unblemished service record at the credit ol‘ 

appellant docs not exonerate the appellant from his future wrong deeds.

Plea taken by the appellant is not justifiable because every police ofTiccr is duly 

bound to serve at those places/unils where the competent authority transfers him as in 

this department no room lies for any lethargy.

Plea taken by the appellant is totally ill based rather a cooked one because as per 

record the appellant was granted 01 week bed rest while the appellant absented himself 

from his legal duty w.e.f 22.10.2023 to 30.01.2024. It is Pertinent to mention here that 

the appellant had submitted application for grant of long leave wherein he incnlioned 

the ground for such long leave as urgent piece of work while in the instant para he 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 to be set at 

naught being berefl of any substance.

1)

2)

^ 3)



4) Incorrect, brief facts arc that ASI Qazi Muhammad Arif No. IV470 (the appellant) 

while posted at Basha Dam, District Upper Kohistan had absented himself from his 

lawful duties 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 were initiated against him. Me was 

served with Charge Sheet alongwith summary of allegations vide ofilcc 1-ndst: No. 

5145/liC, dated 30.10.2023 & Mr. Shah Mumtaz SP North SSU (CPRC) was 

nominated as enquiry officer to unearth the actual facts. The BO reported that charge 

sheet alongwith summary of allegations were served upon the appellant to which he 

replied that he is suffering from sciatic pain due to which he is unable to travel long 

distances as well as performing duties. To substantiate his claim, he also produced 

medical prescriptions from services hospital and LRl I Peshawar, furthermore, the 

enquiry officer also recorded that statement of Inspector Muhammad Basharal Khan 

wherein he stated that the said ASI was on 08 days sanctioned leave whose attendance 

was due 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 enquiry olllccr 

further added that the appellant was called time and again for personal hearing but he 

failed, 'fhus, the enquiry officer did not found his reply satisfactor>' and recommended 

him for punishment.

Later on the Appellant was issued/served with Final Show Cause Notice vide 

office Bndst No.5489/lX dated 21.11.2023. However, he communicated his written 

statement to the office of respondent No.Ol, wherein the Appellant slated 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 summoned 

for personal hearing but consistently failed to comply with, which shows his lack of 

interest towards his official obligations.

Keeping in view the above facts and recommendation of the enquiry officer, as 

well as material available on the record, the above named ASI deliberately absented 

himself from his lawful duties. Therefore, the Appellant was awarded major 

punishment of “Dismissal from Service” vide office order No.387-99/lvC dated 

30.01.2024. Copies of Charge sheet alongwith summary allegation, reply of 

charge sheet, medical prescriptions from services hospital, Finding report. Final 

Show Cause Notice, Reply of Final Show Cause Notice, Dismissal order, rejection 

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

advised by the doctor for just 01 week bed rest but he5) Incorrect, the Appellant was

absented himself deliberately from his lawful duly 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 

appellant has tailored this story which has no legal footing to stand on.



ir

6) Incorrect, after conducting a. proper departmental enquiry and giving ample 

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 due consideration but found unsatisfactory. However, based 

on recommendation of the enquiry officer. The Appellant was Dismissed from 

Service by the respondent No.Ol, being the competent authority in exercise of powers 

vested to him under section 4(b) of Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Police Rules 

1975(amcndcd 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 mcritlcss and bereft of any legal 

footings.

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 arc plethora of judgments passed 

by the Apex Court of Pakistan according to which criminal proceedings are two 

different entities which can run parallel. The outcome of criminal proceedings will 

have no binding effects on the departmental proceedings. In this regard reliance is 

placed on Para pertains to Court record. Furthermore, Court proceedings and 

departmental proceedings arc two different entities and can run side by side. Acquittal 

in a criminal case would not lead to exoneration of a civil servant in departmental 

proceedings. His act brought a bad name for the entire force. Similarly, the august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgments reported Dr. Sohail Hassan Khan and 

others vs. Director General (Research), Livestock and Dairy Development 

Department. Punjab, Lahore and other (2020 SCMR 1708), held that a civil servant 

cannot escape from departmental proceedings or consequences thereof account of his 

acquittal/exoneration in a criminal charge arising out of the same impugned 

transaction; these two are entirely different jurisdictions with different standards of 

proof as well as procedure; criminal prosecution requires strict proof through a 

narrowly jacketed procedure and, thus, State’s failure on criminal plane docs not 

provide shield of double jeopardy to a delinquent officer. In the ease ofDistrici Police 

OfTiccr mainwali and 2 others vs. Amir Abdul Majid 2021 SCMR 420 the august 

Apex Court again held that a civil servant lacing expulsive proceedings on 

departmental side on account of his indictment in criminal charge not save his job in 

the event of acquittal as the department still may have reason/ material, to 

conscionably consider his stay in the service as inexpedient; there are additional 

to disregard his acquittal inasmuch as criminal dispensation of justice 

involving corporeal consequences, comparatively, requires higher standard of proof

7)

F

8)

F
9)

10)

reasons
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drive home the charge beyond doubt, an exercise to be routed through a

SO as to
procedure stringently adversarial, therefore, faetuality 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 crimmal

the other hand, canof abundant caution. Departmental jurisdiction, onjustice out 
assess the suitability of a civil servant, confronted with a charge through a fact finding

without heavier procedural rider, olhcnviscmethod, somewhat inquisitorial in nature 

required the criminal jurisdiction to eliminate 

tribunal has undoubtedly misdirected

y potential risk of error, therefore, the 

itself in reinstating the respondent, considering
where under he has

an

in isolation to the totality of circumstanceshis acquittal criterion 

succeeded to vindicate this position.

11) Para not related hence, needs no comments.
12) The instant service appeal is not maintainable and liable to be dismissed on following 

Grounds.

Grounds
quite legal, within jurisdiction

accordance with law/rules as well as principles of natural justice.
B Incorrect, plea taken by the appellant is totally devoid of any legal footing. As 

discussed earlier the appellant afier availing 01 week bed rest was under obligat.on 

his arrival. However, instead he willfully and deliberately absented

.f 22.10,2023 to 30.01.2024. Besides the stance of

all orders passed by the authorities arcA. Incorrect, 

and in

to report 
himself from his lawful duty w.c

ill based because he had submitted

account of urgent piece of work at home. While in
filed

appellant regarding his illness is also

application for long leave
the instant para he took plea of illness which is totally against his application

, in order to avoid the issue of willful absence, the

on

by him for long leave Mcncc
of illness which is totally against the materialappellant has taken the stance

available on record. It is worthwhile that plea of appellant regarding
is also berefi of any legal fooling because

coram non-

judicc in terms of awarding punishment
amended 2014 isattached with the Police Rules 1975 asthe perusal of schedule 

very much clear regarding the competency of awarding punishment. Therclore, in
is liable to be set at naught being devoid ollight of above, the stance of appellant is

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 monelary benefits on Ihe principle 

of “no work no play” as laid down by the Apex Court in number of ilsjudgmenls.

c.• i.
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Para already explained in detail in the proceedings paras hence, needs 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/Policc Rules 1934 and is governed by the law/rulcs ibid, hence, stance of 

appellant is not plausible rather a whimsical one having no legal footing.

Incorrect. As discussed earlier Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were 

initiated against him during the course of which all legal and codal fonnalitics 

were fulfilled including right of self-defense to the appellant but he failed to 

produced even a single iota of evidence in his defense except that stance advanced 

by the appellant which is solely based on fictions.

Incorrect, after perusal of enquiry file it has been found that the allegations were 

fully established against the appellant by the enquiry officer during the course of 

enquiry. There doesn’t seem any infirmity in the order passed by the competent 

authority, therefore, no ground exist to interfere in same. Based on finding 

narrated above, the respondent No.02 has found no substance in the appeal. 

Therefore, the same was rejected and filed being mcrillcss.

Para explained earlier 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 legal, within jurisdiction 

and in accordance with law/rules as well as principles of natural justice.

Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is totally ill based because the orders passed 

by the respondents are in accordance with law/rules after taken into consideration 

the entire materials available on record as well after through probe into the 

allegations leveled against the appellant. Hence, after proper sifting of grains irom 

the chaff, when the guilt of the appellant was established he was awarded 

appropriate punishment which does commensurate with the gravity ol'misconduct 

of appellant.
The respondents seek permission of this Hon’blc Tribunal to raise additional 

grounds also at lime of hearing of instant Service Appeal.

D.

i.- F.

i-:

G.

H.

I.

J.

K.

L.

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

dismissed being barred by law & devoid of merits, please.
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Dy: COMMANDANT^U (CPEC) 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police 
Peshawar

(Respondent No.Ol)
(TARIQ IQBAL)

Incumbent

COMMANDANT SSU (CPEC) 
Khyber Kaknlunkhwa, Police 

/ Peshawar , 
(R^ponde

(MUHAIJWM Ad|sIJ LfeMAN) 
i^uiiibW
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1/
!
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t
DIG LEGAL, CPQ^

For Inspector General ofjjdlice Khyber 
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(Respondent No.03)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) 

IncumbepL
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.895 /2024

(Appellant)Qazi Muhammad Arif
VERSUS

(Respondents)Inspector General of Police, Khybcr Pakhiunkhwa etc

AUTHORITY LETTER
v:

Mr. Khyal Roz DSP/Legal, SSU (CPEC), Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar is 

authorized to submit Para-wise Comments/reply in above captioned Service Appeal on 

behalf of respondents in Hon’ble Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
1 •

ANT SSU (CPEC) 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police

Peshawar ^
(Respondent No.Ol) yy 

(TARIQ IQBAL)
Incumbent

COMMAND/WT SSU (CPEC) 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police 

Belshawar
(Rcs[wnWnt No.02) 

(MUHAMMAD^^I^MAN) 
[ncunn^u/

PS I*

DIG LEGAL, CPO 
For Inspector General of police Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No.03)

(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) 
Incumb^

PSP



BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAT-'1

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.895 /2024•>

(Appellant)Qazi Muhammad Arif
VERSUS

(Respondents)Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa etc

AFFIDAVIT

1, 1'ariq Iqbal, 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.

V'

r

PSP(TARIQ IQBAL)
Dy: Commandant SSU (CPEC) 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawq 

(Respondent No. 1)

/

■;
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CHARGE SHEET

I
Whereas I, Abdur Rashid PSP, Deputy Commandant S'SU (CPEC), 

- ■ Peshawar,, am satisfied that a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules 

l'975 is necessary Ss expedient in the subject case against SI Oazi Muhammad 

Arif No. P/470.

1.

r.

[5

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.
« * ' «

Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules, I,

Deputy Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPEC), Peshawar hereby charge 
(

SI Oazi Muhammad Arif No. P/470 under Rule 5 (4) of the Police Rules 1975.

3.

■■•A

i\
1. As reported by Company Commander Basha Dam that you SI Oazi/

Muhammad Arif No, P/470 absented yourself from your lawful duties

Vide DD report No. 06 dated 22; 10.2023 till date without a^y

sanction leave or permission of the competent authority.
i N'

As per source report, you have been enjoying unauthorized self-

•leave'Without prior pqrraission of the competent authority.

Being a responsible police official, these acts of yours is highly 

objectionable and renders you liable for disciplinary proceedings under 

the Police Rules 1975.

1

II.

III.

I hereby direct you further under Rule 6 (I) (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 to why action should not be taken against you and also stating at the 

same time whether you desire to be heard in person.

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. , -

4.

5.

■ 1

rtHID)PSP
Deputy Commandant 

Special Security Unit (CPEC), iytV-..—
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

if 7 ^
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STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS >

I, Abdur Rashid PSP, Deputy Commandant SSU’(CPEC) as competent 
authority, am of the opinion that SI Oazi Muhammad Arif No. P/470 has 

rendered himself liable to be proceeded against departmentally as he has
. ; I

committed the following acts/omission within the meaning of section 03 of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules^ 1975.

1.

§

* •*
y•A .

1. As reported by Company Commander Basha Dam that-SI Oazi’ 
i *

Muhammad Arif No. P/470 absented himself from lawful duties Vide
1| '

DD report No. 06 dated 22.10-.2023 till.date without any sanction 

leave or permission of the competent authority. r.,.■■, /

As per source report, he has been enjoying unavjthorized self-leave ' 

without prior permission of the competent authority.

11.

I
Being'a responsible police official, these acts of his is highly objectionable 

and renders him liable for disciplinary proceedings under the "Police 

Rules 1975.

III.

\\

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 (CPECI is appointed as Enquiry Officer under Rule 5 (4) of Police 
Rules 1975.'

5

3. The Enquiry Officer shall in-accordance with the provision of the Police 

Rules (1975), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Official 
and make recommendations as to punish or other action to be taken against the 

accused official.
*. \

i i

lOpsp
Deputy Commandant 

Special Security Unit (CPEC),
IChyber Pakhtunkhwa, ^ 

Peshawar.

(AB

No. S/^/.S /EC, dated Peshawar the //O /2023.
k '.f'

Copy to:- •
The Inquiry Officer.
The Concerned official.-

1. (
\2. ,:,

V •

\
H\__r—

. t
.■t
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^ SERVICES HOSPITAL PESHAWAR'^"' 
1 GOVERNWIENT OF KPK

OPD REGISTRATION

o

S
f?>A-

\

QAZI ARIF
Age-Name. MALESex

GENERAL OPD PESHAWARDepartment Address
185591-23 06-11-2023

Dated—.Hospital Yearly No.

History R/-

V
.

linic. imination

3
■^ro^ional Diagnosis

.

r\a V
\

r'

Investigations

^h^eijic Surgeon.
)fllice/ServicesHosp»ai

Pesnav/ar
Doctor on Duty.

llu
c^/5/z -ssu&pr^) 
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o^'E vlFh^ElFTHE SUPERINTENDENT OFjPOLlCE J
Blf ^eIStMAZARA region l^JANSEHRA.
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MIIHAMM^n AR1F 470/R ^

Kind y refer to your letter No. 51 
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‘ Memo: ’• 7.•;4 ; 5145/EC da^.d Peshawar 30.10.2023.
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allegations }
t.

4o|y. '^^^ru»n:rappLted
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prOGEEDINGS:-
^Enquiry proceeain4 were initiated Constable Adnan No. 856

Sa 'Qazi .Mnliam^ad Arif No. 479/P vide DD No. 11,
was deputed io dpliver/serve a eopy of g j(.,ivered to the defaulter otT.cer
dated 01.11.2023. Sirtrilarly-a eopy of eharge * d

i I i ^ ^ '1 ' . . he is suffering from sciatic pain due to
vC Im his statement, 4te. staled that . substantiate

I i ■beshivaJin^xirlfiig ■■•'I

r I iof08 daffro| in0,202»atten^^cewa^req^^

I 1 I f|conacti;n|inifn|it4d||C”). |:

! ill
S i ilyf' ^5- Ij I f , ,• 2I3 he went to Peshaw* so as to deliAr/serve the W

£lAfcS5iS” "• “ “
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found that defaulter officer
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^ defaulter officer. 1-le tried to contact him through his mobile number 03151996799 but he 
has switched off his mobile phone. He returned to SSU Roznamcha police lines 
Mansehra and handed over the charge sheet to Moharrar (Annex, “D”).

I he delaulter officer did not bother to appear before the enquiry officer 
within stipulated lime of 07 days. Later statement of Qazi Arif received through 
register post on 06.11.2023 but he failed to appear in person. His sending written 
statement is suflicient proof that he is well aware about his departmental enquiry. He is 
willingly avoiding to join departmental enquiry and also willfully avoiding to join 
investigation. However, the avaijable record was perused and the enquiry 
in his'absence. (Annex, “E”)

on

/

was conducted

FtNDtiN'CS: -

After going through the process of enquiry, relevant statements, and perusal ’’ 
found that the defaulter otTicer SI Qazi Muhammad Arif hasof available record it was

been charged in case FIR No. 119, dated 21.02.2022 U/S 302/365/201 PS Secretariat 
Islamabad (Annex, “F”) when he was posted in CTD Peshawar. On 16.05.2023 he 
transferred from C'fD to SSU (CPEC) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and posted at Bhasha Dam 
from where he intentionally absented himself knowingly that he is wanted in the case.

was

SI Qazi Muhammad Arif is proclaimed offender (Annex, “G”) and 
deliberately avoids to appear/jqin the enquiry proceedings. He was also informed by ' 
Inspector Basharal Khan regarding in the instant enquiry proceedings but he turned deaf 
car and, failed to appear in person. The act of the defaulter officer ; 
misconduct on his part in the meanings of Police Rules-1975.

RECOMMtLNDATinNS- .

imounts to gross

Keeping in view the aforementioned facts, it is therefore, recommended
majA be.avyarded suitablethat Sub-Inspector Qazi Muhammad Arif No. 470/P

punishment, if agreed.-'

Siiperiniciui^-ii of Police 
SSU (CPEC) Nort
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I'KrNAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
IS I

‘•’I Commandant, Special Security Unit (CPIBC), Peshawar, asV

1 jDepuiy
competent authority, under the provision of police Disciplinary Rules 1975 do hereby serve 

SI Oa7.i Muhammad Arif No. PM7Q final show cause notice.
The Enquiry Officer, Mr. Shah Mumtaz SP North SSL) (CPEC) alter 

completion of departmental proceedings, has found you SI Oazi Muhammad Arif Na 

P/470 guilty of the charges leveled against in the charge sheei/staieinent of allegations and

upon you
t

I

recommended for you suitable punishment.

' And whereas, the undersigned is satisfied that you SI Qazi Muhammad Ani

No. P/470 deserve the punishment in the light of the above said enquiry papers.
impose upon you the penally of1, competent authority, have decided to 

minor/major punishment under police Disciplinary Rules 1975.
You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the minor/major penalty1.

should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
If 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
2.

defense to put in and inno

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

N •

vsv(ABDllfr RASHID) 
Deputy Commandiinl, 

Special Security Unit (CPbC) 
IChyber Pakhiunkhwa. 

Peshawar.
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/EC dated Peshawar the / //q.6hl /2023.No
i Copy to official Concerned.
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, ■'^eply to Final Show Cause Notice No 5489 d 

Respected Sir,

tonn, »„ S489 ,„a S490 »
Of the stated Show Cause Notices rin nnf a- , “ both
illegalities, i.eguladties oc .isconduc^, a^Stiin^.f '

ated 21-11-2023,
U'! ^1-

d »•
•' .it •:
^1-

Both the Show Cause Notices mentions 

specificotion,

«IX* «no,„
comprehensionasto Why the Stated sTn- r it is beyond
I. « ..ho., s„«n,C ,5"""“ ”

fit:

ii
Even copies of inquiry reports allegedly conducted 

orficers have not been provided to me which is by the same inquiry 

also mandatory under dielaw.

1*“.SSS “ ■ ">■*
further rnguiry proceedings s Tone
support of the allegations nor Ls I a LZrr!?®'' "
I was never called for cross p ■ k my side; further more
inquiries are nullity in the eyes of laT ' alleged

V « .

■

/ ,•

cause Notices are i^::^

c'..\ .liable to-b? Piled.. I
■

Aiticie lO./A of the Constitution
, is bent

rules more particularly in violation of 
of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

OSpjL-^udCPiFc )
tl-1 V, *•
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I
Su far Liie departmeniai proceedings initiated against me on the basis of 
Ciiaige Sheet and Statement of allegations of absence from duty'and ‘ 
involvement Jn criminal case are concerned, the said allegations are totally ' - 
false, baseless and unfounded. I have already submitted replies to the 

Charge Sheet wherein I have not only refuted the allegations rather have 

explained the factual and legal position, as well. Further I hav£/already ■- 
explained that in my replies that the proceedings against me are based on^ ^ 
malafide. (Copy of reply to Charge Sheet is attached).
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Keeping in vi^ew the abpve facts and circumstances, and the malice.floating 

or, surface of record, the Final Show Cause Notices, may kindly be filed and 

I may be acquitted accordingly.

I

-A
v

Qazi Muhammad Arif, 

Sub Inspector No P/470,

oi-\ v»-\ 9^'^ V
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M^SA^^RA.NTOFFICE OF THE DEPUT^CQ:

SPECIAL SECURITy^I^ir (SSU)
KHYBER PAKjrrUNKSlWA POLICE

VWAR CAl-nr (PHi 091-9211041 
dijled Pff^hswnrthe /Ol_/2024.

IXii

q.^TRAU POLICE OFFICES, S-A.Q ROAD,

i7o'3® •■: IifL/Ec.t /

f
t

■n,is oir.ce croer will dispose-off the c!.p.r(merAC.i proceedings against
Arif Nn. P/470 the then SI. on the charges/allegations that as reported h,. 

"ri^^rommander Basha Dam that he had absented himself from his lawful duties Vide DD 
dated 22 10.2023 till date without any sanction leave or permission o. i„e

he has been enjoying unauthorized sclf-lcavc
{

leoorl No. 06
competent authority and as. per source report, h 

. , withmi! prior ivjrmission of the competent authority.
In thi'. regard, proper departmental proceedings initiated against him He was i-sued 

charar. sheet’A summary of allegations vide Endsti No. 5145/EC. dated 30.10.2023 and Mr. Sn.M, 
Miimiaz SI' North SSU (CPEC) was nominated as enquiry ofTicer to conduct inqui^ m 
mailer, who after fulfilling all Codal fomialities submitted his fi.ndmgs 

• '■hare- sheet alongwilh summary of allegaiioiw were served upon the alleged SI to. which h 
■ milled tt he U suffering from sciatic pain due to which he is unable to travel long d« as . 

w'’!' ju pc'lbrming duties. To substantiate his claim he also produced medical PJ^s^np.io . •
■ ''' Furthermore, the inquiry officer also recorded the statement

was on 08 days

J *,

;
I •

!™^ctor Basharal Xhan .vherein ht staled IhM tha alleged ASl
i

/

s'.iital'lc punishm..nt.

Later on, lie was
diicd tl 11.2023. The alleged ASIi.nrtersiEncd wherein he stated that the charges leveled against him are _

interest towards his official obligations.

issued/served with final show cause notice vide this office No. .
communicated his written statement to the offuc ol

fake, baseless r’-nd:*

i
Ii

' " .Keeping in view of the above facts, as well as material available on

E5S325SS5SS%
■ ^ do^ m 2014) hceby awarded him the M.jo, Pamd-ment of “Diammat fidm aeryice

i . ■ L ahsLce period fmm doty w.e.f. 21.0.2023 till date ,s tteated as leave

'.vithmit pay. / ;
1.

I
I t

■PSHI (
Deputy Commandant, ; 

Special Security Unit (CPEQ, 
; Khybcr Paklitunkinva. I 

Peshawar.

.......•• •; i;-i.• V- • r

if'.

■ Copy of the above is forwarded for informauon to the: ;

( CaniialCitv Police Officer. Peshawar. ' , „ .
7 p5) to I'nsiywtor General of Police. KhybcrPakhlunkhwaP«hawar
T SsP fiomm. North and Malakand Region SSU (CPEQ, l^ybcrPakhtunkhwa. 
4' to Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khybcr
3' PA to Dy; Commandant SSU (CPEC), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
4 Office SopiiiiE-m.CPO Peshawar.
1. Accountant. SRC, CC. MTO, VC KOT & Clothing Godown 
S. OfficialConccrned.

and EC SSU (CPEC).

\
. \ I

ui/ibidinic KepuDlic of-Pakistan, 1973.w. i^CiLULIXJl I

DSp/L-SSU^.Cp(=0 

n - ^ /
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT 
SPECJAL SECURITY UNIT (SSU) 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA POLICE
CEfTTRAL POLICE OFFICES. jOAD. PESHAWAR CANTT fPM-

mRo—

li
.1\

No. /EC. daied Peshawar the / Q^/ 2o24,

OROfiR4
I •.!

IJe,n,iy Commandani SSU (CPEC). wlierein he^vas award J major puiiisI mSm^^^ ‘

{101 days) wiihout any siinclion leave or inlimalion.

ti
'i- '111

of dismissal i.c. 30.01.-2024

sSSSESSSSrecommended him for ninjor pimishmcnl.

• Uler on he was issued/served with nnnl show cause nolice and also lic-ir,l; 
eompeieni auihortiy bui lailed.in saiisfy him.

In ihe

tn person by ilie

t

hu, j; AitiifairiiSof «" "«»■»
esiablished against him by (he EnouirvOmccrH “l'‘^t5aiions were fully

NellllC*

t.
t

(
no ground c.xisi to inicrfere

"■ t ' ' :\1

I

I
Order announced.

(IRFA^iJAKlQ)^'’ ! 
COMMANDANT. ' 

Special Security Unit (CPHC). 
• Khybcr i’nkhlunklura.' 

I’tfshawar.

!

I

.{.npy nl (he above ,s for^^•ardecf for infonnalion lo ihe:
1. IV SSU (CPEC). Khybcr Pakhtunkhu-u Peshawar
-. -^1 Adni.n & Mmortly SSU (CPEC). Khybcr Pakhlunkhvvu Peshau-ar

ML f/t J \

t-lll-s'L J\
, \ I

DJpJ L- - £su apt'c)
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jScamScanner

tel. li'1 i
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