Over two years on, ‘suicide bomber’ shot dead by police remains unidentified
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ISLAMABAD: On November 8, 2009, the capital police had shot dead a man near a check point on Margalla Road, Sector E-11, on the outer ring of Islamabad. The police had claimed the man was ordered to disembark from a vehicle, which he did but then continued to approach the check post ignoring shouts to halt. Fearing he was suicide bomber, they had shot at him fatally and alleged that the car carrying him had escaped toward Saddam Chowk on Margalla Road.  
A case over the incident had been registered with the Shalimar Police under different sections, including the Anti-Terrorism Act (ATA).

However, 30 months on, it is a little strange that the police have not established the identity of the ‘suspected terrorist’ despite having an identifiable photograph of the Afghan man thought to be in his mid-20s.

Even the media that had found countless loopholes in the police’s version have forgotten about the affair, and the investigation has all but been closed and buried in papers.

A report written after a year on November 11, 2010 by the then SHO Shalimar Inspector Abid Ikram put the lid on the incident by considering it “untraceable” and made a report in this regard under CrPC 173. He wrote that a fresh report could be initiated if new evidence came to light.

On the other hand, another investigation report written by Sub-Inspector Mohammad Javed Awan on January 1, 2011, stated that the investigation and circumstances of the incident suggested that crime did not fall under the ATA and so struck it off the FIR register on January 7, 2011. The removal of the ATA, suggested that the suspect was not found guilty in conducting any terrorism act.

A judicial inquiry conducted on the order of then interior minister into the killing based on statements of the police officials had been in favour of the police force (see box for more details).

At the same time the judicial inquiry also recommended that the identification of the alleged suicide bomber be confirmed by involving the National Database and Registration Authority (NADRA), and that his photo should be published in all major newspapers. The same inquiry had also recommended that all efforts by made to trace out his family and record their statements regarding the suspect and produce them before the inquiry officer.

However, most of these recommendations have been ignored. On November 12, 2009, the fingerprints of the suspect were given to capital’s Crime Investigation Department for identification. Assistant sub-inspector Abdul Razaq had delivered the prints to superintendent of police CID office.

Later, the fingerprints were sent to NADRA, and a response sent by the Authority on May 17, 2011 stated that efforts were being made to find out the probable match of the prints through the Automated Fingerprints System (AFIS), but no match had been found in their database.

Besides this dead end, the investigators also completely ignored the Police Rules for the identification of the suspect. According to chapter 23 section 18 of the Police Rules, the police are bound to follow the Ishtahar-e-Shor-o-Ghogha – a process whereby the photograph of the unidentified person is sent to all the police stations in Pakistan and published in newspapers for identification.

But, despite holding 27 photos of the ‘suspect’ the investigators neither sent the photos to police stations nor approached print or electronic medical in this regard.

Similarly, the police investigations to identify the deceased was limited to in and around sectors G-10, G-11, F-10, F-11 and E-11, and Golra Sharif and Dhok Kashmirian. The police picked up 22 men, including two Afghans, on suspicion in 18 separate raids from November 28, 2009 to September 30, 2010, but all were later released.

There was also no effort on part of the investigators to cross-examine other suspects captured between October 8, 2009 and January 1, 2011 for their alleged involvement in terrorism to be able to identify this man.

It is all but clear that the police have brushed the issue under the carpet, and we may never know the identity of the Afghan man.

When Dawn tried to contact the supervisory officer – Superintendent of Police Saddar Circle Sajid Kiani – he was not available for his comments over the issue.

Contradictory police statements make their own version questionable
l The FIR and investigation reports state that the suspect disembarked from a four wheel vehicle, model Toyota Vigo. But in his report on December 25, 2009, SI Iftikhar Ahmed claimed to have cordoned off Dhok Kashmirian to trace and intercept Toyota Prado, a visibly different model, which was used in the incident.

l According to the FIR, 10 policemen were present at the spot as well as other vehicles and passers-by, but the police do not have any statement from independent witness.

l Initially, the policemen in their statements said that the suspect was seated in the front passenger seat in the Vigo with tinted glasses, they all failed to note down the registration number plate.

l In another statement, they claimed that the suspect was sitting in the back seat, while there was someone else in the front seat next to the driver

l According to their statements, two policemen fired 10 rounds at the suspect from a distance of nine and 11 feet while three policemen fired 20 shots at the Vigo from a distance of 14 to 20 feet.

l But the fires shot at the Vigo are not mentioned in the FIR nor any other document, except a part of a Zamni where their statements were copied as recorded.

l At the same time, the policemen claimed that after the suspect had been asked to disembark, the driver drove away toward Saddam Chok and they also spotted a man seating at the front seat of the vehicle.

l An official car was parked along the roadside but no move was made to chase the Vigo.

l The statement of a head constable Ali Raza was also found suspicious, as according to the map he was in better position to shoot the suspect instead of the vehicle and in any case his firing at the suspect put two policemen at greater risk.

