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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1385/2024Appeal No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No,

321»

1- 27-Aug-24 The appeal of Mr. IKRAM UTXAH presented 

today by Mr. MUIIAMMAD ABDUU.AH BALOCH 

Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single 

Bench at D.l.Khan on 16-Sep-24. Pareha.Pcshi given to 

counsel for the appellant.

V

By order of the Chairman
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d before the KHYRFR PAKKTIINKHWA SF13VTPF TPTPTmAi 
PESHAWAR AT CAMP DFRA TSMATT yWAN

138sService Appeal No. /2024

IkraiTi) USiah s/o Muhammad Saleem caste Gandapur r/o Zafrabad- 

Colony, Dera Ismail Khan, Ex-Head Constable Belt No. 1015 last posted at Police

line D.I.Khan.

Appellant

VERSUES

1. Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan region.

2. District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER' NO. 2380/EC DATED

25/04/2024 (OB No. 7461 DATED 25/04/2024) WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED “MAJOR PtJNISMIENT OF DISMISSAL

FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT” AND APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE

ORDER N0.5188/ES dated 01/08/2024 D.I.Khan /OB NO. 1396 DATED!

07/08/20241 OF THE APPELLATE AUTHORITY WHEREBY APPEAL WAS ,

REJECTED.

Note: That the addresses of the Parties given in the heading of the 

Petition are true and correct for the purpose of service.

Respected Sir;

1. That the appellant was initially appointed in Police Department on 

27/07/2007. Later on, due to the appraisal efficiency of the appellant, he



was promoted as Head constable. Before the inflection of punishment; by 

the District Police Officer, DlisChan (dated 25/04/2024), the appellant had 

been performing his duties as tjC check post, darazinda, D.I.Khan. Copies 

of CNIC and Service Card of the appellant are annexed as Annexure-A &

4

A/I.

2. 'I'hat to utmost surpiise, one fine morning, the Worthy RPO DIKhari 
issued statement of allegations of “involvement in s muggling of Iranian
Oil”, suspended the appellant along with other officials.

3. That consequent upon suspension, the District; Police'Officer, DIKhan 

issued charge sheet and statement of allegations, wherein, allegations

leveled that while posted at Darazinda' Check Post DIKhan, 
appellant was involved in the smuggling of Iratiian oil. Copies of charge 

sheet and statement of allegations is annexed as “Annextire B & B/1”.

4. That, SP city D.I.Khan was appointed as an inquiry officer to conduct 

inquiry in accordance with the provisions of Police Rules, 1975. A

corrigendum vide No. 2215/EC dated D.I.Khan 19./04/2024 was issued
' i

and period of posting of appellant was mentioned w.e.f 23/02/2024 to 

07/03/2024 as I/C Check Post Darazinda. Though, the appellant properly 

replied the charge sheet. Copy of corrigendum and reply of charge sheet is 

annexed as Annexure C & C/l”.

were

A

5. That competent authority, district police officer (DPO D.I.Khan) issued 

impugned Office order No. 2380/EC Dated 25/04/2024 (OB No. 7461 

Dated 25/04/2024) whereby appellant was ' awarded “MA.10R 

PUNiSMIENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT^ 

Copy of impugned order is annexed as “Annexure D”.

6. That impugned order was received to the appellant on 06/05/2024- 

Appeliant filed departmental appeal to the appellate authority (Regional 
police officer, D.I.khan region) on 20/05/2024. Cop}' of the departmental 

appeal is annexed as “Annexure- E”.

7. That the appellate authority, worthy Regional ■ police officer, vides its 

impugned order N0.5I88/ES dated D.LKhan 01/08/2024 (OB NO. 1396. 

Dated 07/08/2024) rejected the appeal and thereby upheld the order ’’

C



(3
/

4 passed by DPO D.T.khan. Copy of the impugned order of appellate 

authority is annexed as “Annexure-F’h
:

i-

8. That copy of the impugned office order of appellate authority 

received on 09/08/2024. The appellant has, however, moved: a revision 

under rule 11-A of the rules, 1975, .which has not been decided by the
I f

worthy Inspector general of Police, KP. Copy of the revision is'annexed as 

“Annexurc -G”.

was:

I

9. That after the issuance of original and appellate iauthority order, cause of 

action has been accrued to the appellant for instant service appeal; hence, 

the instant service appeal is being filed, inter alia on the following 

grounds. - •

GROUNDS
\

1. That the impugned office orders of the respondents order No. 2380/EC 

Dated 25/04/2024 (OB No. 7461 Dated 25/o|4/2ti24) and order NO. 

5188/ES dated D.I.Khan 01/08/2024 (OB NO. il396 Dated 07/08/2024)' 

are against law, against service rules, void and are in sheer violation of 

KP Police rules, 1975 (amended 2014) and KP Government Servant 

(E&D) rules 2020.

2. That not a single iota of evidence is available on the record'to prove any
; ; j '

nexuses of the appellant with the allegations. The allegations are based on 

surmises and conjunctures. Allegations against; the appellant are false, 

erroneous, illegal void ab-initio, hence, the impugned orders are liable to 

be set aside.

3., That after submission of reply of allegations, the appellant was not taken 

on-board by the enquiry officer. Appellant is) .entirely unaware about 

enquiry proceedings. Besides, enquiry was conducted in such a haste 

manner that copy of enquiry report was not provided to the appellant. The 

appellant was not dealt with according to the law and rules.

• i.

■



^ 4. That the impugned order is patently illegal, void ab-initio, unwarranted^ ! i

and legally not sustainable in the eyes of law on the ground that appellant 

was not given an opportunity of being heard. The impugned order

infringing the valuable vested rights, thus liable to be set aside on this
1

score alone. • ' : . ' .
< ' I . '

5. That the Inquiiy officer was under the mandate to dig out the real facts of ' ■

the allegations and appellant has a right that evidence (oral or 

documentary) be confronted to him. So, he must have an opportunity to 

rebut the same. Thus, enquiry officer sheerly committed illegality and 

violated article 10-A of the constitution of Islamic E.epublic of Pakistan,
1973 by not conducting fair trial.

6. That the appellant was not given an opportunity do confront the evidence 

collected against him by the inquiry officer, even the appellant did not 

know that what evidence was collected by the inquiry officer against the 

appellant. Moreover, the appellant was not given- any opportunity to cross 

examine any witnesses against him, even the iappellant did not kiiow 

whether any witness was examined or has given any statement against the 

appellant.

7. That appellant was awarded major punishment :but competent authority 

did not issue any final show cause notice, which is a grass illegality. The 

impugned order itself showing that rules has: not been followed and 

fundamental rights of appellant has been violated,

8. That corrigendum was issued vide No. 2215/liC dated D.I.Khan 

19.04.2024 qua charge sheet No. 1977-9/EC ddted 09.04.2024, wherein 

dates of period of postings were rectified. Corrigendum showing period of 

posting, of appellant at Darazinda check post from 23/02/2024 ;to 

07/03/2024. However, that was actually till 05/04/2024. Total days corhe’ | ;
I «

as approximately 15. The appodlant has very clearly put forth true facts 

and events before enquiry officer. In this regard, reference can be made to 

• the reply submitted by the appellant. The appellant took charge on 

24/04/2024. Darazinda check post has very sad history being multiple 

tinies attacked by terrorists. During posting of appellant, check post was • :
i \

■? '



©
attacked by terrorists at night. Besides, due to flood and land sliding, 

the road often remained closed. Particularly, from 01/03/2024
I

04/03/2024, dera-yyob road remained closed for any kind of traffic due to 

flood and land sliding and this fact was disclosed in media also. Enquiry 

officer was under the mandate to bring this fabt on record but appellant 

remain victim of partiality.

9. That there is neither a single complaint nor anyiapplication was submitted 

against the present appellant throughout his services-.

10. That this Hon’ble Tribunal is competent and has ample powers to adjudge 

the matter under Appeal.

11. That the counsel for Appellant may be allowed to argue additional 

grounds at the time of arguments.

once

to

(

i

!

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this 
appeal, IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER NO. 2380/EC DATEP 25/04/2024 
(OB No. 7461 DATED 25/04/2024^ WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN AWARDED “MA.IOR PUNISMIENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE
WITH IMMEDIATE EFFF.CT” AND ORDER N0.5188/ES dated Pj.Khan
01/08/2024 (OB NO. 1396 DATED 07/08/20241 may kindly be set aside. 
The appellant may kindly be re-instated into service with all back 
benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in circumstances of the case 

may also be allowed in favour of appellant in the large interest of 
justice. ^

Dated; 2^/08/2024
YtSurs Humble Appellant 

m Ullah) ;

\

rough Counsel
Muhammad Abdullah baloch

Advocate Supreme Court 
Dera Ismail Khan 

(0314693255)

I



4 BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTTTNI^HWA SERYTCF, TRTRTTNAI 
PESHAWAR AT CAMP DERA TSMAtT. KHAN.

Service Appeal No. /2024

Versus Regional Police officer etc
(Resnondentsl -(Appellant)

Service Appeal

VERIFICATION

Verified on oath at D.I.Khan, this 26^^ day of August, 2024, that
all contents of the above appeal are true and correct and appellant have not 

liled an appeal regarding the subject controversy, ea’dier in tf^is- august 

Tribunal.

AppellantDated: 2<;708/2024 •

AFFIDAVIT

. • , I, tkram Ullah, appellant herein, do hereby solemnly affirm on 

oath that all parawise contents of‘the accompanying appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge, belief and information; that nothing has 

been concealed or kept secret from this worthy Tribunal

•o6^-•iC/08/2024 Deponent
-\, Xlio
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER ! 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN
iC' o’lor. '■.ji'jiiH',.' r,i. 1 r

Nq.^2JS /EC i
■ -D.I.Khnn the 5

CORRIGENDUM I*»

Ret<?i-eiKe this office charge sheet Nos notes against each their 

far it relates to the posting of tf>Q said IJpper/Lower subordinates may be read as per 

riven in Column rCo.OS, of the beiovv meniioncd table: '

names sc
i!

01 02 03 . 04
St; —iName & No. Posting Charge Sheer No.,

SHO PS D;!f.-l3an OlKhan . . ;
1 ;•Si Atra Ullah No.86/D vv.c from 1 1.05.2020 to 23.04.2021 & 

.'X;:?.!5-0-9 2023 to 26.11.2023 i 
DSP Office Dara^indt^ w.e from 1 
30..U.202j 10 07.04,2024 
'nucharge p.-if3,-inda Check Post PS ; 
Darab^n w.e (rom 23.02.2024 to 
07.03.2024 !

N‘).1971-73/fC. datcd OO,C4.24
.;

2 SI RehiiKn tJlkih Mo.133/D Nn.l974-76/E(:, dated 03,04,24 i'
;

3 HC ikrani Ulltih No.1015 Ni).1977-79/EC, dared 00.04.24 ;
✓ i

!/C Check Post Mughal Kot w.e froi i ; 
25.10.2023 to 15-12.2023

HC Nn.2076/L4 No.1980-82/EC damd 0'3.Qd„24 ; . r/
\

\
1;

il!' I
IKt Ppice Officer

_^;Deri} Ismaii Khan

I :'!
/ECNo. dated

Copy of above is submiited to:-
Odi /202.4,. /f

1. TheRegional Police Officer DlKhan for favor of;info.rmai:ion w/r to his office letter 
No.224g-5l/ES, dated 08,04.2023, .

2. The Superintendent of Police, City DIKhan with the!direction to finalise the 
enquiries io .stipulated period of time.

3- Ail aboveirtienrion; accused Upper/Lower Subordinates.

$ Deri ismaibKhsn



;

: -I a4//

:
I

t .
s*

• i

.

i

) ':
i\

>.y.*^22l5,'.EC:/:fCORRrGENDUM^09.04.2024^'^j'1977/iEC/:^

^ : f

-U>-4>2:,>j2w^^J’j:i:j(]iy(^07.03.2024f23.02.202'4^-^}^

!
, !

;
^L-{DPOwi;>vjl;^i9.04.2024

V ** • • •

i

; • t;.
*1;
<

!
. »1

'
!

3lf jU^

:

/'

. c

(jlR--yci:04.0;3.20241:*0l.03.2024yJ.r'-,O7,;il.,^U;/ri/^,>/,jLi^iy,g^^^^>^y^f=^

Jlf • :
!

I
i

T

,i*

.:i to be 

Vfrue Copy :

5,

I : i
;

1:



i

■ •

■

' :•

t:
•1.

!
►;* i

■

1 •

; .;i-; ■: ;

!
i

.Adoo anJi B
sq o:^l*

:r<
t

.. , • r;<•
f. .!

yi 1

i.

i'j>M'l';
’7'

i • ,/YM.'

■!

V

;

/!(£yyJr/^r<P

(ppp.-y ri‘'-j'^(o i)nJ ■Y7'\p\r'’^__

.^-
-■

{\Yypy'YYP[
■,

:'i:i)i^ip'-'"-:;n--ifiy.:i'

.;jir^Pfy:yryfii\j-pp’ryn

~i .>-; y

/>; r<(

uj^y.-.n r>; y •. '• I

1

: I1
.:

i

i
i

f
.

.



/)!nr)eru^ - I

, .;OFFiCE; pFTH^i‘^^„ 
DIST-RiCTPOLICEOmCER 

DERA ISMAIL KhM
/

J ' fiiocn , r,»
/fC ~ I)

Ovted. I
. 1 •'> .

j;', ;
Thi; order IS ninied'io-dispcse-ol; i.lie rl;;pari:rn'dni,il.;prbcee(.lini;:i c®pctc(‘ 

•■''viin.slJ-lead Conslable Ikrarn UiiafTNb.lOJ.5,. .,f .this diMTir;.: Police, -urrier tiriWA^i’r 
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLIE OFFICER 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN
Tel (0965) 9280062 Fax(0966)9280293 

Dated. 25/04/2024

►

No. 2380/EC

ORDER
This order is aimed to disposed-off the departmental proceedings 

conducted against Head Constable Ikram Ullah No.1015, of this district Police, underthe 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 (an’iended 2014) vide this office C/S 157/2024 
on the following allegations.

'r.

: He while posted as Incharge at Darazinda Check Post, D.I.Khan, he being reported 
■ to be involved in smuggling of Iranian Oil vide N/PRO DlKhan! Order Endst; No 2249- 

51/ES, dated 08/04/2023. Above Commission/Ommission falls :in the purview of gross 
misconduct.and renders him liable to be punished under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police 
Rule, 1975 amended-2014.

1

Muhammad Ishfaq Acting Superintendent of Police City DIKhan was appointed 
as Enquiry Officer with the directions to conduct proper Departmental Enquiry against ,• 
him and submit finding report in which he stated that the delinquent Head Constable is ‘. 
found guilty of the charges leveled against him. Enquiry Officer, recommended to award 
him Major Punishment.

' 5
f

:

Keeping in wiew of findings report of the Enquiry Officer and conduct of the 
delinquent Head Constable, the undersigned case to the conclusion that the charges 
leveled against him have been proved beyond the shadow of doubt.

Therefore,in exercise of powers vested upon undersigned,
I, NASIR MEHMOOD, PSP district Police Of.ncer DIKhan, hereby awarded him "Major 
Punishment of Dismissal from Service” with immediate effect.
Order Announced

I
I

OB No. 7461 
Dated: 25/04/2024

i

■jS) NASIR MEHMOOD, DSP 
District Police Officer -. 

Dera Ismail khanTv IM;:^ :*

.

' (

;
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ibj.
To,

■i " ))

).

The Regional Police Officer, 
District Dera Ismail Khan.

:•

*SUBJECT:- DEPARTMENTAL ^ APPEAL AGAINST_____________ __
2380/EC DATEDi 25/04/2^24 BEARING OB NO,
7461 DATED 25/04/202*^^ PASSED BY DISTRICT 
POLICE OFFICER, DERA ISMAIL, KKAN VIDE WHICH ; ip t 
APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED P'ROM SERVICE'
FOR NO GOOD REASONS.

ORDER NO.

>i.'.

I

•Respected Sir,
The appellant aggrieved from the impugned^ order of 
dismissal submits followin°- 
sympathetic consideration:-

for yours kind and

1 That the appellant was enlisted in Police Department on 
A-ZnZiitl2 amd always worked hardly to the satisfaction 

> of superior officers. " ;
That while postecr as I/C checkj'post, the iappellant 
showed record recovery of Iranian oil and other NCP 
goods wh.ich wms himded over the custom intelligence 
per rules / instructions.
That in the meanwhile

•i-

2.

as
Q no complaint was received

against th,e appellant. 
That to the utmost■■-1. surprise, appellant was suspended 
alongwith other olhcers. / officials: by the RPO DIKh'a.n

■ vide order bearing No. 2249/ES! dated 08/,04/2024.,
■ Copy enclosed. :
That consequent upon suspension, the District Police 

. Officer, Dera Ismai;. Khan issued chai'ge sheet alongrvitb ' '' ^ 
statement of allegations bearing' No. .,157/EC datpd,

;■ .; 09/04/2024. Copy enclosed.
In the charge sheet allegations were leveled that while ' 
posted at Darazinda Check post Dlklian, were involved 
in the smuggling of Iraniaji oil. i
That SP City DIKhmi w'as appointdd as inquiiy' officer to 
conduct inquiry in accordance with provisions of Police 
Rules, 1975.

8. That a

[

: ;

P,

6.

I.

■ ;

corrigendum vide No. 2215/EC .dated .
1.9/04/2024 w'as issued and period of posting of ; 
appellant was mentioned w.e.fiiom 23/02/2024'' rc ' 
07/03/2024 as I/C Check Post, Darazinda.
That appellant submitted comprehensive reply to the' : 
charge sheer rebutting the allegations leveled 
explaining all the good performances and recoveries o' 
Iranian oil / NCP worth billions of rupees.

9. !'

anc
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JO. That in sheer violat-on of Police Rules. ESTA Code and 
, principles of natural justice, appellant was coridemncd 

unheard and disnussal from 
order dated 2.5/04/5024.

1.) lhat no codal formalities of 
compiled with. .

1.2.'; That no statement of any witness was recorded in the 
presence of appellant.
That no opporti.mity of defense'/ cross amination "was 
provided to appellant.
That a copy of finding report was also not provided 
■the appellant.
That no final show

" r

service vide impugned yi. . J.

. a

proper inquin,' -were

13.

1.4.
10-

15. cause was issued nor opportunity of 
personal hearing was provided which as per kind 
verdicts of superior Courts and Honourable Tribunal 
mandatory.

■That the- allegations are. general' in nature and 
and ambiguous.
That during inquiiy the good 
n'ecoveries of NCP goods / Iranian Oil worth billiq,n.. 
rupees has been overlooked. ' ' t

are

16. vague

! 7 performance and

18. That allegations 
disin formation.

are based on ; rais-information //

i 0. : That the allegations pertains to only period of posting 
for about 14 daVs, whereas ,the appellant good 
perfoimance for the rest of posting as Incharge other •

: check posts have not been appreciated. :
2(). That appelia.nt has; been made scapegoat to save th.e : 

blue eyed officers / officials. '• ■
Tha.l. appellant also request for person.sl hearing. At tlio 
time of hearing appellant may be allowed to submit good-' 
performances / commendation certificate-^ etc be.i’ore 
your good-self. • ;

2.1 .

In view of above submissions, it <is humbly
prayed that ow acceptance of instant appeal, the,... 
impugned orderdismissal may gracidU^ly he set 
aside and appellant reinstated into seijikce from.
date of suspension, with all back bt na/itsTi

ori-:

Your’s faithfully

i:

T'* h
'i

Date'd:15/05/2024, A ■!

■ i- '-.i-!

^Tfuepopsf
,7‘O Ex.HC Ikrain Uilah 

No, 1015
i Mobile# 03c’/3/'^/

5
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REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
□ ERA ISMAIL KHAN 
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1

i
■ :

O///0 3/2024/l.-,S
/<> R t) r, R - ij

I. I'his oick-r (li:;|;osc'; olT (lepa.'iiranlal appeal !i;e<l by Ex-Head Constable'lUrniii OUali 
Nu- 1015 ol Disli'icl I'oliec 0.1,Khan, ayiiiisl llic ordci d"' Major Punishment of (Dismissal I'rom 
Service), pas.se,! by Ihe lOPO D.l.Klian, vide his ollice OB No. 740 dated 25.04,2024 on the 
■follow111); ullcjiaiiOiTi'.

"/.V •■•:!iik--i)o.slcd e/.r //(.' a! Diirciznii.Ui Check no.':-. Dlkhfin. he hehig repoi'lcdilo ii-votved in 
■.o/u.'cji;,'//;;; OH I’/V/r; HPO DlCi'.i.in Order Ends: .Vo 22-1H-51/ES doted US.0'4.20.'.‘i. Above
l■onllluss'l•nlin:lr.:.ion /nil in th.. piirvic'.r oj cross iniscui’o.'ct o:id render:: .'•toj: lioh'r fp rc i:iiri::lKd 
ir.Kicr Khvhrr Pakhlnnkhiva .'’cliir.Huk' I9~5 umrr.ded 201-i " i

2
■ ^

■ j r. .1.

l.yi’O O l.Khan served the appellant with the charge sheet. Enquiry into the malttr was got 
'.M'tKlticlcd into ihrQii|;li Mr. Mitlnimmiid Lslinn Aclinr Siiperiiitendent of Pnlicc'CiCv DIKhan 
who in In../ .Itnding, rcpoil in wliich he slated that c cl! iqucnt HC is four.d guilty of the 'charges 
levelled iipainsi him and recommended to award him Majbc Punishment

' 1. On the iceommendation of the inqifuy ofTiccr I! appellant was awarded Major Punishment
jiir'4)isuiissal from .service" by the Dl’O D.l.Khairvidc lis office OB No. 746 dated 25.C4.'::024.

I
L.

• •«'
1 ip

4, Heard in person on 01.08.2024. m orderly room by undersigned and his sdrvict; record & 
I'mdin.g ol' the inquiry nriiecr are also perused 1-lc wa.s given ample oppoilunlty of due process and 

• iiriturai justice tigainsl Ihe charges under ivliich Ol'O DlKhan has awarded him Major Funishmeni 
; ■'vM.mviisral t'rnin .M'rvice". ills writicn as well as verb'll lesponse is idiind tci be nnsali:; aetory and 

'noi plau.'iihie 1 i • iindcmigiv.'d I'ljlly agree:) with ilir rcu.rninenuaiioiis ofinquiiy c.fllccr.

Kcvpiiii: ill view the above. 1. iNASiR MElibiOOD fsA'I TI. I'SP, Reglnnaj Pohee Ofllec:',

I lera isiwiil K'li.i.i, In cxciclsc nl ilie ))owcrs cnnlci'i .-u upor, itio U'ldcr Rule-1 I, clousc-i i ai. of the 
. i’rjliee Itii i;s I'dii. Amended '2014, do not.imond (o take a lenient vievv iliciclbrc RE.tii'.T hiS' 
■ iippeitl bemg nierilli;:;;i inlO iipovtd liw •j:'uer e" M'-j.'-r i-'.in::;hir.cnl of lDisiiv.ss:il, frrii.i .Ici'vice'l.

ji.-ssc/! Ijy Disnicl 4'nilci: Ol'liecr D.I.Khai' '4ile Ilia 0(3 No. 746 dated 25.t'4.2;)24,'vvill: immediaie 
. c.lu'j:.' ■ i
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v Regional I’olic'c dfllcer 
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. The Inspector General of Police (IGP), 
Khyber Pt^khtunkhw^a,

, Peshawar

-'Si'
\ ■

)r

i

•'S'

SUBJECT:

DATED (W08/2Q24 '' OB NO. ISQfi
------- -----------WHEREBY oiRPAlgT^irM'f AT

A_PPEAL OF PETITIONER HAS BERN REJECTER Awn

ORDER tjATED 25/04/2024 HAS 'JEEN TTPHRT n
|^^ira_PETrnoNERWA^

Respected Sir,
Aggrieved from the original order dated 25/04/2024 
and departmental appeal order dated 01/08/2024 

petitioner submits the following for
and sympathetic consideration:-

■ •:
the : i ■

yours favourable

1. That the ajDpellant was enlisted i ■

in Police Department on
of..upenoroffictT'

That while posted

'’lIejlZ and

2. u , as I/C check post, the appellant ^
rid"'* "0°''"'^ Ncp-:tgoods which was handed 

per rules / instructions.
That in th,e meanwhile 
against the appellant.
Th,at to tte: utmost surprise, appellant was suspended 
alongwift 0 her officers / officials by tf.e RPO DIKhan 
vide order bearing No. 2249/ES date:' 08/04/202

5'. That

jl

over the cu^tora intelligence as
*,s

O .
complainno was received

4.

-1-.
>■ ;■

u.

consequent updn suspension, the District Police 

SaririnTririr* sheet alongrvith09/04/2024 rip/ririrised.'™®
postedposted at Darazinda Check post DIkhan, were involved 

the smuggling of Iranian oil.
That SP City DIKhan was appointed as inquiry officer tb' '■ i
kukri9™" ■ ■
Tiiat ’

• 1-9/04/2024

1 .

6.

7.
4 1.

8. corrigendum 
was isvue

a vide No. I 2215/EC 
and period of

dated 
posting of'll/'

AttsSsS fo!>e 
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. ! A', I

I appellant was' mentioned w.e.from' 23/02/2024 to ' 
07/03/2024 asd/C Check Post, Darazinda.
That appellant submitted comprehensive reply to the • 
charge sheet rebutting the allegations leveled and 
explaining all the good performances and recoveries of 
Iranian oil / NCP worth billions of rupees'
That in sheer violation of Police Rciles, ESTA Code and' '

• • principles of natural justice, appellant was condemned' ; 
unheard ard dismissal from service vide impugned ^ 
order dated 25/04/2024.
That petitioner lodged departmental appeal to Regional 
Police Ofhcer (RPO), DIKhan on 15/05/2024.

12, That RFC, DIKhan

9.

10.(

C'

1 1.

vide impugne^d order dated 
01/08/2024 has rejected the departmental appeal of 

\ petitioner and upheld the punishment of dismissal from- 

service passed by, DPO, DIKhan vide order dated
I •,

'25/04/2024. ■ • I ,
That the impugn<l;d order of RPO, DIkhan dated 

01/08/2024 and of DPO, DIKhan dated 25/04/2024
are against law, rules and facts'on record land not< '
maintainable on the following grourids:- i .

13.

it
,*

, GROUNDS FOR REVIEW / REVISION:-
■ ‘, ; •;
iv■;

1. That as per allegations, petitioner while posted at 

Darazzinda Check'post was involved in the smuggling of 

Iranian oil, the vehicles have crossed the borderline 

from Iran as well as through province of Balochistan 

but departmental inquiry is silent als to how it Was made' 
possible to ply the A'ehicles unchecked.
That the allegations are hearsay, gbneral in nature and 

, no such vehicle reported to be checkec. and recovered at

j.

i' * MV: 1-
2.

, ?

downward districts, check posts or anj security agency!' 
That th'33, entire .proceedings were completed in 

haphazard, without following rules and procedure and 

harsh punishment was inflicted upon jietitioner.
That no' solid ' evidence / proof nf involvement w'as j

>

r.

produced during inquiry.
5., That inquiry proceeding was not transparent and 

I ; petitioner was made a scapegoat, i
That corr.petent authority has not appreciated the good 
performance and recoveries of NCP goods as well 
Iranian oils during petitioner posting.

7, . That prior to

it
6.

OS

/
issue of charge sheet, no notice; : 

explanation or advise was served upon petitioner' ; 
regarding any complaint of su^'^smuggling.

7

itesied to be
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I

-I That no codal formalities of 

. complied with.
14. That no statement of any witness war. recorded in the 

presence of appellant. • ^ : \
.That no opportunity of defense / cross examination wasf 
provided to appellant.

16. That a copy of'finding report was also not provided to ’ 
the appellant.
That no final show cause was issued nor opportunity of. 
personal hearing was provided which as per kind 

; , , verdicts of superior Courts and Honourable Tribunal
mandatory.
That the'allegations are general in nature and vague if ' 
and ambiguous.
That during inquiry the ' good; performance and 
recoveries of NCP goods / Irani^ Oil worth billion' 
rupees has been overlooked.
That allegations are based 
disinformation.
That the allegations pertains to only period of posting 
for about 14 days, whereas the appellant goo’d^ i;

■ performance for the rest of posting a.s Incharge other ' 
check posts have not been appreciated
That appellant: has. been made scapegoat to save the-■' 
blue eyed officers / officials. i
That appellant also request for personal hearing. At the 
time of hearing appellant may be allowed to submit good

■ performaiices / commendation Certificate etc ' before
your good-self. ry

In view of above submissions, it is humbly 

prayed that bn, acceptance of instant Review / 

Revision Petition, both the impugned orders, of DPO,
DIKhan and RPO, DIKhan may \ very graciously be 

set aside and petitioner reinstated into service from 
date of dismissal, with all back benefits.

8. proper inquiry were
/ (

;
1

. !

15.

;

17.

are
1I

: V*.

18. ■ . V

19.
■1i'

20. on ' mis-information /

21.^

; ■

I • ,•
22i

. 23.

<■

««
:■

' .f

i’

i.

j%estsd to be 

a Jnje Copy

j

i

■your's faithfully,

.'.f.

Datecl:./^,/0S/'2024: 1
i.<t \\ . V' i--

1 ^1 't

Ex.HC Ikram Ullah 
No. 1015
Mobile#030i-8093111
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