FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of -
Appeal No. 1385/2024
S.No. Date of order Order or ather proceedings with signature of judge 5
proceedings ’ _
1 2 3
I 27-Aug-24 The appeal of Mr. IKRAM ULLAH presented

today by Mr. MUHAMMAD ABDULLAH BALOCH

Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary hearing before Single

| Bench at D.LKhan on 16-Sep-24. Parcha Peshi given to

counsel for the appellant.

By order of the Chairman
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
.= ’ |

CHECK LiST |
Case Title: _Fhvamgtal, VS Aetionel fo Uice Offeon  oXe
sl - CONTENTS L sy YES T NO
-1 This Appeal has been presented by: Mubgmmed Abdylak Bafeet | Ves
5 | Whether Coun'scl/_/\ppelIunt/RQSpondent/Depon,ent have i signed Y
.1 the requisite documents? ' (e
3 | Whether appeal is within time? : Yes
p Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed
~ mentioned? : Yes
~2_| Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? Yes
_6_| Whether affidavit is appended? _ Yes
- | Whether affidavit is  duly attested by competent. Qath ]
/ ' :
— i Commissioner? Yes
_8 _{ Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? = | : | Yes
g | Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
.| subject. furnished? . :
Y0 | Whether annexures are legible? Yes
_11_| Whether annexures are attested? o Yer ]
12 | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? - .

i Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AC/DAG _

‘ 14 | Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested
b and signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?

.15 | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? |
.16 | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? =~ -

i 17 'I__\?Uhether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

'8 | Whether case relate to this court? B - Yes
: 19 | Whether requisite number of spara copiss attachad? . A
’._._zg { Whether complete spare copy Is filed in separate file cover?. Ves
21 | Whether addresses of parties given are complete? j e

22 | Whether jndex filed? Yes
____ 23 | Whether index is correct? Yo

24 | Whether Security and Process fee deposited? On

Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules

25 {1974 Rule 1k natice along with copy of appeal and annexures has
been sent to respondents? On x

25 | Whether coples of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? Og

_27 Whether copies of camments/reply/rejcinder provided to |
opposite party? On '

Itis certified that formalities/dacumentation as required in the above table have been
fulfilled. : ' :

Name: W dbomemad Abcletlid. fodint

i S e ) CHSQ}'
Signature: /M@@‘S)@Q%ZZMO
S—dldsrooty

Dated:




lkkram Ullah Versus’ Regional Pplicelozfﬁcer ete
(Appellant) (Respondents)

S.No. - Descriptlon mr documpnts : Annexure 1 Pages
1. Memorandum of Appeal and - 1.-6

affidavit

2. | Copies of CNIC and Service Card | A&A/L | 7, @

3. 'Copies of charge sheet and| B'&B/1 q,1
statement of allegations : 10

4. 1 Copy of corrigendum and reply off C&C/1
charge sheet .

5. | Copy of impugned order D 1Y, 4S5

6. | Copy of the departmental appeal E 14, 47

7. 1 Copy of the impugned order of - F 19
appellate authority |

8. | Copy of the revision | 4 6 O 1 1a9-31

9. | Miscellaneous - '

10.} Vakalatnama : =

‘Dated: ___/08/2024-

“Your humb dﬁpellant

ram U!Iah‘




Service Appeal No. /Bg—’\‘ f2024

'Ek[ram Ullah sio Muham_‘iinad Saleem casté Gandapur t/o. Zafrabad:

Colony, Dera Ismail Khan, Ex-Head Constable Belt No. 1015 last posted at F’olice-
' line D.I.Khan. ' ‘ |

Appellant
VERSUES
1. Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan region.
2. District Police Officer, Dera smail Khan. _
Respc;ndents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE ‘TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE I[MPUGNED OFFICE ORDER. NQ. 2380/EC - DATED

Y 25004/2024 (OB No. 746%_DATED 25/04/2024) WHEREBY THE
CZ& APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED “MAJOR PUNISMIENT OF DISMISSAL

FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATf EEFECT” AND APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE
& ORDER NO.5188/ES dated 01!08!'2024 D.l. Khan (OB NO. 1396 DATED!
07/08/2024) 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 serwce

Respected Sir;

1. That the appellant was ini_tiélly appointed m Pclice Department on

27/07/2007. Later on, due to the appraisal efﬁci;ency of the appellant, he




was promoted as Head constable Before the mﬂectmn of pumshment by

the District Police Officer, DI ;xhan (dated 25/04/20 4) the appellant had

been performing his duties as /C check post, darazmda D.I.Khan. Copies

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

Al

. That to utmost surprise, one fine morning, the Worthy RPO DIKhari

~ issued statement of allegations of “involvement in smuggling of Tranian

Oil”, suspended the appellant along with other officials.

. That consequent upon suspension, the Dlstnct Police’ Officer, DIKhan

issued chalge sheet and statement of allegatmns wherein, allegations
were leveled that while posted at Darazmda Check Post DIKhan; |
appellant was involved in the smuggling of Irarian oil. Copies of charge

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

. That, SP city D.IKhan was appointed as an irlquil‘y officer to conduct

Inquiry in accordance with the provisions of Police Rules 1975. A

~corrigendum vide No. 2215/E~ dated DIKhan 19/04/2024 was 1ssued

and period of posting of appf‘llant was mentloned w.e.f. 23/02/2024 to
07/03/2024 as 1/C Check Post LDarazmda. Though, the appellant properly
replied the charge sheet. Copy of corrigendum and reply of charge sheet is

annexed as Annexure C & C/1”.

. 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 “MAJOR
PUNISMIENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT”

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

. That 1mpugned order was received to the appellam on 06/05/2024
~ Appellant filed departmental appeal to the appelldle authority (Regz,lonal-

police offi icer, D.Lkhan region) on 20/05/2024. Cop) of the departmemdl

appeal is annexed as “Annexure- E.

. That the appellate authority, worthy Regionallpoli.ce officer, vides its

impugned order NO.5188/ES dated D.LKhan 01/08/2024 (OB NO. 1396
Dated 07/08/2024) rejected tae appeal and tllereby 'uphéld the order "

%
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passed by DPO D.Lkhan. Copy of the Impugnec order of appellate'

authority is annexed as “Annexure-F”.

. That copy of the impugned office order of lappellate aUtliefity was:

received on 09/08/2024. The appellant has, hodvever moved; a revision o

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

worthy Inspector general of Police, KP. COpy of the ravision 1s annexed as

“Annexure -G,

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

action has been accrued to the appellant for instr:fnt service appeal; hence,

‘the instant serv1ce appeal is bemg filed, mter alia on the followmg

grounds

GROUNDS

. That the impugned office ordé:.rs of the respondents order No. 2380/EC

Dated 25{04;2024 (OB No. 7461 Dated 25/0;’4/2024) and order NO.
5188/ES dated D.1.Khan 01/08/2024 (OB NO. 1390 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 qovelmnent Servant
(E&D) rules 2020. o .

. Thatnot a single iota of evidence is available on the recOrd’ to prove any .

A

nexuses of the appellant with the allegations. The allr*gatmns are based on
surmises and conjunctures. A iegations. agamst the appellant are false
erroneous, illegal void ab-initio, hence, the 1mpug_ned orders are liable to

be set aside.

.. That after submission of reply of allegations, the apj )ellant was not taken

on-board by the enquiry off?»,.er Appellant 1s entirely unaware about
enquiry proceedings. Bes1des enqmry was eondueted in such a haste
manner that copy of enquiry 1eeort was not prov1ded to the appellant The

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




() ; L

‘ 4. That the 1mpugned order is patently illegal, V01d ab- IIllth unwarranted?
) and legally not sustainable in the eyes of law on the ground that appellant
was not given an opportunity of being heard The 1mpugned order
mﬂmgmg the valuable vested rights, thus hable to be set aside on this -

score alone. |
5. That the Inquiry officer was under the mandate to dig out the real faets= of
the allegations and appellant has a right that evidence (oral ho_r
documentary) be-c.onfronted to him. So, he mus;t have an opportunity to
rebut the same. Thus, enquiry officer sheerly {:ommitt,ed illegality and
violated article 10-A of the constitution of Islanjic Republic of Pakistan,

1973 by-not conducting fair trial. |
6. That the appellant was not given an opportunity:to confront the evidence
collected against him by the inquiry officer, even the appellant did not
know that what evidence was oollected by the inquiry officer against the
appellant Moreover the appellant was not glven any opportumty to cross
examlne any witnesses against him, even the appellant d1d not know_
whether any witness was examined or has given any statement against the

appellant.

! ) : |

§ 7. That appellant was awarded major punishmenti;but competent -authority

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

| \gj 1mpugned order itself showing that rules has:not been followed and
| fundamental rights of appellant has been v1olated |

8. That corrigendum was issued vide No. ZZISHEC ~dated D.IKhan

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

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

as apprommately 15. The appellant has very olearlv put forth true facts
and events before enquiry officer. In this regard, referenoe oan be made to
the reply submitted by the appellant. The appel ant took charge on
24/04/2024. Darazinda check post has very sad history bemg mu]tlple

times aftacked by terrorists. Durlng posting of appellant oheok post was
PN

postmg of appellant at Darazmda check post from 23/02/2024 to . o
07/03/2024 However, that was actually till 05/04/2024 Total ‘days come_ !



©

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

[

the road often remained closed. Partlcularly, from 01/03/2024 to -
04/03/2024, dera—yyob road remained closed for any kind of traffic due to
flood and land sliding and this fact was dlsclcsed in media also. Enquiry

cfﬁcer was under the mandate to brmg this fact on record but appellant

9. That there is neither a smgle complaint nor any; application was submltted
agamst the present appellant throughout his services.

l'O_.That this Hon’ble Tribunal is competent and has ample poweis to adjudge

the matter under'Appcal 5
1[.That the counsel for Appellant may be allowed to argue addtttonal

grounds at the time of arguments

lt is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this

appeal, IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER NO. 2380!EC DATED 25/04/2024
(OB No. 7461 DATED 25/04/2024) WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN AWARDED “MAJOR PUNISMIENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE
WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT” AND ORDER NO.5188/E!s dated D.I.LKhan
01/08/2024 (OB NO. 1396 DATED 07/08/2024) may! kindly be set aside.
The appellant may kindly be re-instated into serv1 e withall back
benefits..

remain victim of partiality.
|
|
l

Any other relief deemed appropriate in circul'nstances of the case

may also be allowed in f'wour of appellant i m the large interest of

justice. - !
0~ .

Dated: 24/08/2024 I = o

' Y urs Humble Appellaﬁt _

- | mgﬂ‘ m Uliah)

rough Counsel
MUHAMMAD ABI:iULLAH BALOCH
Advocate Supreme Court

Dera [smail Khan
(0314693255)
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ESHALYAR AT gAMP DE&AJMAM&LN |
Ser\nce Appeal No. 12024 X
lkram Uliah Versus _ chional'Polijce officer etc

(Appellant) . (Respondents) .

~ VERIFICATION

. filed an appeal regarding the subject controversy, earlier in th].s august- :

Verified on oath at D.1.Khan, this 26% day of August, 2024, that

all contents of the above appeal are true and correct and 'appeilant have not_
Tribunal. ( 'Q}’
)Ut*(“ :

Dated:  26/08/2024 - N . “Appellant

AFK;:-‘IDAVIT

I, tkram Ullah, appellant herein, do heréby Solemnly affirm on
oath that all parawise contents of' the accompanymg appeal are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge belief and 1nformat10n that nothmg has

been concealed or kept secret from this worthy Trl_bunal. M,y' .

- . J‘ . : '__,,/
26 /0872024 = 0 Sl Dcponent

msa
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‘ Fone ure -Af1>
?
' a"
kY
IERAM KILAN H
Head Constahle ’
AT --ffii-
RO 2 2 4
= H
1 ! "
!
CNIC / - 1210113140603 .
- !
Datc of Birth 10-04- 1988 ' !
) _ :
Date of lssie 13:06-2022 ; -
HEE t . :-‘
Date of Tixpiry :12;-.{]6-2025’:%‘ i i
Emergency Contictd 03459829338 ¢ &
Address - Zafar aba’d,ECbld 1y D.1L.Khan -

P T P
£ Lhe evens of lase Pie card holder 5hculﬁ'ruﬁori {0 e searest police sltion, - '.3
2.4 toune, pleasedrcp o the nearest letter hax. )

3. Contact ug, 991-82 10487 : i . %
- | s
pitested to be o
. » {-
3 True Copy '
s ;
1 !S




- B Hrmewure B
_ _ C";(‘Nl‘lﬁ

l:q
OFFICE OF THE i
-DIST RlCTiPC}l ICE OTTICER
DERA ISIVIAIL l(HAN
1 ! X - ) PN
Lok tane
) - - B T ?... E...i....,.,._.._._,.‘....w_._.a.-__.._..... R o e e .,....._, } !‘ l f !'JP; |
NI I
{ \! ,:,cﬂrv;t“‘{t '*‘I NS P
TR . R RN FYEE: Y -.-.,i..;‘a:v{—':{l:? :‘: ~‘c§ i-‘ R llr“i al the -:'.!l”-'il'l,!\ '.'!"I{..
werrganl i (o b pr "‘F~ 2edad againg i.f"::!:l-'lrav--'-f s
._,:m.crer;‘ o Dargrinda Check Post Dh\’r.an Jeu baing reporicd to e
PO ranian O wide W/RPO DIXhan Order Encst: No.2249-51/FS, cfc'"u’
: -e'.‘-."?l-.‘:".s,-‘f_ff‘;,/cm ssion foils I the purview of Qmm m!srondJcr ond rendary.
| @ unges Rhyber Pokbitynkhwo Police Rules 1575 amended-2014, | .
MU0 aboavr oy Sppes” 0 b2 gullly ob p :;._J"durt urr ar Rt ¥ of s

vE i ab or any 5 the o =‘1'1="'ﬂs saoctficd in e Mubs & gt ren

wan l’.[‘;_‘_; fmEne u”“'u‘n O ,’_-1.;— L': 9_}-“-:

|
£ng L? Ty Liftee witnine Uhe spaciie¥
!

. sa2usicet ingnd  ax-pacie HELIEN 55 4l
by i it i
!. :
- a "."'-l"\E'-?_"fT-"E"_.-'. oG 55,-?.3‘-'{'\:3 5 ermmocard, : \ | 1[ . s

' : _ _ y h"ﬁlt" "l_.]n_': OFFicEr
IR | Mﬁ S /(Dumj KHAN
: R 5 S : co
| a True Copy ‘




(STRICT PORILE S8 i
oI5 sMAIL KHAN /C)nnénm:@’.z

L DERA i5

i %

( l _,,__.—-?-»} fd d_fzzﬁ?q

v.: ,} f t} _{E“‘, ., —J_, T ﬂﬁ?d” - |
/? i E)ﬁ('lpl. ,ﬁ\ﬁv«w DIKHAN '},CDTT?[JC ent -31_1\}'1{3“1‘{

pISTRIGT PD!lCE_Q£5~'“§‘E Q1A am. of thc orpinion 'th!.\{gg

L NF\S Rﬁﬂ;:wOQD,R:ﬁ;;é*; A [ﬂmwdmmt 20 o to he prQCI .aded  against

rondered yours
thc {QHC _-'”“Pr ‘.!L'

r Pakht s b Pedice elf fiab

il Kby

Head C(;»mhh?g__i}{ﬂ
dopartmentaliy as you b

“) | STATEMENT OF 2 AULEGATIONS
3 "“"“..-"{l : . . | . an, ou a 4
& You while pasted ot Darazinda Check post DIKhan, ¥ a 220:9-51/ES, doted

: Order Endst: N
tnvolved in smuggling of tranian Ol vide W/RPO DIKhUﬂIEW of gross mfsmﬁdiﬁ and renders

| 08.04.2023. Above commission/omission falls in the pury 1975 amf*nde:n’-2014 .

you lioble to bcpunfshed under Khyber Pakh:unihwo Police Rufes ; - -

, a tot e -

2. . . Forthe purpose.g sceutinizing the conduct of said accused ﬁwth :.;ett:;: engquiry -

above allegations ___ [? : ¥ D/Kfmﬂ s appol 1975, prowde

officer. The enquiry officer shall' in accoruﬁmce with provision of the Police i Dd ave, within

reascnable. cppc:r‘:umly of hearing to the accused official, record his fmdmg_, and ma et
tweenty frve da,a of the recmm of this order, rccommendataons as to QU”' hmont or ©

dpprc‘pnate action ugaimt tha accused official, |

m yhﬂh ”U 10!4

q rf» 't *‘"‘w  paed .
|
! Lis/omission.

v . OITIr mt [ (“d

fzfng reported ro be

The ectused official shatl Join the proceeo ing on the date |\l
(hﬂ’ l’(]qurry (jﬂr\ber L . \\ .

0. )< 1’76’--7? ec, dated | 0? 'Y ;2024
~ Copy of above to:- - :
The Enqu:ry Officer for initiating pm(.eedmgs against the accused undz_r Ihe

provisions of Police Rule-1975 with the direction to submit hlS f. ndmg report wnthm
03-days posﬂ:{vpfy L o

The Accused officer, with the directions to appear befme the Enqulr\,r thcer on
the date, tfme and place fixed by him, forthe purpcse cf enqur\g proceodmgs

EFLXTERERREEES

'
I
I
“l
|
i
1
I
|
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OFFICE OF THE

OERA ISMAIL KHAN

W GG MUY Cae 1 V10203

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER !

Annexuae -'C°

far it re.laljes to the posting of the said Upper/Lowor subordma‘re» may be rear.l 35 per

pivanin Column §

: E@RR!GENDUM :

Reference this offico, {.|~.EI!P{E :,heet Nos notes agam;, each lhear names so

3 ol the bet

dated D AKhan the

ove mengoned tabie;

¢5.10.2023 to 15.12.2023

N0.1980-82/£C, dated 09:04,24 1

xAPJ‘/ bt ’r! JEC

Copy of above is submitted to:-

1.

2

e 2}

¢

dated

J{gDern'isr‘nai} Khan

1

f"!\
15

The. ﬁnpional Police Officer DiKhan for favor of mformarion \v/r to his OfflCP tetter
N0.2249-51/£S, dated 09.04.2023.

2. The %upermtendent of Po!!re, CIW DIKhan Wlth the d:rectson to fmah?n the
enquiries i stipulated period of time,

Al abovewnention accused Upper/iower Subordinates.

;.
i

. \ \l

D;S rQ J\}t‘)!lcﬁ% icer

95 Der) tsmasl‘,l{h__m

D4 ja024

| 01 02 03 04
E SH Nawme & Mo, Rosting . Char?e Shep? Nc
- Lo SH PS Daraban DIKhan CoE
1 | SiAttaUliah No.86/D w.¢ from 11.05.2020 to 23.04.2021 & Nf?-1971-73!E§. dat{‘-td-ﬂt}.fﬁ"..?—.'i
o : - w.2 from 05.03.2023 10 26.11.2023 | | .
Arsviar i . BSP Cffice Darazinda w.e from | 4 ne ‘
2 1 SIRebae ULSE_T?_'}”JD 30.11.7023 t0 07.04.2024 N0.1974.- ?ISKEL., da:c__?__(_l_} 04,24
: macharge Darazinda Check Post PS : _
3 1 HC lkram Ulleh No.1015 Daraban w.e from 23.02.2024 to Nn.lS??-?B!EC, dared 05.04.24
_ 07.03.2024 i o -
| ;1 o m.ﬂﬂ ml‘zmﬁﬂ- 1/C Check Post Mughal Kot w.e fmT

VT




3

A22is) EC/CORRIGENDUM;»GQJ 04. 2024;;:"1977/‘6(3/ ._,»z,,w,r‘
,ozru-, J’J oo Forzr o Py oo K vieg s _,ouDPowL»wwg 04.2024 |

-u.nl,;....,}u*ﬁ"(fdnd!/ruf +07.93.2024£23.02. 2024”,»_/;14»;11,(,,&1

Lf’dd...mmwnuwcﬂvwi.ul /f(gf.,,« HCu-jJuwb’wu’.fy,/,wu";/L s
(lf'/tf’f/c-ic-.a-/"u" ISzl ol U Bl §24.02. 2024;md10f < [.J"’ J
Loz =if2 Jz._.,ia,,lﬂn /n”d‘ rﬁ'wiu m,f-h_/.f,u;_g,/ &’d)/é";s,g.au:.fﬁ L..ujt,i |

J,d-'ﬁftrwrgtmw‘;ﬁ’u@u i e /2/3u"dwu‘rt 5/Jsrb:4,;hf v
= «:’*—9—‘:'—;'bd?b‘«‘?’db‘f"cm»’.ﬁ:—?lsz'r";’-dmfulx:—mu&-w Sot S A
J“ ’h—CDJ*'db L dud degsy ool e d /2-/—6:/’:-#”} wm{yuwwta B

-z;.dbz/j//uu”iﬂwbsif@_'- _

B,.»_mr;m_,»,_,,wbmJd,)uwir,«1o)u,h,/dw,fu/bfuw |
4UL¢J(¢/UL+¢..;:U&/V i bi:fd:ﬁ.fﬂ:ﬂ);:.d&“;dﬁ&&.*{r’dwgﬁll;
dﬂ.’s’/— drufufﬁmuru”/u:’rdmu’/j._,Lb{«df;.:.dmffrfmw/ww /*_@;" :.
dLP 24 LE04.03 2024501.03.2024 3 19+, Ftestle el fv/drf Yl /IK.:;;./;«: - J‘"’? -:
RE Y504 d(’J (SN 4 E“la/}uﬂ&.;:d/u JL;:f.fy!}rM«deb

i WJ 3‘5-—"»”'”»ffuf}fzﬂfwﬁb»i/ﬂut/’l(glwffos 03. '024,>JYJJI..W!yu,._
| | _U’rutf%“ -

';. tel . L
[ i




oy am o ——

kdosaeniie
2a03 0% SRY

-

D'Hf’(‘djﬂé’/glﬁl'«;kr%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ S gr 4*}4}(‘} Pd

A_ﬂdﬂj ﬂi}f’ 199]{ ]ﬂfjfﬂ-pﬁd']/Lwﬂ ) }I (71 e xr"‘}

el :/"' ]:q

: . )'f':’f/ ﬂﬁ'pjya"‘:ﬂ%rﬁj;ﬁmlfrﬂ 5 e

R f*\fr;1~/m 'fi( );Jﬁr/pd(ﬁww “wmpw/ e Iqafxl p ke r“w,r‘* ey mh
o ffrJfﬂ?ﬂ;;Jf "P~ﬁf:ﬂjﬁ1ffﬂf(v)} a.J e CARE By A r“'v{g?ﬂp vm

o O /‘, (ﬂp /r-*-nqj((\[) »]J;mn« I 'I“_ -"' __-(")’:.~ i ;_'f,,:f-__..




o
.
|
|
\
i

bwted: 3 E 7 fa02a

2 : f0990) s2000n1  _ry - [:nq 8280793

ORDER .. ]f

: This order is A|mm| Xs} :Impo:?-oi. ine rJr’paJ Lmr‘ntal pr
| aginst Head Constable tkram Ullah ‘No: 4095, of this dr’lll:‘ P
" bkt mlrhwa Police Rules, 1975 (., ﬂmmr
ll e following niinleDn' -

ocemhm' cc-_-_: “tedd
ollcc., -urder t
ant 2014): wdr- rP.:. Jfﬂre C/S 0.1 574K

.l'
Hp wlnle f)ostec ‘1'-

Cveportsd ral e invelved by sm :
Pim, 3740 _)}/FS, dated 08.04.2022, Abeang 0o, ".-'1"'r“n/0rn| Giah fd]]r in 1h:~ pu i
Cptotssoninionfuct dnd reners himd disble g e

yoishod unds HH,-‘L’t:'] Pak .luian
ey 1375 amended-2014, Lo
Mohammad l'ihdq Acting Supenr‘tf_ndent of Polu :e City [ Dtha a waJ )
A% Enesiey O {urPr with the. chrornons to conducL pm;. o DF-pan ;mnhl Enc uiry ag.
ad - wihmic finding report - in- " which- 11+ stated thal  the
Mead Congtable s found guut\; of the chirges Jc“-éfr*d ._a;,ams't hirn. Enquiry;
: ">rnmummlrf] to award hirm: Majur PrfiSirs ot Rt 5 v

P KEeping it views tJi {ir:
At nl Mead Canstable, litt‘ L

bho T m;tm"\f Officer andl eoadi

(o the conclusion that the
|

-.,"1'-:‘!.-..,wf!.?Fr,if."-.ll)l.. B s

e

“urled soninat hirm have henn’ "m aeel i 302

{
; . “herelore,  in CORerase of - powers  vested hpareindarsigna:d,
L NASIR rlellM(Jle PSP Disrricl: Police Officer DIEhan. harshy

awarded: hie
"Major |- uwhmvnt of Dismissal from Service” with smimediath effect. .

- Ordce Announced
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLIE OFFICER
' DERA ISMAIL KHAN

Tel (0966) 9280062 Fax (0966) 9280293

No.2380/€C - | Dated. 25/04/2024 ' !

ORDER

Thls “order is aimed to dlsposed off the departmental proceedmgs
conducted against Head Constable Ikram Ulizh No.1015, of this district Police, under the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 (antended 2014) vide this office C/S 157/2024
on the following allegatlons

i jHe while posted as Incharge at Darazinda Check Post, D.1.Khan, he being reported ..

" to be involved in smuggling of Iranian Qil vide N/PRO DIKhan! Orcer Endst; No 2249-
51/ES, dated 08/04/2023. Above Commission/Ommission falls iin the purview of gross.
misconduct. and renders him liable to be punished under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa police
Rule, 1975 amended-2014.

' Muhammad Ishfaq Acting Superintendent of Police City DIKhan was appointed
as Enqmry Officer with the directions to conduct proper Departmental Enquiry against. ;-

him-and submit fmdmg report in which he stated that the deilnquent Head Constable is '

found guilty of the charges leveled against hlm Enquiry Officer, reccmmended to award
him Major Punishment.

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

Therefore,m exercise of powers vested upon underSIgned _
}, NASIR MEHMOOD, PSP district Police Officer DIKhan, hereby awarded hlm “Major
Punishment of Dismissal from Service” with ;rnmedlate effect.
Order Announced
OB No. 7461 N
Dated: 25/04/2024

NASIR MEHMOOD, DSP
‘District Police Officer
Dara lsmail khan
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'Resi::ected Sit,
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_ dismissal submits following for vyours kind

.. of superior officers.

- per rules / instructions. . :
That in the meanwhile no complamt was

. Officer, Dera Ismaii Khan issued charge sheet alongwith "
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éfj L SO w’

o ﬁ(/f( pe

)
o - PAomeX Mf, l
The Regional Police Officer,

District Dera Ismail Khan. _
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" DEPARTMENTAL ' APPEAL AGAINST ORDER NO.

2380/EC_DATED: 25/04/2°24 ' BEARING . OB NO.
7461 DATED 25/04/2024 PASSED_BY DISTRICT .
POLICE OFFICER, DERA ISMAIL. KEAN VIDE WHICTH

APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERV]'(‘E
FOR NO GC)IOD REASONS. !

The appellant aggrieved from the 1mpugned ordetr- of

and
sympathetic con sideration:—

That the appcllant was enlisted in Police Departmcm or
L7-7-4%7 and always worked hardiv 10 the %ansfaruon

That while posted as 1/C checkt post, the appc]lanl“
showed record recovery of Iranian oil and other NCP
goods which was handed over the custom mtelhﬂenm as

| .
recelved .

against the appellant. - o

That to the utmost surprise; app(‘ﬂaﬂt was suspc—:rxdc—:d

alongwith other officers. / officials; by the RPO DIKhan

'+ vide order bearing No. 2249/ES‘ dated 08/04/20”4._
- Copy-enclosed.

That coiseguent upon Su‘%pensmn the D1str1ct Police

statement of allegations bearmg No. lS!/I‘C d:xtet._
09/04/2024, Copy énclosed.

In the charge sheet allegations were leveled T.h"lt W h 1f
posted at Darazinda Check post Dikhan, were inve! wd
1 the smuggling of [ranian oil. f

That SP City DIKhan was appointed as inquiry officer to
conduct inquiry in accordance w1th prowsmnq -of Pohu.

., . Rules, 1975, : ' TR IS
 That a' corrigendum vide No 2215/EC datwl_.

19/04/2024 was issued and period of postlm “of:
appellant was mentioned w.efrom 23/02/2024 &
07/03/2024 as 1/ Check Post, Darazinda. -y
That appellant submitted comprehensive Lepn to mf'
charge sheet rebutting the allegations leveled ans
explaining all the good performarices and recoveries of

lranian oil / NCP worth billions c)furupccs
t
W




@

3 10. That in sheer v1olat .on of Police Rules ESTA Cod(-: and - .

-, principles of natural justice, appel]ant was cordemned?®! ‘fuill

unheard and dismissal from servme vide 1mpuon(,d

‘order dated 25/04/2024.

Il That mno "‘Ouil formalities of proper Inquiry were
complied with. .

127 That no statement of any \Vltﬁﬁbb was recorded in the:
 presence of appellant.
13. That no Opportuinity of defense / cross =ramination was
- provided to appellant.

That a copy of finding report was also not prondcd (A -
- the appellant. - : R 4
15, That no final show cause was issued nor cpportunity rnf" ‘
personal hearing was provided which as per Ikind
verdicts of superior Zourts and Honourable Tribunal are
mandatory.

16, :That the alleg atlon are, general m nature and vague
and ambiguous. :
That during mqmw the Good per formance and
,tucowmcs of NCP goods / Iraman Oil worth bﬂllon__;-f:
Tupees has been overlooked. ‘ :
18, That allegations are based onj mis-information ;/
- ~disinformation. : . .
19,0 That the al](,ganonf pertains to only period of pocstmtT
for about 14 dals, whereas ithe appellant good -
performance for the rest of posting as Incharge other = .
¢ icheck posts have xict been appreciated. o ra
20.  That appellant hciS been made scapegoat to save the
blue eyed officers / officials. .
Thart appellant also request for personal hearmw At the
‘time of hearing appellant may be allowc d to Smelt good”
performances / commendatwn ceru cate!s etc below
your good-self.

In view of.- -above submisswns, it-vis humbly * e
prayed that on: acceptance of m';tant appeal the.;.- '

i U Yimpugned order:o ‘dismissal may Gracivis
| aside and appellant reinstated into s
. 'date of su spenswn with all back ben: "f"t

Your's fzithfiilly,

Daied: 1.5'/05/2624,

A A s 40 NEO P
A SR -] " Ex.HC Ikram Ullah
True COoDY - wo. 1015

e o Moblle# ‘D%OIQC(Z ?”
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ESTARUS e M

_ OFFICE OF THE By:ta. . L2786 e
.. - . REGIOMAL POLICE OFF{CER Dated _m/, Yy
nd DERA ISMAIL KHAN . Dro cﬁ -,ff;% el _
REGION o e E DIKHAN
& 0966-9280291 Fax # 9280290 ;
S doted D.i.Khan the O/ f032024
ORDIR 7

This arder disposes off depatimentat appeal filed by Lx-Head Constable Tieraps Uilah
Ne. 1015 of Digirict Police 3,0, Khan, against the order o Major Punishment of (Dismissal from

Service), passed by the DPO D.L.Khan, vide his office OB No. 746 dated 25.04.2024 on the
Tollowing allepations: ' :

Iy a '«-l-"n}’cﬂ posted as C at Darazingda Check nos: Dikhan, he being reportedyic ivvolved in
N finge of droniie i vide RPO DI Fan Oreder H'd\’ No. 2248-51/LS dated 08.04.20.1. Above
COmuisxions o Fon ol in the, purview of cross miscorcact amd randers iy Iuhw m b jen ‘chid
rder Kiny fior Peikhunkinva Polive Rule 1975 amerided 20147 :

"

i DPO DLKRan served the appeliant with thc charge sheet. Enquiry into the m wter was pot
sonducted into Theough Mr. Mubammad Ishag Acting Superintendent of Palicc! City OfKhan
who in s Sinding. report in which he stated that (cl:rtqucm HC is fourd guilly of the charges
levelled apainst him and recommended (o award him Maj}.)r‘Punishment. :

Lo Ontbe mmmmn,mhmm‘ ol the inquiry oflicer & 2 appellant was awarded Maior Paishinent
' c]l Ll)mm'\ml fr nn‘ service’ b)’ the DIPO D.AL.Khanvide ‘1'§ office OB No. 746 dated 25.064.2.024.
Heé: url in pct‘-.Oﬁ an 01 08.2024. in orderly :0«)rn by undersigned and his service vecord &
finding of 1he nguiry officer are also perused. e was yiven ample opportunity of dluc process and
- matara justice agatnst Whe charges under whick DPO Uiichan has awarded hir Major Funishment
; “idsmisend fred Secvice™, His writicn as well as verbal 12sponse is found to be !.m%.z'.lf::'hctory and
e ;;imlsil'-if: L undtersizned [yily agreed with the reconunendations ur'lnqui"- -"-t'ﬁi‘cr '

4,

S Weehing nevicw the .1h(m, 1. NASIR MEW HOOD SATTI, PSP, RLymnal 1‘01 ce Officer,
Prera tsmadl Khaa, i exercise ol the powers eanferrad upon me wdse Rue-11, clatse - l.u_ol"lhr'

o Police Rt 19750 Amended 2014, do not. intmd (o take 3 lenteil view. thevelore RESETE i
Loy [7[.(!} .JL nJ_ muth 56 W NPuid e 2

e Pmmiiment off {Disness: W frnra Service),

- jreserd I)m.ni ”nh:x sHieer D. l I8 han vide his 0[3 MNo, 746 dated 25.04.2024 “witk iminedinte

o T ': o _ i

. .
. | Ul Announeer!. {_ /w} wg/ﬁ"-
. (I’\'f\\lit ’V!NK‘I-}" L5 TTLPSP
\\ Regional Pelic® Officer

. \f\Dua 1smail ‘r\mn i
No. 7 é’/ /S, AR

./ !

t

Copy of above is sent to the DPO U khan W|th reterence (o his n][lrc fetler Ne.
C RTOSIC dated 20.06.2024, (Ened: Service Rell & Pl Missal).

o *;F"j%ﬁ%ﬁ;t§1?it-m7ﬁ' (NASIR MV 1945%TTDPSP
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SUBJECT:-

- Respected Siy,

)

w

[92] :

/?* | AP - (2
19 prmerit €

_ The Inspector G-'ener:_al of Police (IGP),

Khyber Pz khtu 1i1<h“:ra, ;
Peshawar o !

REVIEW / REVISION PETITION UN_D'ER RULE 11-a

3.
iy
N

POLICE RULES 1975, AMENDED X014, AGAINST .

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER {(RPO) ORDER BEARING
NO. 5188/ES DATED 01/08/2024 / OB NO. 1396

i

DATED ..07/ 08/2024 WHEREBY' LEPARTMENTAL

VIDE WHICH PETITIONER WAS DISMISSAL FROM

 SERVICE.

~Aggrieved from the original order ‘dated 25/04/2024 PR
+and departmental appeal order datéd 1/08/2024, the . Hirs
petitioner submits the following for yours favourable
~and sympathetic consideration:- :

That the appellant was enlisted in Police: Department on

A7 12007 and always worked hardly to the satisfaction
of superior officers. :

That - while posted as I/C check éos’r,_ the aﬁpellam -
‘showed record recovery of Iranian ol and other NCP*"
. goods which was handed over the custora intelligénce as

per rules / instructions.

against the appellant,

* APPEAL OF PETITIONER HAS BEEN REJECTED AND . . ¢
1, DISTRICT POLICE QFFICER, DIKHAN ORIGINAL ©= i
' ORDER DATED 25/04/2024 HAS 3EEN UPHELD,

. That in the meanwhile no complain: was received '
' : - ] - .o

That to the utmost sufprise', appellant was SLlspendecl |

alongwith other officers / officials by the RPO DIKhan

Officer, Dera Ismail Khan issued charge sheet alongwith
statement  of allegations bearing No. 157/EC dated
09/04/2024. Copy enclosed. | -

In the charge sheet allegations were|leveled that while
posted at Darazinda Check post Dikhan, were involved
i1 the smuggling of lranian oil, '

That SP City DIKhan was appointed zs nquiry officer. to!.
conduct inquiry in acpordance with provisions of Police” "'

Rules, 1975, '
That “a  corrigendum  vide No.  2215/EC dated

19/04/2024 was }f‘u/ue and period of posting  of
_ Y .

el ﬁ_ﬁ .
AERFed 40 be
s frue Lopy

- vide Ord_er_bearing'ND. 2249/ES date 08/041‘;;’2{324._;.““ )
. :Copy encloged. © : JETET

" That consequent upon suspension, ‘the District Police




I1.

12.

13.

>

appellant was mPntmned w.e.from 23/0’7/2094 to“.:'f"

07/03/2024 as I/C Check Post, Daraziada.

charge sheet rebutting the allegations leveled and
explaining all the good performances and recoveries of

[Iranian oil / NCP worth billions of ripes=s:

‘That "appellant 'submitted comprehensive reply to the -

That in sheer violation of Police Rules, ESTA’ Code and

principles of natural justice, appella.nt was condemned" |

unheard ard dismissal from service ‘vide impugned. S

orcler dated 25/04/2024.

That petitioner lodged departmenral anpeal to Regional
Police Off.cer (RPO), DIKhan on 15/:05/2024.

That RPO, DIKhan vide impugned order -dated
01/08/2024 has rejected the depart:nental appeal of

petitioner and upheld the pumshment of dismissal from: W
service passed by, DPO, DIKhan vide order dated. |
25/04/2024. -
That the impugned order of RPO DIkhan dated
" 101/08/2024 and of DPO, DIKhan dated 25/04/2024 |

are against law, rules and facts;on record iand not
mamtamable on the following grounds -

GROUNDS FOR REVIEW / 'REVISI'ON:- F

That as per allcgations petitiorter while posted at

. " Darazzinda Check'post was involved ir. the smuggling of

Iranian c¢il, the vehicles have crossed the borderline
from Iran as well as through provmcc of Baloch1stan

but departmental inquiry is silént as to how it was made ;
possible to ply the vehicles unchecked i i oF
That the allegamona are hearsay, general m nature and
no such vehicle reported to be Checkec and recovered a*

........

downward districts, check posts or an} security agency.

That ths entire proceedings were completcd in

haphazard; without following rules and procedure and R

harsh pumshment was inflicted upon petitioner.

! "That no! solid’ evidence / proof of 1nvolvement was"

pr oduced durmcr inquiry.

That  inquiry proc eedmg was not tranSparent and-
| i petitioner was mada a scapegoat. | '

That comn. petent authority has not appremated the good
performance and recoveries of NCP goods as well as
franian oils during petitioner postmcr

. That prior to issue of charge smet no notwe,
explanation or advise was served upon pemmncr"?:

regarding any complamt of S,:ﬁ smugsling.

a,lrue QOPY
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16..

17.

19..

20.

Dated:;2/08/2024. g

ST

@

That no codal fCrmalmes of proper mqmry were
complied with. = | ‘

That no statemenh of any witness was recorded in the' |

presence of appellant

. That no ocpportunity of defense / oross exammauon was?" N

provided to appellant

That a copy of fmdmg report was also not prov1ded tof |

the appellant.

That no final show cause was issued nor opportunity of .

personal heazing was provided which as per kind

verdicts of superior Courts and Honourable Tr1bunal are
mandatory. '

That the allegations are general I nature and vaguef.?l‘

and ambiguous.

- That during inquiry the- good performance and
* recoveries of NCP goods / Ifama:o Oil worth billion
" rupees has been overlooked.

That allegations are based on‘ mis—information /
disinformation.

That the allecrat1ohe pertains to only period of postmg_- _.-‘
for about 14 da vs, whereas the appellant good{
performance for the rest of postmg as Incharge other

check posts have nct been appremated ‘.

‘"That appellant: has been made scapegoat to save the::: L

blue eyed officers / officials. ; :
That appellant also request for pers Sonal hearmg At the

time of hearing appellant may be allowed to submit good: .

performances / commendation oeru ficate etc before
your good-self. ,

| In view of above submzsswn», it is’ humbly-
A prayed that on. acceptance: of ir.stant  Review:/

Revision Petition, both the tmpugnesl orders of DPQ,
DIKhan and RPO, DIKhan may | very graciously be

set aside and petttioner remstated into service _from :
- date of dzsmzssa! ‘with all back beneﬁts -

e ‘D -. o
ﬂl&estaoéo he il

Your’s faithfully,
a True Copy l |

[N AL Y U

Ex HC Ikram Ullah
No. 1015 ;
Mob1le#030|1—80_93111-| ;
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