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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR CAMP COURT AT DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

In the Service Appeal No. I202A
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUWKllWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR CAMP COURT AT DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

In the Service Appeal No. 72024

Rehmat UUah S/o Fazal Ur Rehman Resident of 
Daraban Kalan, District Dera Ismail Khan. Ex SI Police.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of , Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwaj 
Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.
3. District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan. '

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974. AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER BEARING
NO. 2381/EC DATED 25/04/2024 WHEREBY APPRT.T.4NT HAS
BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERVICE BY DISTRICT POLICE
OFFICER. DUCHAN AND RPO. DIKHAN ORDER BEARING NO.
5180/ES DATED 01/08/2024 WHEREfty DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL OF APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD
REASONS.

Respectfully Sheweth;-

The appellant respectfully submits as under:-

That the appellant is naturally bonafide citizen of 
Islamic Republic of Pakistan and hails from 
respectable family of Dera Ismail Khan.
That appellant was merged in the Police Department in 
the wake of merger of erstwhile levis and Khasadar force. 
That the appellant always worked efficiently to the entire 
satisfaction of superior officers.
That appellant remained posted at various stations and 
showed record recovery of Iranian oil, other NCP goods 
and narcotics. Posting table is annexed, whereas copies 
of press, media are available for yours kind perusal at 
the time of personal hearing.
That in the meanwhile no complaint of any kind was 
received against appellant, :

1.

2.

3.

5.
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63:^'
That to the utmost surprise, appellant was suspended 
alongwith other officers / officials by the RPO DIKhan 
vide order bearing No. 2249/ES dated 08/04/2024.
That consequent upon suspension, the District Police 
Officer, Dera Ismail Khan issued charge sheet alongwith 
statement of allegations bearing No. 1974/EC dated 
09/04/2024. Copy is enclosed as Annexure 
In the charge sheet allegations were leveled that while 
posted at DSP Office Drazinda DIKhan, were involved in 
the smuggling of Iranian oil.
That SP City DIKhan was appointed as inquiry officer to. 
conduct inquiry in accordance with provisions of Police 
Rules, 1975. ^
That a corrigendum vide

6.(

7.

8.

9.

No. 2215/EC dated 
19/04/2024 was issued and period of posting of 
appellant at D.S.P office, Drazinda was mentioned 
w.e.from 30/11/2023 to 07/04/2024. Copy is enclosed
as Annexure “B”
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 while posted as SHO at 
various police stations. Copy is enclosed as Annexure

That in sheer violation of Police Rules, ESTA Code and 
principles of natural-justice, appellant was condemned 
unheard and dismiss^ from service vide impugned order 
dated 25/04/2024. Copy is enclosed as Annexure **D”. 
That petitioner lodged departmental appeal to Regional 
Police Officer (RPO), DllChan. Copy is enclosed as 
Annexure “S**.
That RPO, DIKhan vide impugned order dated 
01/08/2024 has rejected the departmental appeal of 
petitioner and upheld the punishment of dismissal from

11.

r

12.

13.

14.

service passed by DPO, DIKhan vide order datedq, 
25/04/2024. Copy is enclosed as Annexure

IS. That appellant lodged review petition under Section 11-A 
Police Rules 1975 amended 2014 to the Inspector 
General of Police, KP Peshawar, but no response so far. 
Copy is enclosed as Annexure “G”.
That appellant has no other remedy, but to file the 
instant Service appeal before this Honourable Tribunal, 
inter alia, on the following grounds

16.

GROUNDS FOR APPEAL;-

A. That impugned orders of DPO DIKhan & 
RPO, DIKhan against law, rules and facts on 
record.

B. , That impugned orders are against facts on 
record, norms of justice and fair trial.



7
c. That appellant has been condemned 

unheard and no proper inquiry has been 
conducted. !

y'. ^

D. That as per Charge sheet, appellant
posted at tiie office of SDPO Darazinda 
having no port folio whereas there 
SDPO, SHO 65 Incharge Check Posts in the 
field and appellant has no concern with the 
checking of NCP goods.
That as pei‘ allegations, petitioner while 
posted at DSP Office, Darazinda, DIkhan 
was involved in the’smuggling of Iranian oil, 
the vehicles have crossed the borderline from 
Iran as well

was

were

as through province of 
Balochistan, ■ but departmental inquiry is 
silent as to how it was made possible to ply 
the vehicles unchecked.
That the allegations are hearsay, general in; 
nature and no such vehicle reported to be 
checked and recovered at downward 
districts, check posts or any security agency.- 
That the entire proceedings were completed 
in haphazard, without following rules and 
procedure . and harsh punishment 
inflicted upon petitioner.

H. That no solid evidence / proof of involvement 
was produced during inquiry.
That inquiry prqceeding was not transparent 
and petitioner was made a.scapegoat.
That competent authority

F.

G.

was

I.

J. has not
appreciated 'the good performance and 
recoveries of NCP goods as well as Iranian 
oils during petitioner posting.
That prior to issue of charge sheet, 
notice, explanation or advise was served^ 
upon petitioner regarding any complaint of 
such smuggling.
That no coda! formalities of proper inquiry 
were complied with.
That no statement of

K. no If
■ .j®

L.

M. any witness was 
recorded in the presence of appellant.
That no opportunity of defense / 
examination was provided to appellant.
That a copy of finding report was also not 
provided to the appellant.
That no final; show

. N. cross

O.

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

was'

i
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Q. That the allegations are general in nature 
and vague arid ambiguous.

R. That allegatior:is are for the period of posting 
at DSP Drazinda Office w.e.from 
30/U/202'3 10 07/04/2024 which means 
that appellant performance as SHO was upto: 
the mark. ^

S. That the allegations are based on mis- : 
information/ 'disinformation.

T. That appellant has been made scapegoat to 
save the blue ^yed officers / officials.

U. That counsel for the appellant may kindly 
be allowed to raise additional grounds 

during the course of arguments.
It is, therefore, humbly prayed 

that on acceptance of instant sendee 
appeal, the appMant may graciously 
be reinstated into service fi^m' the 
date of dismissal with all back 
behejlis.

Your Humble Appellant 
; Rehmat Ullii 

Through Counsel
/09/2024Dated:

Advocate High Court

1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. 
ra_gHAWAR CAMP COURT AT DERA ISMAIL KHAN.

In the Service Appeal No. ../2024

Rehmat Ullah.....Appellant)
VERSUS

I.G.P KPK etc (Respondents).

CERTIFICATE;-
It is certified that ho such like amended appeal has been 
lodged by appellant, prior to the instant one against 
impugned order of revision;

Deponent

AFFIDAVIT;- 

I, Rehmat Ullah S/o
Daraban Kalan, District Dera Ismail Khan. Ex SI Police, 
the appellant , do hereby solemnly affirm declared on oath 
that contents of the Appeal are true and correct to the best of 
my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 
from this Honourable Court.

F^al Ur Rehman Resident cf

Deponent
IDENTIFIEIXBY) COUNSEL •.; »

P- I':,
I ^

j'm-U

2^7'f
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OS No. 156/2024

OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN
^0. j ^ j y IK, Dated

CHARGESHBCT

^ NASIR MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE OFFiCEti, DIKHAN, as cornp^tcnf, authority undpr 
Khybei" Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules (amendments 2014) 1375. am of the opinion that you 
^.b-lnspectorRehmat Ullah No,113/p,.rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against deportmentallv 
os you have committed the foUovying act/omissions. " •

I
i

You while posted at DSP OfQce Darazinda DIKhan, you being reported to be 
involved in smuggling of Iranian Oil vide W/RPO DIKhan Order Endst: N0.2249-S1/ES, dated 
08.04.2023. Above commisslon/omission falls In the purview of gross misconduct and renders 
you liable to be punished under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 amended-2014.

By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Rule' 3 of the 
Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to ail or any q'f the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the 
Rules ibid.

2.

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written statement within 07day5 of the 
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within the specified 
period, failing which it shall be pre'sumed that you have no defense to put in and ex-parie action .shall 
be taken against you.

4. ■hA statement of allegation is enclosed.
; i

T'
I ''1

D^ta POLICE OFFICER 
/^DERA ISMAIL KHAN

,1

^ :

t

■6
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OFRCSOFTWe
DISTRICT POUCE OFFICER 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN

/ 7 /0j nm.^No. 92JS /EC. dated D.t.Khan the
4 *.

CORmSENDUM

Reference this office charge sheet Nos notes against each their names so
. • I

far it relates to the posting of the said Upper/lower subordinates may be read as per 

given in Column No.03, of the below mentioned feble: |
1<S

1 ^04030201
Otaiie Sheet No.Name & No. PostingS»

SHO PS Oaraban DIKhan
w.e from 11:06.2020 to 23.04.2021 &
w.e from 05.09,^03 to 26.11.2023

No.1971.73/EC, dated 09.04;24Si Atta Ullah N0.86/D1

DSP Office Darazinda w.e from 
30.11.2023 to 07.04.2^4

N0.1974-76/EC, d«ed 09.04,24SI Rehmat Ullah No.ll3/D2 ;
Inachaige Darazinda Check Post PS 
Oaraban w.e from 23.Ci2.2024 to 
07.03.2024

* I
No. 1977.79/EC, dated 09,04.24HCIkram UHahNo.lOlS3

I/C Check Post Mughal Itot w.e from
25.10.2023 to IS.12.2023

No.1980.82/Eq, dated 09.04.24HCIjaz Khan No.2076A4

^ Dera Ismail Khan

/2024No.2^6-^/ /EC dated
Copy of above is submitted to:- ;

!
1 ! .

1. The Regional Police Officer DIKhan for fewr of information w/r to his office letter; 
N0.2249-51/ES, dated 08.04.2023.

2. The Superintendent of Police^ City DIKhan with the direction to finalize the 

enquiries In stipulated period of .time.
3. All above mention accused Upper/Lower Subordinates.

!
:

!, \ i

\ ow icer
Dera lsmaii\Khan

;

V

■i
I

li
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(i^^iySli^ l/09.04.2024;-7.'>^ 1974/EC ^ .

.,>';U’^l^SHO w^^03.09,2023 t*1 2.0 3.2 0 2 3 ^^Vr'S I J :; 

[r30.1 1.2023'.^vr'^)f^/J^^t^SH.O J.“29.11.2023 ^=:,04.09.2023:.j^i^ 

iy*c^U-j2l07.04,2024
> I

i/ J
)■:

285-286r'/-21.09.20'23-.^Vr-12/:i-.^L/;iBnU .,:! )

^i^^iAM23^^^285-2Bef^^^4^^.2023:^J^^^9y-f^^<JyJ/^2000b:[/^< 

^>^23,^J^285~286('/^Oe.03.2023■J.^^^^,-:'.^^‘Jy:_M^50QJt^^<J^/J^^
✓ •

t
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V^yS >-->-<'OFFICE OF THE ^
4/^ •• DlSfRICT-POLlCE OFFICER.i

:■4 \
' iK^. rr

. No.'^3B('' AC, \-.r: ■■Doted.:■! • ■•- •-!(
. i

ORDER : ,
• . . - ■■.^^‘- • • ••

This order is aimed lo dispose-dff the-departmental-proceedings conducted' 
against Sub-Inspector Rehmat Ullah No.ll3/D, of this distrk-t Police, under the Khyber 
Pakhlunkhwa, Police Rules,-1975 (amendment 2014) vide.this office C/S No.156/2024 on 
the following allegations..

-•I-: r.

I

He while posted at DSP Office DarazIhda'OlkfisP,' he being reported to be 
involved in smuggling of-lranian Oil vide W/ItPO DIKha'n Ordei ";ndst: No,2249-51/ES, dated 
08.04.2024. Above commission/omlssion fdl's in the pijfvj-w of gross misconduct and 
renders him liable to be punished under khyber Pakhtiinkhwj Police Rules 1975 amended- 
2014.

:

i.

:
Mohammad Ishaq Acting Superintendent of Police City DIKhah was appointed 

as Enquin/ Officer with the directions to conduct proper Depcift.mehtal Enquiry against him 
and submit finding report in which lie stated that.the delinquent Sub-Inspector is found 
giillly of the,charges leveled against him. Enqui.’V .office/, recommended to award him - 
Major Punishment. '

I

I '

Keeping in view of findings report o'f the Enquiry Officer and conduct of the 
dolinqiient Sub-Inspector, the undersigned c-ime Lo the conclusion that the charges- 
leveled against him have been proved l;eyoud'unY,sli3dow of doubt.

Therefore, in exorcise ' of pov/ers, vested upon undersigned. 
NASIR MAHMOOD,' PSP District .Police Officer pikhan, ‘ hereby awarded him 

"Major Punishment of Dismissal from Service" v/ith immediate effect.

Order Announced

■ OB No.
Ooferf; ' *■.

, jJJIWnrMAWMOOD PSP 
District Police Officer 

Oera Ismpii Khan
I

•.t

*. V ilv.r
:■

ic :;
4

\ i * ( -
•s*VI.'

S

. .eVCsyj'in,
^ ' (J) r'-^r -

:i i '-Vna. — — i U

ft' s,

c.
I 2

I
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'V
To,

The Regional Police. Officer, 
District Dera Ismail Khan.

SITBJECT:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER NO.
2381/EC DATED 25/04/2024 BEARING OB NO.
7471 DATED 25/04/2024 PASSED BY DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER, DERA ISMAIL KHAN VIDE WHICH
APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERVICE
FOR NO GOOD REASONS.

Respected Sir,
The appellant aggrieved from the impugned order of : 
dismissal submits following for yours kind and 
sympathetic consideration;-

1. That appellant was merged in the Police Department in 
the wake of merger. of. erstwhile levis and Kliasadar 
force.
That the appellant always worked efficiently to the 
entire satisfaction of superior officers.
That appellant remained posted at various stations and 
showed record recovery of Iranian oil, other NCP goods 
and narcotics. Posting table is annexed, whereas copies 
of press, media are available for yours kind perusal at 
t3ie time, of personal hearing.
That in the meanwhile no complaint of any kind was , 
received against appellant. ; _
That to the utmost surprise, .appellant was .suspended 
alongwith other officers / officials byi the RPO DIKhan 
vide order bearing No. 2249/ES dated 08/04/2024.j 
Copy enclosed. A
That consequent upon suspension, the District Police 
Officer, Dera Ismail Khan issued charge sheet alongwith' 
statement of allegations bearing No. 1974/EC dated 
09/04/2024. Copy enclosed.
In the charge sheet allegations were leveled that while 
posted at DSP Office Drazinda DIKhan, were involved in 
the smuggling of Iranian oil.
That SP City DIKhan was appointed as inquiry officer to 
conduct inquiry in accordance with provisions of Police 
Rules, 1975.
That a corrigendum vide No.. 2215/EC dated 
19/04/2024 was ,issued , and period of posting of 
appellant at D.S.P office, Drazinda was mentioned 
w.e.from 30/11/2023 to 07/04/2024. ' .
That appellant submitted comprehensive reply , to the , 
charge sheet rebutting the allegations leveled and i

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

■'..9



-rn.

expl^ning all the good performances and recoveries of 
Iranian oil / NCP worth billions while posted as SHO at 
various police stations.
That in sheer violati'on of Police Rules, ESTA Code and 
pnnciples of natural justice, appellant was condemned 
unheard and dismissal from 
order dated 25/04/2024.
That no codal formalities of 
complied with.

13. -That

11.

service vide impugned
12. proper inquiry were

statement of any witness was recorded in the 
presence of appellant.
That no opportunity of defense / cross examination 
provided to appellant.

15. -^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 
and ambiguous.

18. That^ allegations are for the period of posting
Drazinda Office w.e.from 30/11/2023 to 07/04/2024 
which means that appellant performance 
upto the mark.
That the allegations are based on 
disinformation. . .

20. That appellant has been made 
blue eyed officers / officials. .

no

14. was

16.

are
17.

vague

at DSP

as SHO was 

mis-information / 

scapegoat to save the

That appellant also request for personal hearing.'

19.

21.

In lAew of above submissions, it is humbly 
prayed that on acceptance of instant appeal, the 
impugned order of dismissal may graciously be set ' 
aside and appellant reinstated into service from ■ 
date of suspension, with all back benefits.

\ •

Your's faithfully,
t

Dated;^ _i72024

Ex. SI Rehmat Ullah 
No. 113-0 
Mobile# 03.



Oy: Nr,.,lX^Q 
Dated :

, OFFICE OF THE
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER

DERA ISMAIL KHAN 
REGION

01)66-9280291 Fax # 9280290 
_______Jaicd D.I.Khan lha

/

OPOOFi^tCE-bMh AN

OJ /Og/2024;t-'SIMi

O R I) I'. R

1. I lii'^ order disposes on'dcp.irjiK'iital appeal filed bv Ex-Siib Inspector Rehmat Ullah No. 
WHJ of Districl Police DlKlian. ,:i-;\iii5t the order of Major Punishment of (Dis-nissal from 
Service). pasr.Lvl hy the DPO DIKhaii, vide hr. office OB No, 747 dated 25.04,2024 on the following 

. allegudons;

7;'(■ ii hilc postdd at DSP (Jffice Darazindc. DIKhan. he heinf; raported to h; involved in 
iiusli">: of lr:ii>ian Oil vide RPO DIK/kin Order Endsi No. 22‘iS-5l/ES dated 0^.04 202-1. ihnve 

oiiii.t.tioti Jail In the purview qfcro.ts misconduct and renders him liable to be punished 
under Khvber Pokluimkhwa Police Rule 1975 amended2014. "

\h}

)
i. i)PO D.I.Khan served the appellant with the charge sheet. Enquiry .into the matter was got 

conducted into through Mr. Muliammiul Ishaq Acting Superintendent of Police flitv DIKhan 
who in his finding, report in which he staled that delinquent Sub Inspector is found guilty of the 
charges levelled against him and recommended to award him Major Punishment.

t (,)n the recoinineiidiiiion of the inquiiy officer the appellant was awarded Major Punishment 
ol'"nisiiiiss.ii from service" hy (he DPO D.I.Khan vide his office OB No. 747 dated 25.04.2024.

■I. l ieLud m person on 01,08.2024. in orderly room by undersigned and his sen ice record & 
IlnJii’g o! (he inquiry ofilcor are al.so peru.sed. He was given (unpte opportunity of duf process and 
naiunl jiisiice tigiiin.si the charges under which DPO DIKhan has awarded him Majcr Punishment 
"nismLssnl IroiifScrvice”. His vviot it as well as verbal response is found to he unsaiisfactory and 

plansil'le. I lie undersigned tuliv agi ced with th'c.recommendalions of inquiry otTlee •.lull

' Kcepin.u in view the above, l. NASiR MEHMOOl) SATTl. >>SP- Hpuinml fnlirp DftVar 
Dcp-a Ismail Khan, in exercise of (he powerj conferred tipi'n under Rule-11. ciau.se-4 (a), of the 

• t’olicc Rules 1975. Amended 2014. do nol intend to lake a lenient view, therefore RE.IECT his 
tuincal being nicrilless.and uphold the order of Major Punishment of (Dismissal from ScP'ict)- 
passitd In Dislvicl Police Ollicer ifiKlian vide his OB No. 747 dated 25.04.2024, wih immediale 
clicci

'■ irder Announced.o

(NASIR MEnWOOp^n l)KSP 
\ Regional Police Officer .\ iNvgiuna
Vlfi-alIsmail Khan

. No ■•'ES.
Copy ol above i.s sent to the DPO DIKhan with refhrcnec to his office letter No, 

danulUi'i.2t)24. (Enel; Service Roll & Faiiji Missal).

(NASIR MEHMOOD ^)t'TI)PSP 
officerV Regional Poli(^

• \,#iDera Ismail Khan1/
3^1

Osstrict T'P’lCO Ofilq^r

37■»»
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. •- The Inspector General of Police (IGP), 
•. Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa,

SUBJSCl:- REVISa/ / REVISICN PETITION UNDER RTJLE
, 11-A POLICE RULES 1975. AMENDED 2014.

AGAINST REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER (RPOI
ORDER BEARING NO. 5180/ES DATED
Ol/OS/2024 / OB NO. 1399 DATED
07/08/2024 WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL

• APPEAL OF PETITIONER HAS BEEN*
REJECTED AND DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER.
DIKHAN ORIGINAL ORDER DATED
25/04/2024 HAS BEEN UPHELD. VIDE
WkiCH iPEtmONER WAS DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE.

Respected Sir, , i

from the original order dated 
•''■| 25}04/2024 ^d departmental appeal order ’ ■ 

dolled 01/0872024, the petitioner submits 

. I the. following . for yours favourable and 
ijsytii'pathetic consideration:- /

I. . That appellant, wiis . merged.-in the Police 
Depa’^ment in tLe .wake of merger of 

' erstwhileTe^s and i^asadar force.

5- ■

?>
2. • That the appellant always worked efficiently 

ho the entire satisfaction of superior officers.
,-That,appellant remained-, posted at various 

• .■•stations and showed record recovery of 
■' ■ 'Iranian oil, other NCP goods and

j

3.

narcotics.
- .tTosting table is annexed, whereas copies of 

.press, .media afe^ available for yours kind 
p.e;;^^ai,aI;.,ti5;^tipie,.,<?£4>eEsoaal.
That^in .the meanwhile no complaint of any 
kind was received s.gainst appellant.
That to the utmost surprise, appellant was 
.suspended alongwith.other officers / officials 
by the RPO DIKhan vide order bearing No. 
2^49/ES dated 08/04/2024. Copy enclosed.

...'I, ;•». - -it-;

4.

5.
' 4

I

. . r

: ■
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6. That consequent upon suspension, the 
‘District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan 

issued charge sheet alongwith statement of 
allegations' bearing No. 1974/EC dated 
a9/C-^./2p24. Copy enclosed.

. In ■ Lhe charge ■sheet allegations were leveled'' 
that whale posted at DSP Office Drazinda 

. DIKh^, were involved in the smuggling of 
Iranian oil.

7.

Tliat SP fcity DIKhan was appointed as 

• inquiiy ^ officer
. S.

to conduct inquiry in 
• accordance, wth provisions of Police Rules 
WS.. : ' •

9 t; T'|ikt a corrigendum vide No. 2215/EC dated. = 
Jp|04/2024 was issued and period of .

• y pasting of appellant at D.S.P office, Drazinda ' ‘ 
! wd^ mentioned 
.iOf/04/2024.

That appellant . submitted- comprehensive 
reply ■ to. the charge sheet . rebutting 
allegations leveled and explaining 

good performances and recoveries,of Iranian 
oil •/ .NCP worth billions while posted as SHO 

at various police stations.
■ ^ sheer violation, of Police Rffies, ESTA
'Cio'^e. and.:principles, of n'atural ..iustice,

. app'ellani was condemned unheard

w.e.from - 30/U/2023 to .

10. , t

the
all the

11.

...... srid
•dismissal from service vide’impugned order 
'dated 25/04:/2024. •
.•That petitioner lodged departmental appeal 
t04Regional4?oliGe’©fficer*fRPO);' DlKhah; 
That, RPO, piKhan vide impugned order 
dated

12.

13.
,01/08/2024. • has. rejected

departmental appeal of petitioner. and 
upheld tiieyipunishinent -of dismissal

the.$

from
: service passed-by DPO, DIKhan vide order 

dated 25/04/2024.
That the impugned order of RPO 

■datdd 01/0872024 and of .DPO, 
dated 25/04/2024 are against law, rules 
an4 facts on record and not maintainable 

the following grounds:-

14. DIkhan
DIKhan

on

I ; ' j
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■K GROUNDS FOR REVIEW / REVISlQWi-
!

1. That I as per allegations, • petitioner while 
■ . posted at DSP Office, ■ Darazinda, DIkhan 

■ _ was involved in thp smuggling of Iranian' oil, 
, -vehicle's have crossed the borderline from

■■

as well, .as through province* of •
Illalochistan, but departmental inquiry is-, 

•i ' i silent 'as .to how it was made possible to ply 
i '.tile vehicles unchecked. •

2. . jlihat the ^allegations, are hearsay, general in 

.nature and no such vehicle reported to be 
checked and recovered at downward 
districts, check posts or any security agency. 

3. • ■ That the entire proceedings were completed 

in ’ haphazard, without following rules and 
. procedure • and harsh punishment ’

, :jnflicted upon petitioner.
solid evidence / proof of involvement 

.V1 ;was produced during inquiry.
(That inquiry proceeding was not transparent 
^and petitioner-was made a scapegoat.

competent authority has not 
appreciated the good performance and 
hicoveHes'-of' NCP gocds 
oils d -Ting petitioner posting.

. That prior to issue of charge sheet,
; notice, explahatiori or advise was served 

•upon petitioner regarding any complaint of 
■ such smuggling. ;
That ncf codal formalities of 

“were complied with.
That rip; :.:statement of any witness was 

recorded in the presence of appellant.
17. That no .opportunity of defense /

—iriatioh was.provided to appellant.
. That ai copy , of finding report was also not 

•. provided to the appdlant. .
cause was issued nor 

■ ^fjporturiity' of' 1 personal' hearing 

-provided .which
superior Corirts ^d Honourable Tribunal 

; manda.tory. • . ‘
; That , the allegations ^e general in nature 

and vague and ambiguous.

was

• 4

5.

6.- .That

as well as Iranian

7. no

• 15. proper inquiry.

16.

cross
exami

18.

was
as per kind verdicts of ' •

20.
-

t ■
!

fC-..
f • t <

'i.L-
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21. ’- That allegations are for the period of posting
at DSP Dra^mda ‘Office- w.e.from- 
30/11/2023 to Ct7/0'4/2024 which means 

• that appellant performance as SHO was upto 
the mark.

22. ' Tlhat the allegations are ’-"based on mis-
■ ■ information / disinformation.

That appellant ha.s been made scapegoat to
■ save the blue eyed officers / officials.

•TJiat appellant alSo request for personal
; . . '• Ip.earing. . ' • '

/

•t

23.

24.-
• f

In view of above submissions, it is 
l^umbly- prayed that on acceptance of 

• instant. ReiHew / Revision Petition, both 
the impugned orders of DPO, DIKhan and 
RPO, DIKhari may very graciously be set 
aside and ■ petitioner reinstated into 

. service from date of dismissal, with all 
back-benefits.

t

I

4'

Ybur’s/aithfullV:1

Dated:/.f/08/2024
!

Ex. SI Rehmat UUah 
No. il3-D 
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