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4 before the HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVirg TRIBUN AI ,.
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 61/2022

Said Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc
(Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS NO 1 TO ^ 

RESPECTIVELY SHEWETHr

PRELIMINARY OB.TECTIONS!.

a) That the appeal is bad for non-joinder and miss-joinder of necessary parties.
b) That the appellant has not come to this Hon^ble Tribunal with clean hands. - '
c) That the appellant has got no cause of action to file present appeal, " '
d) That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

e) That the appellant has concealed real facts from Hon’ble Tribunal.
f) That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

FACTS

1. Correct hence no comments.

2. Correct hence no comments.

3. Incorrect, the proceedings against the appellant were in accordance with law/ rules 

and he failed to challenge the order dated 08.07.2003.
4. Incorrect, the appeal of the appellant was time barred hence rejected vide order 

dated 18.11.2021. (Copy of order on appeal is enclosed as “A”). Furthermore, the 

instant service appeal is not maintainable on the following Grounds.

GROUNDS:-

1. Incorrect, the order dated 08.07.2003 is legal and in accordance with law/ rules.
2. Incorrect, the same is in accordance with principles of natural justice.
3. Incorrect, the proceedings initiated against the appellant was in accordance with 

law/ rules.

4. Incorrect, the order dated 08.07.2003 is in accordance with law/ rules and not in 

conflict with the theme of Fundamental Rules.
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5. Incorrect, the appellant has no locus standi and cannot claim incentive at this 

belated stage.

Incorrect, the actions of the Police Department are in accordance with law/ rules. 
Incorrect, appellant was found committing misconduct within the meaning of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended 2014) hence awarded him 

minor punishment by the competent authority by taking lenient view of his long 

service.

6.
7.

PRAYER:-

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the instant service appeal may 

kindly be dismissed being devoid of merits and legal force, piease.

'^Assistant InspQctorGejtdralofFoltfce, 
Telecommunication,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 3)

Provincial Police (n ficej< 
Khybir PakhtunkSw^T 

/Pe^war. I 
(I^spondent Nd. 2)
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Government ofpiy5^akhtunkhwa,
Home & TAs Department, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 1)
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OFFICE OF THE 
INSrECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

?CHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
C-dntral Police Office, Peshawar..

/21, dated Peshawar the

I \
h
I/M /2021.No. S;
i

To: The Deputy Lispsctor General of Police,
Telecommunication, Khyber Pak>:tunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

'iSubject:
Memo:

APPEAL.
(!
IThe Competent Authority has examined ind filed the revision petition submitted 

by Retired Head Constable Saeed Khan No. 599 of Telecommunication against the punishment 
of stoppage of one increment, with a cummulative eifect by Assistant Inspector General of 
Police, Telecommunication, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide order Endst: No.'6711- 
) 5,Tele/OSI, dated 15.07.2003. being badly time barre.l.

The applicant niiy please to informed a-cordingly.

1

n

i(NOrOR AFGHAN) 
Registrar,

. For Inspector General of Police, . 
lyber Pakhhinkhwa, Peshawar.
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t ^ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No 61/2022

Said Khan. (Petitioner)

Versus

Inspector General of Police & others (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Saeed Deputy Superintendent of Police Telecommunication KPK Peshawar 

(representative of respondents/Department) do here by solemnly declare that the contents of accompanying 

comments on behalf of Respondents/Department are correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT

(MUHAMAMD MEED) 
Deputy Superintendent Police, 

Telecommunication: Peshawar.
CMC:

s.
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AUTHORITY

It is certified Mr. Muhammad Saeed DSP of Police Telecommunication is hereby authorized 
/nominated to submit the comments on behalf of the respondents department in Service Appeal 
No.61/2022 case titled Said Khan VS Inspector Genera! of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 
others.
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