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BLl‘ ORE THE KIIYBER l’AKlll UNI&IW\’ ASKE l.{V le‘ TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. .
' Serviee Appeal No. 7712/20]8
Rahiin'Shah S/O Asil Zada resident of Charbagh lchsll Charbagh Dlsu ict bwat

..... Appdjant
) _ VERSUS o
© District Police Officer, Swat & others
. _ . .........l{cspoudu\ls
. PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENT

Respectfully Sheweth,
’l’RELlMIN ARY OBJECTIONS..
B T That the appcal is bddly barred by Law & limitation.

2. "11mt the appellant has- got no Causc of action ‘and locus standl to file the

3. That the appeal is bad ducto mls;omdcr and nonjoindér of necessary partics:
4, _ That the appcllant has not-come to the Tr 1bunal with clean hdndg
5. “That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present imm ‘
0. That the 'xppn,lldnl has conccaled the material facts from this Hon’ble.
Tribunal.
- FACTS:

-pl esent appeal.

1. Pcn tain to pelsondl mloundtuon of appcllam hence neceds no comments.

2. Correct to the cxt(,nt that dppcllant was (1111._»[(,(1 as Const.ablé (Special Police
Force) on contract | basis for the pcuod of two year in the yecar 2009 and later
' on 1eg,ul'1r1zcd v1d<. NOtlﬁ_CclllOll No.15784 dalcd 09/12/2()19

3. Incorrect. Accondm;:> to scrvice book of appellant he was 1ecmltcd in Police

- Department as Special Police Force on contract basis for two ycars vide OB

No.144 dated 09/10/2009 by DPO, Swat. His daté of birth is mentioned as .
01/01/1966 in service.book. Momovm on {he basis of his. CNIC No. 15602- "

" 7269206-3, his date’ of birth s 01/01/19( 6 which -was 1ssucd to him on

22/05/2()06 and was valid up to 30/04/2016. On the basis of same CNIC he

was enlisted in Police department. (Copy of CNIC is enclosed as annexure
“ A”). . '

4. Pertain to record and learned Civil Judge/Court, henee nocds no comments.



5.

‘a.

Incorrect. The date of birth of appellzu'll was recorded correctly in his service

book as plov1dcd by him at the time of enlistment. The dalc ol birth once

entered in service book could only be changed or inodilicd wnllun wo years

o of enlistment, however  (he appellant ‘neither informed the -dcpatt_mcnl

regarding correction in his datc of birth nor any proof is available on record in -

this regard.

lncoucct Appellant was required to apply for the change or modxﬁcd ol his
date of birth within two years afler joining service in Police dcpaltmcm
however he did not apply. for the same with ‘statutorily period of two ycar,
therefore -under rules, correction regarding his date of birth at this.belated

‘stagc cannot_be cnlulamcd aftct lapse of stipulated pcuod of two years, the _

date of birth of appelldnt will be presumed as correct and final. Morcover, the '
appellant has wrongly invoked the jurisdiction of this honorable tribunal
through unsound grounds.”

"GROUNDS:. -

Inuouccl That duuon/ma«.lmn of the respondents are iawful legal and in

: dccoulam,c with l'\w/lulcs

Incorrect. As stated above, appellant was required to apply for the rectification ®
‘of his datc of birth within two yecars after joining service in Police departiment,

.howcvcx he did not apply for the same with slatulouly pulod of two ycar,

thercfore under rules, correction 1L§,mdmg, his date of birth at this bclalcd

stage cannot be entertained, after the lapse o[ stipulated period of lwo years, .

' lhe datg of bnth 0[ dppdldllt will be pr csumed as corréetand findl.

Incorrect. That the date of birth of the appeHant as per his CNIC is 01/01/ 1966

and on the basis of {his, hc was cnlisted as Special Pohce Officer and his date

- of birth has been nghtlv mtucd in hls service buok as per available CNIC at

the time of enllshnent.

Incorrect. That the Lle.tc of buth ol appcl!dm was lt,condcd couu,t}y in his

_service book as per his CNIC provided by him at th(, time of culistment. The _

date of birth once- cnlcrcd in service book could only be réetify within two

years of enlistment, howcvu the appc‘llam neither informed the department

* within stlpulalcd period of two ycars regarding correction in his date of birth

nor is any proof available on record in this regard.

Incorrect. That inppcllamt has not been deprived of his legal right. The”

appellant was required to apply for correction in his date of birth within first



h.

T
. PRAYER:

{he appeal of appellant beiing devoid of lcgal {orce may kmdly be dismissed

two yccn “of cnllstmcnt bul he ldllcd to do so, hence after the fapse of -

stxpulated period of tow year, thc date of biv th is con‘uda,rcd 10 be final.

: lm,ouect No malafide has bcm shown by the respondent. The conduct of

. respondent is legal and in accordance with law/ mlcs

Para already cxplained above in detail.

Pertain to record.- Appellant has performed duty as routine and not shown any

good performance.

. First portion of this para s peltnm 10 1cc.01d however the appellant was

1cquncd to apply for the mcuimatzon of his date oi birth within two years after
_]Olnlllg ‘service m Police, dcpcutmcnt howov01 lhe did not apply for thc Same

within statutouly period of two year.

That other grounds not spcdiﬁcuily’ answered- in the reply, ‘will be agitaléd

with the permission of honorable T'ribunal at the time of arguments.

Keepmz, in views the above facts and circumstances, it.is humbly prayed that

District P
(Respondent No. 5

Regional Policé Olficey;
" Malakand Region,
Gaida Sharif, Swat,
Regional Police Officer,
Malakand Region -

(Respondent No. 0)

Inspector E'. nral of Police,

Kbyber Pukbt 1kliwa, Peshawar
(Respopdent No. 7)



EFORE THE K1 1YBER PAKIITUNK) WA SERVICYE TRIBU NAL, PESUAWAR.

o

Service 'Appcal No. 7712/2018

- Rahim Shah S/0 Asil Zada r(;:si-d,c'nt of Charbagh Tehsil Charba gh District Swat. .

-----------

Appeliant
VERSUS

District Police Officer, Swat & others

Respondents

AFFIDAVIY

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly ulfﬁr'm on oath and declare that the -
contents of the appeal are correct/truc (o {he best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has

been kept scorel from the honorable Tribunal.

o e Ees b b h __ ' __

jiefionad Polive Officer,
Malakand Region,
Saidu Sharif, Swat.
Regional Police Officer,
Malakand Region
- (Respondent Na. 6)

e —

Inspectoy J_-Ljn/cral of Police,
Khyber Pukh (nkhwi, Peshawar
Respondent No. -



S dLl‘ORl‘ T KllYBLR PAKH llJNK[lVVA SERVICE TRI BUNAL l’LbllAW AR,

-

bu vice Apm :al No. 7712/2018

Rahim Shah 8/0 Asil Zada residcnl of Charbagh Tehsil Charbagh Districl Swat.

District Police Officer, Swat & others

e Appellant

e Respondents

AUT llO’RlTY LETT ER

We, the abovc 1c':pondcnt9 do hcwby authou/c M. Naucm llussam DSP/Legal Swat

10 appear before the Tribunal on our behall and

Service ~Api)cal;

submlt reply cte in wnncutnon with titled

Disthic(\Polj eOl;/l'icc\:}vat
. (Reppondent No. :

aiv;,imml Poﬁu, 2 Officen
Matakand f\cglon

Regtbih TP Olticer,
Malakand Region
(Rcspondult Nu 6)

Inspector] General of Police,
Khyber Pukhtt ikhwa, Peshawar
(x SpondultNo 7
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