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PARA WISE REPLY/COMMENTS OF RESPONDENTS NO.1 to 3Fb

Respectfully Sheweth

The respondents respectfully submit as under: -
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1.

NG R WP

8.

That the Appellant has got no cause of action.

That the Appeal is not maintainable under the law.

That the Appeal is barred by law & limitation.

That the Appellant has not been discriminated in any way.

That the Appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.
That the Appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands.
That the Appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file the

instant Appeal.
That the Appellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

ON FACTS

1.
2.

et

Correct, hence need no Comments.
“According to ESTA Code serial No.42/reference correspondence in tendam

with this Department circular memorandum No. S(R) 1151/1-26/SOXIl, dated
the 27" April, 1962 on the subject noted above, since the public interest is
paramount in all cases, the fact that a Government servant is attending
evening classes cannot in itself be a reason for not transferring himself. The
competent authority, while allowing officials serving under them to study in
evening classes, should, however, carefully go in to the question whether
the officials is likely to be transferred to other stations. If so, permission in
his case should be refused.”

Pertain to record, hence need no comments.

Incorrect, the Appellant did not obtain NOC from the competent authority i.e
Head of the Department (IGP KP). The appellant use this NOC as lame excuse
for not performing his duty in other Circles or Districts.

Incorrect, the Appellant did not obtain NOC from the competent authority i.e
Head of the Department (IGP KP).

Pertain to record. Need no comments.

Correct to the extent that, the Appellant appeared in person before the
Respondent No.2 but his request was not considered because he has not
obtained NOC from the Head of the Department.

. Pertain to record, need no Comments.
. Pertain to record, need no Comments.
10.
11.

Pertain to record, need no Comments.

Correct, hence need no Comments.

The Respondent Department may kindly be allowed to raise additional Grounds at
the time of arguments. '
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GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect, the act of the Respondent is not against the taw/ Rules and not
based on malfide intention, ulterior motive; hence, such act is sustainable in
the eye of law. The Appellant was transferred due to rise of militancy in
District Lakki Marwat and paucity of Police personnel.

B. Incorrect, the respondent No. 6 has not got any personal grudges with the
appellant nor his transfer was based on any malafide or ulterior motive.

C. Pertain to record, need no comments.

D. Reply has been given in the above Para.

E. Incorrect, the act of respondents is not violation of Article 4,25 and 25A of the
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and the appellant was "
transferred to District Lakki Marwat due to exigency of service.

F. The respondent department may kindly be given opportunity to advance other
ground and material in time of arguments.

PRAYER:

in view of the above Para wise comments, it is most humbly prayed that the
Appeal of the Appellant may kindly be dismissed with cost.

RPO Office Bannu
(Respondent No. 6)

Regional _F;Sfi_é'é":@f-f-icer,,\_:m
Bannu Region, Bannu
(Respondent No.2)

eral Q Police,

-

Inspector Gen
KP Peshawar.
(Respondent No.1)
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AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Muhammad Farooq Khan DSP Legal Bannu, is hereby authorized to appear before
Honorable Tribunal on behalf of the undersigned in the above cited Appeal.

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the

present Appeal.

Mr. Javed Kian ‘Establishment Clerk,
RPQO Office Bannu
(Respandent No. 6)

Regiohal Police Dffies
Bannu Region, Bannu
(Respondent No.2)

Inspéctor Géneral of Police,
KP Peshawar. '
(Respondent No.1)
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AFFIDAVIT.

| MR. Muhammad Farooq Khan DSP Legal Bannu, representative for
Respondent No.1 to 6 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the
accompanying comments submitted by us are true and correct to the best of our

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Honorable

Tribunal.
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