
.i

BEFORE THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
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RespondentsDeputy Commissioner, Bannu and three others
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1510/2022

Siraj Khan S/0 Zarwali Jan R/o Kotka Shewa Jan Baka Khel District 
Bannu Appellant

VERSUS
Deputy Commissioner, Bannu and three others Respondents

Joints Para-wise reply on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 4.

Respectfully Sheweth.
\

Joints Para-wise Reply by Respondents No. 1 to 4 are as under: -

Preliminary Objections.

1. That the appeal of the appellant is barred by law and limitation.

2. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

3. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon’ble 

Tribunal.

4. That-the appeal is bad in law due.to mis-joinder and non-joinder of 

the necessary parties.

5. That the appellant did not come to this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean 

hands.

6. That the appellant was terminated on 09.09.2014, and he filed the 

present case/appeal ih the end. of year 2022. The appellant had a 

remedy .of appe^ within thirty days as provided in Rule-.ll of the• /

Federal Levies Force (Amended) Service Rule, 2013 which he did 

not avail, therefore, the present appeal is badly time barred and is 

liable to be dismissed with cost. ' /

7. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file 

the instant appeal.

8. That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the 

instant appeal.



OBJECTIONS ON FACTS;

1. Subject to proof hence no comments.

2. No comments.
3. Pertains to record.

4. Incorrect. The appellant was not regular in duty and officers were 

not satisfied with his performance.

5. As submitted above, the appellant was not regular in duty and 

remained absent from duty for sufficient period of time. He was 

served with several notices to join duty his willful absence from 

duty but he did not pay any heed. (Copy of attendance register 

page is enclosed as annexure-A and notices annexure. B). After 

that, the appellant was suspended from service on 09.09.2014.

6. Incorrect. Detail reply is already submitted in the above paras.

7. Comments in the case sought by the Section Officer (L&K), Law 

& Order Department FATA Secretariat Peshawar have been 

submitted vide letter no.295/DC/Levy Clerk dated 18.11.2015. 

Copy enclosed as Annexure-C.
8. Correct.

9. Pertains to record.

10. Incorrect. The appellant had a remedy of appeal within thirty days 

as provided in Rule-11 of the Federal Levies Force (Amended) 

Service Rule, 2013 which he did not avail. Therefore, the instant 
appeal is liable to be dismissed with costs.

OBJECTION ON GROUNDS:

A. As submitted in the above para, it is submitted that neither the 

present appeal nor the departmental appeal has been filed within 

the stipulated period of time.

B. As the appellant was not regular in his duty and remained absent 

for sufficient period of time, therefore, notice has been



« \

served upon him. He was also telephonically informed to resume 

his duty but in vain. Inquiry was not conducted in the case rather 

in the opinion of the authority the conduct of the appellant was 

sufficient to be proceeded against straight away.

C. Incorrect. The appellant has been terminated vide order dated 

09.09.2014 while nomenclature of the post of the high-up’s has 

been changed in year 2018.
D. Incorrect. The appellant has been served with several notices to 

resume his duty but he failed to attend the office for duty.

E. Incorrect. Several notices were issued to him but he remained 

absent. He was not interested in his job/duty, therefore, did not 

pay any attention neither to the notice nor the termination order of 

respondent.
F. That for rebuttal to the arguments of the appellant, the 

respondents may be allowed to raise additional grounds & 

material at the time of arguments.

It is, therefore, requested that the instant appeal of the 

appellant being devoid of merit, baseless, frivolous, illegal and 

against the facts/record, be dismissed with heavy cost.

District ^lice Officer, 
Dannu

DeputyXbmmissioner,
Bannu

(Respondent No.3)(Respondent No. 1)

C )inmissioner, 
)annu Division Bannu

InspectjSr tieneraTof P^ce 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, r

i
(Respondent No.2)(Respondent No. 4)
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1510/2022

Siraj Khan S/O Zarwali Jan R/o Kotka Shewa Jan Baka Khel District Bannu....
Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsDeputy Commissioner, Bannu and three others

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.
'

I

District Police Officer 
Bannu
(Respondent No.3)

Bannu
(Respondent No.l)

<7 Commissioner,
Bannu Division Bannu 
(^spb«4^nt No.2)

InspectoriUT&neraTof Police /___ ^
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pe'^aw^ 
(Respondent No. 4)
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B FFORF. THE HON'BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Anneal No. 1510/2022

Sira j Khan S/O Zarwali Jan R/o Kotka Shewa Jan Baka Khel District Bannu.....
Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsDeputy Commissioner, Bannu and three others

'r

AFFIDAVIT.

1 MR. Muhammad Farooq Khan DSP Legal Bannu, representative for Respondent 

No.1 to 4 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

is -fuHJv&r OYvoc<X. V ct9Pe=J!^^
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COri/llVIISSIONER
BANNU DiVlSiON
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jii^jAl^^i^iVii'nodiate/Court Matter. ' ’ 
The Oeputy Cominissioner, '

^ B;-innu. ;'
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CASE-TITLED SiRAJ KHAN VERSUS DlPfiTV rrift;’n;-,iccin,-.!rD

t
I■■,

-:
Subject; SUMMON m 

EANNU'ETC. '
n-, i 0.:
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1
Vj am directed to enclose herewith a copy cf appeal No i^io, dated i6/ai/20?.S i

inU -t-"' me case titled mentioned above, received from Registrar, Khyber Pakhtb&hwa SendceTribunai, 

Pesnawar and to request you to depute your representative to attend'itjlie Court on behair or ;

. . ' • i '>%'}•{ ' „
oiTirniJiSioner bannu Division (Respondent Mo.-Z) ' ' '' '

hearing piea.se.
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' Secretary to Cprnrnis^ionkr, 
BannU Division
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Slraj !shan ^on of Z'i::v.''j:\ ■_■ I ^ ■: ~;

District, Bannu

ViriSwS

1- Deputy Co.T;m:c5ior,er/Cc.r..T;er.da.';.
2- Politicai Tahsiider .............

r

APPEAL AGAiLJST THE IN^PUGNED ORD72
• DEPUTY COMrvIlSSlOMER/COrv-Tv-^ALiDA.:';i'
SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT HAS SEEN

I

OP 3cceot?'^ce tc'sPRAYER:
09,^09/2014 oassed '.r/ ru
service cf rhe aooeiie.^t r. - •^ .

^ ; ;

R e s p e cl ru 11 y S h u v; e t It :

GROUNDS;

1. -That the appellant has been serving ! 

the entire satisfaction of his supericr .

r ' •- rare :
1

j z.

;! 2. 1 Iiat the appeilant did no: c.bsen:

.ntseif but zs .

->■

c Pciitica: Tehsilcer
i

^rud;^es and ir’us cc'c 

3. That the so ccliec incuiry ...lu : 

respondeV.Lfr 02.

r >•7
I

. A' C*. -

4. Th.at :io shc'.v co_se nut r i'- ':

he was kept in aark.ness tot 

respcndeniH 01 as 'espenuen 

the appellant fro.r. his serv.cc-.

5. That LhG,app£:!ant belcogs 

refusal from duty as ho ;s a.>.

D. That iho aopeliarit seels 'n'css 

time of a.-ournenf:.
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:: i\\az ihithe above facts, it is humoiy recoes---

passec c;

V*' *
Keeping-in view, 

order

• li"-:
■i

t Oepub/..) -/ dated. ■ 0S/C9/2O14j Iimpugnea
Commissioner/Commahdant levy force, F.H, Sennu be se

•I

e: cs'-dc and
i h si' backthe services of the appellant may kindly be restore-

benefits.

Dated: 'zef/10/2015
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fv. , Appellant S'.'s. xnan 
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I iVluhammad Rasn^o Kner. (yVaci. ' 
Advocate, Hig
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