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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHBYER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR :
| e T
Appeal No. 1072 of 2024 Dhaes Na. I S—? dL‘A
_ b1 PP unl-*—_*:_:: a:?_q%
Ex Head Constable Sher Khan Son of Mashey Lal, Polec Department, Police Line District Upper
CRIEFA] BUNIcc.ctscevieers e nms e e s seessser e st sessesesaenesetsssesseresessesassenssennsasasnensas essreses (Petitioner)
VERSUS |
1. Regional Police officer, Malakand Division, Office D9W2+CM3 Shahi Bagh Saidu Sharif
~ Swat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa... et fRESPON A ENE)
2. District Police office, District Upper Chltral Bunl ........................................... (Respondent
3.

District Accounts officer District Upper Chitral Booni.....ov..c.vounercnne, (Respondent) _

PARAWISE COMMENT/REPLY ON EEHALF OF RESPONDENT NO. 03 (DISTRICT ACCOUNTS

OFFICER UPPER CHITRAL}

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: -

1.
2.
3,
4,

That the appellant has no case of action.

That the appellant has not come to this forum with clear hand. ‘
That the appeal of the appellant is based on malafide, fraud and misrepresentation.
That this Honorable court has no jurisdiction to entertain the said appeal as the

departmental appeal is pending before competent forum.
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On Facts: -

1. Para No.01 is correct, hence need no reply. _

2. Para No.02 isto the extend that according to retirement order the appeliant retired in
2023, but the Service Book of appellant show that his birth date is 02-01-1962 and
later on alteration has been made in his Service Book and over wrm ng clear show on:
Page No.01 of the Service Book {Copy of Service Book is attached as Annexure A).

3. | Para No.03 is correct that observation has been raised to the effect that corrlect date
of birth of appellant is 02-01-1962 but later on alteration and over writing has been
made in Page No.01 of the Service Book _

4. Para No.04 is correct, that on the basis of the said observation deductlon has been. '
made from the appellant according to law and rules.

5. That Para No.05 is incorrect false as according to Service Book of appellaht his-correct _
date of birth.is_ 02-01-1962, but later on appellant fraudulently made alteration in his
Service Book which is clear from the over writing on the very first Page of Service Book '
therefore, the deduction has been made according to law.

6. That Para No.06 of the appeal is refated to other respondent hence need no reply.

7. That Para No.07 is false, incorrect hence denied, as the-said deduction has been mad_e

~ on the basis of appelllant false and misrepresentation and concealment of his correct

date of birth.
. Grounds

A- Denied that the deduction has been made according to law as the. as the appellant was
involve in fraud by altering his date of birth and over wriﬁng on Service Book.

B- Denied that the Service Book was in pos'session of respondent Ne.Ol-, 02 ahd over
writing feund on very first page of appellant Service Book at the time of Pen's'i'qln.

C- Denied, as the Service Book was in possession of respondent No.01,02 and the reply
respondent found over writing in Page No.01 ofappeliant'Service Book at the time of

Pension.
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D- Denied, Detail reply has been given in above Paras..

E- Denied that accordmgto Ser\nce Book of appellant hIS date ofblrth is 02-01- 1962 but later '
| on over writing his been made by appellant.

F- Denied as the same order is accordlng to Law, and Rules.

G- Denied:

In view of the above narrated legal and factual grounds it is humbly.prayed that the appeal of

appellant may kindly be dismissed.

{Resporfdent No.03)

Distrj courits officer : .
Chitrat M
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHBYER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1072 of 2024

Ex Head Constable Sher Khan Son of Mashey LaI Polec Department, Police Line District
Upper Chitral

Buni... (Petmoner)

VERSUS
1. Regional Police officer, Malakand Division, Office D9W2+CM3 Shahi Bagh Saidu Sharif
Swat, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa... ....................................-......(Respondent)
2. District Police office, District Upper Chltral Bum RPN (. 1-31 ToY oV 101
3. . District Accounts officer District Upper Chitral Boonl (Respondent)

AFFIDAVIT

, Shakeel Ahmad District Accounts officer Chitral Upper/Lower {BPS-18) do hereby solemnly

affirm and state on oath that the parawise comments/reply on petition is true & correct to .

the best of my knowledge & belief and nothing has been concealed from the August Court. .
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