gEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No: 577 of 2022 Hearing 02-09-2022

Khalid Khan  V/S TheD &S] etc; Khyber Pakhtuihwa
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...:1) Incorrect..The appeal is maintainable tindéf the law.

2) Incorrect. The appeal is within time,
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3) Incorrect & false. Denied.
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4) Incorrect. Denied

On Facts:
1 to'5:' Having been admitted, needs no comments.
6. Partly incorrect. Deni;;:-;q; Thea I}lgg_,e{c_l} inquiry was not conducted properly, under

the law, especially with}qu}:.issga,n_.c}er of charge sheet & statement of allegation.
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Which farmed the whole proceedings as illegal. .
NI DA Ol ARSI TNC T SUNLENS DT S AT .24

A - - 11 - ) N

7. i+ Needs no further comments.

8. Irrelevant. Denied.
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Para 71"1;51'9@59.-933' is ;g(i).rgréct.‘ .,_Thg-_zrjepl_y thereto is partly incorrect. The alleged
< i “rcormplaint, nafilelyMuhammad Shet:'has disownedithe-demand of
Mot ;'bljiibfé‘fdéma-h.cl'in’g- and-acceptance of alleged bribe and also the alleged
: y.,,,cp.r_r;pl,aint on- his, behalf. This honourable tribunal in appeal no.
__1_59.‘60/2022,( observed legal lacunas in the departmental proceedings,

set-aside the order impugned therein and remanded the case for



~ decision, after conducting the proceedings afresh. The referred appeal

before this honourable tribunal is incorrectly termed as departmental

appeal. Moreover, the submission of affidavits by fhe alleged

complainant is not given weight without any justification.

Same as in Para-1, above.

iv. - Same as in Para-1 above

vi to ix.

Incorrect The alleged complainant Muhammad Sher has denied the
Iodgmg of compIalnt dlsowned his T. statmg that he had not
|mpressed any complamt ‘and 'in case of h|s thumb |mpre55|on on

alleged complamt the safe is fake But no welght was given to the

sald facts

Notldenied by fespohdents; Needs no comments.

It is prayed that on acceptance of this appeal, setting-aside the
impugned order,' the Appellant may be ordered to be re-instated into

service with all back service benefits.

Dated: 30-08-25022

KHALID KHAN

Through ~/Au*‘

-

MUHAMMAD ADAM KHAN Advocate
District Courts Mardan

AFFIDAVIT

1, Khalid Khan the appellant, do hereby stated on solemn

affirmation that the contents of this above Re-joinder

are correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and e

nothing is concealed from this honourablem

Deponent
KHALID KHAN




¢ | Moy
BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No: 577 of 2022 Hearing 02-09-2022

Khalid Khan V/S TheD &S etc;

‘Rejoinder:

Pry; Objéctions:

... ‘1) ‘Incorfect. The appeal is maintainable undér the law.
2) lncorrect The appeal is wrthm tlme
3) Incorrect & false. Denled o

4) Incorrect. Denied

On Facts:

1t6'5: Having been admitted, needs no comments.

6. Partly incorrect. Denied. The alleged inquiry was not conducted properly, under
the law, especially without issuance of charge sheet & statement of allegation.

Which farmed the whole proceedings as illegal.
[ '":i‘ . [ T T

1
h

7. . Needs no further comments.

8. Irrelevant. Denied.

 GROUNDS:

Para -,'-"1: of _Ap.peal is correct. Thereply‘ thereto is partly incorrect. The alleged
* corhplaint, namely ‘Muhammad Sher has disowned' the 'demand of

i 'v'lbri?bfé‘ demanding and acceptance of alleged bribe and also the alleged

e ‘,com!pl,aint on his. behalf. This honourable tribunal in appeal no.

| 15960/2022, observed legal lacunas in the departmental proceedings,

set-aside the order impugned therein and remanded the case for



vi to ix.

decision, after conducting the proteédi'ngs afresh. The referred appeal

before this honourable tribunal is incorrectly termed as departmental

appeal. Moreover, the “submission of affidavits by the alleged
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