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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUMAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 363/ 2023

SAJID KHAN APPELLANT

VERSUS

PROVINCE OF KPK ETC RESPONDENTS

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

• Respectfully Sheweth:

REPLY OF OBJECTIONS

All the objections taken by respondents are factually incorrect and legaljy 

untenable. The appellant has a legal cause of action and valid locus standi. The 

appeal filed by the appellant is within time and maintainable in its present form. 
The appellant approached this learned Tribunal with clean hands and with a 

bonafide claim moreover he impleaded all the parties necessary and proper for 

the adjudication of the instant appeal.

ON FACTS

1. Needs no reply.
2. Incorrect. A well founded and reasonable reply submitted by appellant was 

altogether ignored and not considered by the authorities'
3. Incorrect. Judicial review of this Tribunal is necessary to consider whether 

an officer who himself a witness of an occurrence can be appointed as 

inquiry officer in the case/matter. -
4. Incorrect. The averment of appeal is correct. The findings of the inquiry 

officer are not fair and impartial rather he reproduced thefalse story of the 

complainant in toto and failed to dig out the truth. It is worth to mention 

that as a result of a compromise between the appellant and the 

complainant the appellant has been acquitted by the court of competent 
jurisdiction in the criminal case vide order dated 06t04-2023, thus the 

criminal charge against the appellant is washed away which is the sole 

ground of his removal from service, therefore, the impugned orders of the 

departmental authorities are liable to be set aside and the appellant is 

entitle to be reinstated in to service. ( Copy of acquittal order is attached 

asR/1)
1. PU 2011 (Supreme Court) 280
2. 2012 SCMR-165
3.1998 SCMR-1993« :
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5 & 6. Incorrect. The averments of the para-5&6 of the appeal are correct while 

the reply offered by respondents is incorrect. *

ON GROUNDS

ATOG

All the grounds taken in the appeal by the appellant are legal and correct while' 
the reply offered by respondents is incorrect and not material moreover not 
based on law and rules, therefore, untenable, furthermore the appellant has got 
the acquittal order dated 06-04-2023 from the competent court, therefore, as per 
verdicts of the august Supreme Court of Pakistan referred here in above the 

appellant is entitle to be reinstated into his service as criminal charge is no more 

in the field.

It is therefore humbly requested that relief may kindly be granted as prayed 

for in the appeal.
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AFFIDAVIT
{

!, Sajid Khan S/0 Jurabaz Khan, EX- SI, District Bannu, do hereby declare on oath 

that the contents of this rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge & belief and nothing has been concealed from the court.

DEPONENT
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