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REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT
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Preliminary Objections!

(1-7) All objections raised by the respondents are incorrect and baseless. 
Rather the respondents are estopped to raise any objection due to 
their own conduct

FACTS;

1. Partially admitted correct by the respondents. Moreover no proof of 
blemished service record is attached by the respondents.

2. Incorrect, baseless and not replied as per contents of the Para-2 of 
the appeal. The said removal order was competently set-aside by the 
Service Tribunal vide its judgment dated 02.11.2004.

3. As explained in Para-2 above.

4. Admitted correct by the respondents so no comments. The element 
of out of turn promotion is never involved in the appeal. Moreover 
the appellant being a recruit of FRP has the right to be treated at par 
with his colleagues and batch mates.

5. As explained above the respondents have acted in a fanciful manner 
and repeatedly affected the seniority of appellant on one pretext or 
another. The respondents are legally required to at least treat the 
appellant at par with his colleagues and batch mates of FRP. 
Moreover, it is also established fact that the respondents have never 
communicated any adverse order to the appellant in time which 
affected his rights and all the adverse orders were passed at the back 
of appellant without giving him prior hearing which is against the 
principle of justice and fair play.



GROUNDS;

'A. All Paras of ground of appeal are in favour of appellant along with 
legal position and the reply of the respondents is against facts, and 
available record.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the
ed for.appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as
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AFFIDAVIT
- 's.

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder and 
appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 
nothing has been concealed from Hon’able Tribunal. m /y
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?J^K5eMrou08.74)23 XV'-nfAfeTk^AAl)-SlHXHt!teir‘Pj ftfCE L(NES~ P^E^HAWAR^

r"''y‘^A^n^SfP^InvwtiBation of CCP Peshavrar in thc'rauklof H^ Constable with effect froml.^^ ;

\ ■ 2(!.68.'2003(withhiscolleigues)insteadof3p.03.200S. '} , iwVFST'r^fj’

T-ie following officer attci ded the meeting; • .;• DV '<■. ^ '

1. Mr. Haroon Rashid-Khan, T.ST, PSP. SSP (Operations) Peshawar
2. Mr. Mir Faraz, PSP. SSP (^Coordination) Peshawir 

Mr. Muhammad l^isar Khan, PSP, SSP (Investiftation) Peshawar 
Mr. Rahim Hussiun, SP (^Qs) Peshawar.
Mr. Inam Khan, DSP Le^al, Peshawar 

Mr. Noman Khar, Officq Superintendent

/, Mr. Amjad Bilal, EC-U-^
■ i. Mr. Arshad Ali Shah, CRC

The Committee'thoroughly examined hisjease ai ^ ^^mously concluded thq followhg:

i. His c^e was not considered for promotion withl^.colleagues as he was under enquiry

^ atthetimepfiJrgmotionaiid later on dismissed ,Cpom service vide OB Nu. 3_$5:‘dated 

08.10.2003. The Hon’bic Khyber Pakhtunkbw'Services Tribunal. Peshawar in its 
• judgment dated 02.11.2004 decided his app^ Wd re-instated him in service while the 

period of termination was treated as extra brdiii^ leave ,wthout pay. Moreover, 
back benefits were granted for the intervening ^riod.

ii. ' The appellant agitated his case in the year 2023 which is badly time barred..
iii. The name of appjicant officer exists at S.No^O in the seniority list of inspectors for the 

2022 which has been circulated to all the ciricers but the applicant hasViSt challenRcd
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The Comniittee,'therefore, reAmme'nd that the ca-ic may^ filed.

I

:i •'DSP Legal: . EC-n pf:':mt

1^, t • M
SSi^Opcrations)i 

pfshimar

acterial.siii'

US

t" Peshiwar
N". ■' / • '

( • 'Peshawar' '•

. Approved b:i:M v
I

. Incharge^ 

Ui\m
Capital 01^ PuliculSQ 

• Peshawar; .

TI *

• _
k'. Ii( . iI

: .. i'.-., ■i .-ri .! . .I rnmmK

Zl'ii
I

»

*. 'v


