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Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Shafi Uliah resubnnitted today by Roeeda Khan 

Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

08/06/20221-

1
STRTnr^

1

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on —.Notices be issued to appellant

and his counsel for the date fixed.

2-

CHAIRMAN

28.06 Learned counsel for the appellant &H>^requested 
for adjournment on the ground that she has not 
prepar^he brief in order to properly assist the court.

r-'. To come up forRec|uest accepted. 
preliminary arguments on 09.08.2022 before S.B.

- ‘•i r

(Fareeha Paul)
^ Member (E)



The appeal of Mr. Shafiullah son of Habib Khan Chowkidar r/o Shahak Khel Badaber 
Peshawar received today i.e. on 02.06.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is 
returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list has not been dully filled in.
2- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
3- Annexure-B of the appeal is incomplete which may be completed.
4- Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as 

mentioned in the memo of appeal.

/S.T.No.

72022Dt.
/

REGISTRAR ^ 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Roeeda Khan Adv. Pesh.

^ -v. ’*■
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAE
' f. CHECK LIST

Case is duly si^gdr • '■' . ■ I Yes
Case title1.

No2.
No3. The law under which the case is preferred has been 

mentioned. : ■' .
Yes

Yes NoApproved file cover is used.4.
Yes NoAffidavit is duly attested and appended.5.

Case and annexure are property paged and numbered 
according to index. ________________ , ' __
Copies of annexure are legible and attested. If not, then 
better copies duly attested have annexed.
Certified .copies of all requisite documents have been filed.
Certificate specifying that no case on similar grounds was 
earlier submitted in this court, filled. 

NoYes6.

Yes No7.

Yes No .8.
NoYes9.

Yes NoCase is within time.10.
■The value for the purpose of court fee and jurisdiction has 
been mentioned in the relevant column.

NoYes11.
f

f
/ No .-Court fee in shape of stamp papers affixed. For writ Rs. 500, 

for other as required) " ' ■ ■
Yes12.

■*15: NoPower of attorney is in proper form. Yes
Yes NoMemo of addressed filed.14.
Yes -No15. List ofbooks mentioned in the petition. ________

16. The requisite number of spare copies-attached { Write 
petition- 3, Civil appeairSB-2) Civil Revision fSB-l, DB-2)

17. Case (Revision /appeal/petition etc) is filled on a prescribed
form. . ______ . . ' -

18. Power of attorney is attested by jail authority (for jail Yes
prisoner only) _____ . . _______ ’ •

It is certified that formalities /documentations as required in column 2 to 18
above, have been fulfilled.

Yes No .

Yes No

No

Name:- Roeeda Khan 
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar^^^
Signature:
Dated: - _________

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Case: - ' ________—^--------- -------
Case received on • ' ^------------
Complete in all respect: Yes/No, (If NO, the grounds)

Signature _
(Reader)

Dated: -
Countersigned: -

(Deputy Registrar)



of 2022Appeal No.

Khan (Chowkider) R/o Shahak

Appellant
Shafi UUah S/o Habib
Khe’ Badaber Peshawar

VERSUS

Public Health, ENGG, DivisionExecutive Engineer 

Peshawar. _
2) Superintending Engineer PHE^
^ Accountant General KPK Peshawar.

1)
, Circle Peshawar.

3)
Respondents• • • • • • •• • ••

index

PagesAnnexureDescription of documents^— 
~ Memo oF^^peal with

verification ______ _—^
Application for condonation
nf delay __ _—
Addresses of the parties

^ Affidavit .
^ Termination

ar.niiittal order
of reinstatement order 

Copy of Payroll and

S.No 1-4
1.

5&6
2

7
3. 8
4. QToA&B&order5.

C
Co6. D&Earrear

7. *
list FDepartmentalCopy of 
Appeal

4.

Copy of order dated
Copy of representation
Wakalat Nama

5.
6.

Dated 01/06/2022 Appellant

Through
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Khan (Chowkider)
Appeal No. —.— ------^

Shafi UUah S/o Habib 

Badaber Peshawar

R/o Shahak Kdiel

...Appellant

VERSUS

Public Health, ENGG, Division
Executive Engineer 

Peshawar.

Superintending Engin.

countant General KPK Peshawar.

1)

ineerPHE, Circle Peshawar.
2)

....... RespondentsAc3) • • • •

girrETON ^ THI

appRT T ANT AT HNC with a----
ppNEFTTS^t^ SERVICE.

RACK

Prayer

appella^ -rS;%etea;^ to
‘:::i"kiS gS w^h effe^om 

2007 to 11/06/2019 in favor of the appellant.

Wp^pectfi'lly Sheweth:

FACTS
as under;The appellant respectfully submits



\. = £<

d for thebeen appom^^
with respondent

Uant has
Chowkider

That the appe 

of Pump 

Department since

1)
. post longtime.

formed
ent *6 appellant per

d hard work andThat after appointm 

his duty wit-

compiai^^
inst the appellant-

2) ith full devotion an madebas beenwhatsoever
no
aga

false
dated

charged m
the appellantthat 303) , plR. casefabricated

13/01/2013 U/S 302
149 PPC Police 

has
and , 427, 34S 

lo which
ndbytberespon

the appellaitt
dent Department.Station Badaber

been suspe

n terminated from 

Department on 

ff conviction on

has beenThat the appellant

service by
4) the respondent

on the ground ott19/12/2016 thein which later on
said criminal case 

appellant has been acqui-
High court Peshawar on

:nn order and acquittal are

ableitted by the Hon
24/04/2019.

Peshawar
of termination(Copy

attached as Annexure

acquittal

-A andB).
has beenthe appellant

the respondent
That after
reinstated by 

1/06/2019 with

Department on' ^ 5)
16/07/2013. (Copy

is attached as
effect from 

order
1

reinstatementof
Annexure-C)



)

1
ellant has been reinstated 

but the
That although the app

respondent
6) Department

of service has not been
theby

ears/back benefits
the appellant

arr T 2007 till 2019.w.e

C.”
D and E).Annexure

rapondCTl Kpitlment tot » « '

2020 but in vain.

7)

submitted Departmental
to respondent

/back benefits of service

the appellantThat8)
; 18/02/2022appeal on

Department for arrears
response has been given to the appellant

of Departmental. but no
by the. respondent. (Copy,

ched as Annexure-F).appeal is atta

grounds

been treatedhas notthe appellant 

ordance to law and rules
A). That

. acc

of the 

962 that 

ith all back 

suspend or

the Judgment

2021 SMCR Page
That accordance to 

Court
B)

Supreme
Government servant will be given wi

for the period he wasbenefits 

terminated.



iV
of the appellant has also 

been clarified from the acquitted order dated

11/06/2019.

That the innocence' C)

That the appellant belongs to a poor family.
D)

It is therefore most humbly prayed that 

of this appeal the appellant 

-y kindly be treated accordance to law and 

rules and the arrears/back benefits of service 

-y kindly be granted with effect from 2007

favor of the appellant

on acceptance

ma

ma;
to 11/06/2019 in
alongwith all back benefits.

remedy which this august tribunal 

fit that may also onward granted in favor of
Any other 

deems 

appellant.

Dated 01/06/2022

Appellsttitr''”’^^

Through

Advocate, High Court,
Ro

Peshawar.
Verification:

Verified that the contents of the above appeal 

and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief.
are true

Deponent
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of 2022, Appeal No.

Habib Khan (Chowkider) -B/o Shahak

Appellant
SHafi Ullah S/o 
Khel Badaber Peshawar

VERSUS

Public Health, ENGG, DivisionExecutive Engineer
2) S'Srending Engineer PHE, Circle Peshawar.
^ Accountant General KPK Peshawar.

1) :

3)
Respondents

V,>m ir aTTON rr^NHONATlON OF DELM.

Respectfully Sheweth;
has filed the 

/ in which no date has
petitioner/appellant ^

accompanied appeal today 

yet been fixed.

1) That the

petitioner/appellant has a good pritna facie
and the

That 

case 

grounds 

integral part of this application.

2)
and is hopeful for its , success

mentioned in appeal may be treated as

- That the appellant visited so many time to
2020 for granting his

3)
pondent Department till 

■ back benefits but in vain.
res



t N

That the dispute ofthe appeUaut comes under the
deiftnation of recurrence cause of action agamst

which no limitation has been counted.

4)

humbly prayed that 

lication the delay if any may be

on
It is, therefore, most

acceptance of this app
doned in the interest of justice.con

Dated 0.1/06/2022 Petitioner 

Through
Rooe

Advocate, High Court
Peshawar

affTDAVIT

I

true an
nothing has been kept secret 
Hon’ble Tribunal.

deponent
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of 2022Appeal No.

Habib Khan (Chowkider) R/o Shahak

Appellant
Shafi Ullah S/o
Khel Badaber Peshawar

• • • • •• • •

VERStJS

Executive Engineer Public Health. ENGG, Division

Sup'Sbtending Engineer PHE Circle Peshawar.
Accountant General KPK Peshawar.

1)

2)
; 3)

.... Respondents

AnnPFSSES THF. PARTIES

Appellant

Shafi Ullah S/o Habib Khan (Chowkider)

Respondents

Executive _

Superintending Engineer PHE, Circle Peshawar. 
Accountant General KPK Peshawar

ive Engineer Public Health, ENGG. Division
1)

2)
3)

Dated 01/06/2022

Appellant

Through

Rooeda Khan 

Advocate, High Court, 
Peshawar^
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of2022Appeal No

ShahakHabib Khan (Chowkider) R/o
ShafiUllahS/o 

Khel Badaber Peshawar Appellant• • • • •• • • •

VF.RSUS

Public Health, ENGG, DivisionExecutive Engineer 

Accountant General KPK Peshawar.

1)

2)
3)

Respondents

affidavit
Shahak KhelR/oKhan (Chowkider)Shafi Ullah S/o Habib 

Badaber Peshawar 

instant appeal are 

belief and nothing has been conceaie

I, th that the contents of thedo hereby solemnly and oa
best ,of my knowledge andand correct to thetrue

led from this Hon'^blp Court.

Deponent
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PLOT JS. 40, SECTOR B-II PHASE-V, HAYATABAD, PESHAWAR. 

PHONE NO. 091-9217511.

dated PESHAWAR TllEi^2_//^/2016.
NO.

OFFtCE ORDER^

Sessions Court Judge-I Peshawar (Fazal Sattar Additional 

vide Case No.OS/SC of 2016. Mr. Shafiullah Chowkidar
; Service with

Due to

Sessions Judge-I), decision
Staff on WSS Shahab Khel is hereby terminated from GovtOperation 

immediate effect i,e 16.12.2016.

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG; DIVISION 

PESHAWAR. . .

Copy to:-
1. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Superintending Engineer PHE Circle Peshawar.
3. Siib Divisional officer PHE, Sub Division No-II Peshawar letter No.

dated 16.12.2016. for information please. . '
4. Divisional Account Officer (Local).
5. Official concerned.

A .V)--
EXECTTIVE ENGINEER 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DIVISION 
PESHAWAR.
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Criminal Appeal jSectiom410 Cr.PC)<
Opening Sheet for

m -rHE,
ttt7T PESHAVL^

.,.<;...2016

S^^^^^'^n'petitiOT
No.../--■ ........ CrimirialCase

P.t.„pn/ ''Pfp,eaderorAgenL.j4;JiJ^;^^

CourtjofPakist^

AppeliateSide.

district

Peshawar

(Accused/V(
Shafi Ullah and others..... -

VERSUS ,
...... ..(Complainant/ Respon

The Stat and another....--

judge-learned additional session
1, PESHAWAR.

05/12/2016

302,427. 148,149 PPG ■

the orderAppeal fpom
of:

Dated;

Under Section:Charge
the appellants U/s

• ^oT?i“0/ = ^a^h 2 ctmpensadon

SH£,-£SHE:?i-;3SSs£5.s:S-ns:.2.s:
run concurrently .

sentence
Sentence;

■ on -ccepto„c, of Ms oppeol tta orMr ppP joPsmePt 

MtPf 05/22/2016 of M learopf ASH PesOooiao. o,oy 
Kindly be set oslOo nnd cbe oppclloots 0,0, ploose be

■ acquiued from Che Charges me

Prayer:

nCioned above.

• ^ffisriD^
, examiner 'Peshawar High Court

appeal are ATTACHED)(GROUND OF
t

ABDUL FAYAZ 
Advocate Supreme 

Pakistan
Court of

FDLEDi^:

DepnlyVvegiCjlirl '/•' r 

09 DEC2Q16

DAYI
J *i.i

I-

hS
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/

/
IW THE PESHAWAR HIGH COURT, PESHAWAR

X.. .'. Gr. Appeal. Nof/'’. J-20
c' \

::6’

1. Shafi Ullah S/o Habib IChan . ^ /
2. RoidadS/o Almas Khan. ■ ^
3. Shah Nawaz S/o Madad Khan all ai-e R^dentUSfXhahab

Khel, District Peshawar..' p\ccused /Appellants)
Appeal
of. VERSUS
Datec • 1. The State

2-. Abbas Khan S/o Saeed Khan R/o Shahab Khel, District 
Peshawai'.

Cba- ,
(Complainant / Respondents)

sen

CASE F.I.R NO.- 30 DATED 13/01/2013 CHARGE V/S 302. 
427^ 148, 149 PPC, POLICE STATION BADHABER .DISTRICT 
PESHAWAR. .

APPEAL U/S 410 CR.PC AGAINST THE JUDGMENT
DATED 05/12/2016 OF LEARNED ADDITIONAL
SESSIONS JUDGE-I, PESHAWAR. WHEREBY THE

c

LEARNED TRIAL COURT CONVICTED AND
SENTENCE THE APPELLANTS
i. U/S 302(b) PPC TO RIGOROUS IMPRISONMENT
FOR LIFE ON THREE COUNTS WITH FINE OP 

RS 200,000/= EACH AS COMPENSATION
ii. U/S 427 PPC TO 6 MONTH R.l WITH FINE OF RR. , 
40,000/= IN DEFAULT OF PAYMENT 2 MONTHS S.I

■ each. ■

m. U/S 148 PPC TO ONE YEAR R.l WITH FINE 

RX 30,000/= IN DEFAULT OF PAYMENT 2 MONTH.S 
S.I EACH.

OF

PILElr TODAY-
A V H-Depiuy Reiyisti.'ifs 

O9D£e20f6: , '

! attested 
< examiner^ .

■ Peshawar High Court
■■

1V ■ 
’..; Cr-I •
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pr. IS extended

thesentencesjto
benefit OF SECTigrL38g-tg^ 

tOTHBA^PEUiMXS.^^-^ 

RUNCgiiCURRENTE^

•:c:
ppAYERlN APPE^

! order and judgjnent

A^-h PeshatiALr, may 

y please be acquitted

of this appeal the 

05/12/2016 -of the learned ^ 

set cLside and the appellants ma 

rtioned above.

Or CLCceptance

dated 

■kindly be 
'from the charges met

ResEectfuUX-Shew^

the above citedbeing charged in

convicted and sentenced by the ,
That the appellants

tried whereby
1.

case, were
learned Additional Session dudge-l,' Peshawar, to. tfee

his order- and judgment’mentioned above vide

05/12/2016. (Copy of order and judgment dated 

05/l2/2016is attached as annexure “A”).

sentence

dated

this HonTDle. Court 

the following
Now the appellants approached 

against the impugned order/ judgment on 

grounds;.

GROUNDSi
of. the learned Trial Court is 

record, henceu
That the order/ judgment 

against the law, material and facts on
A.

, liable to be set aside.
r

gLSDJO)A'A ■ 

! A '
.1.

I:
attested 

. examiner ^
Peshawar High Court

T-.3 •
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/
■ /

<,■ •»
thehas miserably tailed to-prove

. The learned Trial Court

/
That the persecution

B./ d shadow of doubts
■ / .. case beyon of doubts , hao acted/ the .benefit

of justice.
not extending

agamstthelawandoan.on
while

/

theevidence againstcircumstantial
there .is noThatC.

appellants.

C.
deciding the matter/ case 

the evidence on 

decision.

That the learned Trial Qpurt

misread and miss-appreciated
D.

• has
' record, hence reached ah erroneouj

its indifferences
That the leanred Trial Court has shown 

to the weli celebrated cannons of crirmnal jusuce.
E.

material contradictions in the statements
That there are

ofthePW’s but the..
consideration this aspect of the case at all.

F, re learned Trial court has not taken into

in the prosecution’s

doubts regarding

numerous loop holesThat there areG. the
which create serious

prosecution story.

It is, therefore,, most

story

humbly prayed that on 

of this appeal the otdSjJ^Igd^^ud^^'dt
acc eptance

i.

Deputy
09DEC?Ot6 -------------

5.. /

attested
FXAWHNER' High CourtPeshawi

.1.
T‘ ,v '.
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HSGHCOBSr.£S§HA2^hinthepesh^a^

\ '
\‘

Cr. No. __ 9 9>‘
■ ■'^r

In'. /2016
Cr. Appeal Wei-

ed/ Appellants) '
(Accus

d anotherShafi UUah an

VERSUS ndents). (Complainant/Respo
the Stat and another

CHmRGE_UZS_^
staSIQILMDHABER°3n dated.

ppr.^ POLICE
CASE_FiSJlS
427^_ld8,J^
PF.RHAlVAm

THEFOR, ChP.C
sentence and release 

NAMRUY shah

^OVE titled CASE TILL T®

the main criminal

426application, u/s .
OF THESUSPENSION

appellantACCUSED/OF THE 
MAWAZ IN THE

disposal offinal 

appeal.

ectfully Sheweth: learnedResp tried by 
vide order dated

s. werepetitioners/appellant
ion Judge-1. '

■ That, the
. Additional Session the appellants

for life on
convicted and sentence

05/1272016 and 
U/s 3C2(b) PPC to Rigorous 

with fine of

Imprisonment
Rs.20Q,000/= each as 

427 PPC to. 6 month R-l
;n default of payment-2

three counts
compensation similarly U/s
^ith- fine of .Rs: 40,000/= m 

months S.l each similally L/s
R-lf48 PPC to one year

iDAYFILE.Dn
D-rptiiy^vcnstrs-rv

09PEC2'I1^

I

■ \



..

may aiso beaccompany^’^S appeal 

of this application-r

■/

“that the grounds of the

considered,the grounds
E.

table family 

such there is hO apprehension

ts. belong to respectpetitioners/appellant
That the
and resident of settled area, as

F.

of their abscondence. .■

on acceptance
St humbly prayed that c 

sentence

. kindly be suspen 

eal and may kindly

It is, therefore mo theimposed , upon

ded till the final
theof this apjilication

petitioners/appell^ts may

main app-
be released ori

disposal of the
■ .-a.--'

bail. , Accused/Appellants

Through . A

__
Syed Abdul Fayaz

Court of
Dated; 0^/12/2016 Advocate.

Supreme
Pakistan.

Bashir Ahmad Khan

&

Zahir Shah Marwat
Advocates, High Court 
Peshawar

• J

which applicationclient appellant 
this Honhle Court.

instruction of myAs per 
has earlier been filed before

NOTE:
N

A D V O C ATE

✓
FE.ED1TODAY

Depbt>^ ■
OOOEC^il^’^

. ATTESTED
EXAMINER 

Peshawar High Court

.i r'li

V .. •



pesS4S^sifia£oss&Ci . peshaS^■v
. INTH£

72016
Cr. App<^.al^°- ;

ellahts)(Accused/ A^P
d others ■•'UShah UUah an

VERSUS dents)
(Complah^^^/

d anotherThe Stat ana . >-

AFFW^

Shahab Khel,

do hereby solemnly affirm 

of the application are 

and belief and

R/0Habib KhanUllah S/0T Nehayat
t Nowshera (attorney)Badhaber DistnctiNu

, oath that the contents
and declare on ^

and correct to
the best of my knowledge

oncealed from this HonWe court.true

laothinghas been c

deponent

; 73°^
Identified by.

......  ..•n:. an !Siva:
' (Ciir!bio:ri
- i .itiirtnaticn

U/K-...

V*if''■'Jr

S^A^dul Fayaz

Advocate 
Supreme 
Pakistan

i

ir;-.:;.: ■' • - 
'A'hc i3 ceivu,'". ■ ■■

’court of

FILEO

Deputy
n.9

I
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JUD

rr.A. No. 780:£g»I6

judgment

- nit ^ 2£ri f ■
Date of hearing: — 
Appenant:

■ Respondent;

/<f <SL^J. ^jtduL,

.

The accused-AfnvTAD SETH, CJ^WADAR

of Habib Khan, Roidad son of 

of Madad Khan & Ilyas

appellants,'Shafiullah

Almas Khan, Shah^Nawaz son

son

trial in the CourtKhan son of Aslam Khan, were put on

Sessions Judge-I, Peshawar inof learned Additional

FIR No. 30 dated 

427/148/14<> PPC registered at Police Station Badhaber,

13.01.2013 under Sections
case

- conclusion of. trial, the accused- 

found guilty bf the charge and vide

convicted

District Peshawar. On co:

appellants

jadgmentforder dated 05.12.2016, they

302 (b) PPC and sentenced them to-

were

were

under Section

rigorous imprisonment for life on three counts with fine 

to be paid to the legal heirs of all 

of Section 544-A Cr.P.C. or in

of Rs. 200,000/- each.

three deceased in terms

attested
examiner 

Pfshawar High Court
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2

w
default of payment, it shall be recovered from them as

arrears of land revenue. They were further convicted .

under Section 427 PPC and sentenced them to six

months R.I. each with fine.of Rs. 40,000/- or in default

of payment to undergo two rrionths S.I. They were alsc

convicted under Section 148 PPC and sentenced them to

one year R.I. with fine of Rs. 30,000/- each or in default

of payment to undergo two months S.I. All the

sentences were ordered to run consecutively. Benefit of

Section 382-B Cr.P.C. was extended fo'the accused-

appeilants:

2. The accused-appellants, being aggrieved of

their conviction and sentences, have filed Criminal

■ Appeals No. 780-P & 80I-P/2016 whereas the

complainant filed Criminal Revision No. 178-P/2016

^ with the prayer to convert the life imprisonment of

convict-respondents into normal sentence of death. As

the matters arise out of one and the same FIR and

judgment, therefore, the same are disposed of through

this single Judgment.

ATTESTED 
EXAMINER 

Peshawar High Court
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According to the FXR. (Ex.PA) registered

the basis of Murasila (Ex.PW.2/1). on 13.01.2013 aton
of tSaeed1520 hours, complainant Abbas .IChan son

of Farid Klian alongwithKhan with PW Atlas Khan son or r
-'J'

le of locality brought three dead bodies in a ' 

Police Post Siphon and reported the,^ 

the same day, he along ^yhh , 

to Masho Kheil to offer

other peop

. pick-up to the

to the effect that onmatter

his brother Imti'az had gone

funeral prayers, on the way back his brother along with 

of Farid Khan, were proceeding ahead 

D-2410/Pesh while he/th'e complainant 

following them in another

.Daulat Khan son

in motorcar No.

along with Atlas Khan were

about 1400 hours, when they reached theand atcar

spot,, accused Ilyas, Ikram.sons of Aslam, Shafi, Ilyas 

of Habib Khan, Roidad son of Almas Khan & 

of Madad Khan appeared and started

sons

Shah Nawaz son

result of which, his brother Imtiaz, 

Daulat and one unknown passerby got hit and died on^

. firing at them, as a

J- Besides him, the occurrence was witnessed bythe spot.

attested
examiner

Peshawar High Court
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of Farid Khan, Motive is stated to be a
Atlas Khan sonv'

previous blood feud enmity.

of accused Shhfiullah and

submitted against them before the '■
■ .

of law whereas proceedings under 

were initiated against rest of the co-

After arrest4.

Roidad, challan was

competent court

Section 512 Cr.P.C.

of Section 265-C Cr.P.C. wasaccused, Provision

framed against accusedcomplied with:- Charge was 

Shafiullah and Roidad, to which, thc,.pleaded not guilty' 

and claimed trial. Subsequently, accused Ilyas & Shah

challan wasarrested, supplementary

them before competent court of law 

framed against them, to which, they

'Nawaz were

submitted against

and charge was also

pleaded not guilty and claimed trial.

the' prosecutionits . case,To prove5.

as twelve (12) witnesses. Onexamined as many as

evidence, the accused-

• examined under Section 342 Cr.P.C.

denied

conclusion of prosecution

appellants

wherein they while, professing their innocence

were

the prosecution allegations. However, they neither

attested
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be examined on oath as required under 

Section 340 (2) Cr.P.C. nor opted to'produce defence ,

■v'. wished to

evidence.

12.1.1.2016, proceedings against co-■ On6.

abated -beingof Aslam wereaccused Dcram son

FIR No. 757 dated 24.10.2013 undermurdered in case

PPC Police Station Pabbi andSection 302/324/34

of .Ameer Muhammad -DFC was recorded tostatement

this effect.

■ On conclusion , of trial, the learned trial
■7.

after hearing the. learned counsel for the parties ,Court,.

convicted and- senteneedarid appraising the evidence.

the accused-appellants, as stated above.

Arguments heard and record perused.8.

is . based upon.The prosecution

statements of PW-8 and PW-9, who

plainant of the case, respectively. PW-8 Atlas Khan 

of Farid Khan, in his examination-in-chief, has 

stated that "On the day of occurrence. 1 along with my

our village in

case9.

eye witness andare

com

son

]/' brother namely. Daulat were present in

attested
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the Hujra of one Piran for offering prayer in respect of aV

funeral ceremony. In the mearrwhite, deceased Imtiaz

Khan along with complainant Abbas Khan also 

there for funeral prayer. After completion of funeral

came

prayer, we left the spot. My brother Daulat Khanz^ated

in the motorcar of Imtiaz whereas in our motorcar 

complainant Abbas Khan was seated with me and we left 

the Spot towards Shahab'Khel". However, in his cross- 

examinatiorl, he stated that “we remained in the said 

■Hujra for Fateha Khawani for dSout 8-10 minutes’’, 

Similarly, PW-9 Abbas Khan son of Said Khan, in his 

exaxnination-in-chief, has .stated that “On the day of

occurrence, I along with my brother namely Imtiaz

visited village Masho Khel for funeral prayer in the 

Hujra of one Piran for offering prayer in respect of a
« (I

funeral ceremony. After funeral prayer, my brother 

Imtiaz Khan told deceased Daulat Khan to accompanied

have arranged a lunchhim to our village where we

therein. On this deceased Daulat Khan seated in the

motorcar of my deceased brother Imtiaz with him

attested
examiner

ppshawar High Conn
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J-vVflS villageKle/>/»’•““'■
10113’“■ ./a^eo-^Da” rewoim-*

, Folate /■>' ;
\ve state'

15-20\nb\scT
y/ent fo 

go tbroug)a the

not in .Vme v^t

-i-e y^here SSfldthe of abovestaterneots

ith each other, thus,
.. If wepiinutes

PV/S, they are

doubt, occurred in

two
the prosecution case, its

slightest
of accused. Site plan Ex.PB.

jdie instance of

in favourbenefit must go 

has been prepared by

complainant (PW-9) and eye witness

the 1.0. at 1

(PW-8), according 

taken , place at point-A
to which, the occurrence has

pws- 8 & 9 have been shown al pota.-B whereas

■ .be accused-appellants have been sho™. a. po:m«-2 «. 7 ;

between point-A & point-B has been .
and the distance

shown 40/50 paces; thus, in view of such a long distance 

pled with the fact that there is a turn in between 

, point-A and B. how PWs-8 & 9 have ideitifled the

accused-appellants for firing upon

cou

the deceased, is

invisible. Similarly, according to F.I.R., though 

six (06) persons have been charged for the alleged firmg

totally

attested
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specific role of firing■ J the deceased, but, no

been attributed to any one. Moreover,

upon

whatsoever has

13.01.2013; and as per; 

36 empties of 7.62 bore have been^

. recovered from the spot and sent to FSL,.but, the same

16.04.201.3 with un-explained

the occurrence took place on

recovery memo,

received to it onwere

months, being not credible, 

would not be otaoy assisiance to the prosecution against 

well settled that in 

accused, the' prosecution has to prove

delay of more than three

order to record
accused. It is

conviction of an

beyond all reasonable doubts, which is hallmark 

It is also a century old

its case

of criminal jurisprudence.

■ principle of criminal law that a slightest doubt arising m

is sufficient for acquittal of the

accused, which principle fully applies to the instant case

In respect of the accused-appellants: The learned trial

Court has not appreciated the above said evidence in its

to record

the prosecution case

and has fallen in errortrue perspective 

conviction, of the appellants for which its judgment is

not sustainable.

attested
examiner

hawar High Court
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above, both the appeals areIti.view of the
10.w

recorded byand sentence 

Sessions Judge-1, Pesha^iir dated

accepted, the conviction

learned Additional
vide FIR-No.'30 dated. 13.01.2013 ,

302/427/148/149 PPC of PS Badhate,

acquitted

05.12.2016 in case ■ -e

registered U/Ss 30.
i

r'is set aside Appellants are
District Peshawar

them. They'be set atleveled against

ith,df.not required in any other case.
from the. charges i

. ' liberty forthw
have beenaccused-appellants

■ leveled against them,

Since the11.

the chargesacquitted from

toefote,diecriminalrevision-

■■,.avi„gbecom=infru«ucos.Disnussadassuoh.

ion filed by the complainant

of our short order ofAbove are the reasons
12.

even date.

'■>d

Ahnouncfii
r .04.2019 V • .

;*s

A

f^tKUtWo fi

1Zmr2019
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A
OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIViraNGINEER 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DIVISION PESHAWAR 
PLOT NO. 40, SECTOR B-11 PHASE-V, HAYATABAD, PESHAWAR. 
PHONE NO. 091-9217511.

NO. ^ /E-5-A

<

DATED PESHAWAR THE.

OFFICE ORDER,

; 780-PDue to. Honorable. High Court Peshawai* on Cr. Appeal No

of. Mr. Shafiullah Chowkidar has beenof 2016 dated: 24.04.2019. the service 

Re-instated with effects from 16.07.2013

EXEdjTlVE ENGINEER 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DIVISION 

PESHAWAR.

Copy to:-
H Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Superintending Engineer PHE Circle Peshawar.

officer PHE Sub Division No-Il Peshawar for3. Sub Divisional
information please.

4. Divisional Account Officer (Local).
5. Official concerned.

EXI^UTIVE ENGINEER 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DIVISION 

IM'.SIIAWAU.



Uate
\payroll system

AMENOrilENT FORM 
SINGLE employee ENTRY

OFFICE OF THE __

for the month of

V Page No.

Engineer PHE DiyisjonPeshavm

201912

80717769
Shafiullah

“^Description
ODOCode p R 7 0 2
(Cost Center) !------------ — National ID 

Card NumberEmployee
Name0 18 16 9Personnel

Number 0 0
Salary
Status

\ IStoP\ IStart
Grade (Pay Q 4
Scale Group) L__J—-u-

general data change'

New Contents

Chowkidar
in payments / DEDUCTION^ 

Amount
Effective

Date
Remarks

Wage
Type

AdjPaisaRupeesField Re-instatedInfo 1.23100ID 0001B.Pay
14131000 Monthly pay as par ScaleHRA 215002199

MA 17851210
CA 1501833 Post upgraded toDA 31501567 2BPSWA i i5432211 4ARA 2013 15% 

ARA 2015 10% 

ARA 2016 10% 

2 017 10 % 

ARA2018JO% 

ARA 2019 10%

BPS
3632224

2211
^e.f 01/12/2015

1827
u

2310 it2224
23102247
2310 Z

IV.A-r 11)5'

J Entered / Verified By

Audited/Checked By M l)i\ isioud' Qfliccr 
piilrfn: UcitUh Lnus:

'.iiiMi: No.Il PL'shawar V
Prepared By

r
■ - /•

900WA 150 0 150 X 6
543 X 6 335SAKA 2013 ^5^. 543 0 ■

363 X 6 217SAKA '>‘Jl< |i/% 303 0 .
1UV621827 6AKA 2010 10’., 1827 0 X

AKA 2017 10"., 2178 X 0 13008. 2178 0
22220 0 I333:<(li.l’a) 22220 001.12.2017 10 30.00.2018 X

(ui <



’M Date'
PAYROLt. SYSTEM
amendment form 
multiple employee entry

Pace No.^

v./ rrrnifn" PUT Division Peshawar

2019
OFFICE OF THE ____

for THE MONTH OF'

DDO Code > I p I pj 7 0 2 9
(Cost Cenler)L_J----- L_L---- ----- —

/
Description s

payments/DEDUCTIONSm

AmounL
, rHANGEIN stop Effective 

Sai. Date '»
GENERAL DATA CHANGE" RemaritsWage

Type^ Rupees i6_
employee details

Employee Name '
A^PaisaFieldInfo'”

Type
NIC Number New Contents 11 ■ID ” Arr Pay &_Aljoi^n^e___ _

w-e.f 0L05;2007 
to 30.1L2019___ _____

Personnel Number 1797475
5801Adjb;P^__Shafiullah

BPS- 4
'424089618000 5002HRA
“52500

5012Adj _ 
Adj_,_

MA
“5250___

“5250

'21224
'^38^

"’64^

'"64680

5026DA
5070AdjWA post upgraded to

BPS 2
2

ARA201315% Adj 
ARA2015 10% Adj 
ARA201610% Adj 
ARA2017 10% Adj 
ARA2018 10% Adj 
ARA201910%

5964 4BPS
5975

w.e.f 01/12/2015
5990

'38292
>1^

5322

i
36960AdjG.Pfund 

B. Fet orcase
6

14400
Adj

i ;;;:!ic-lli iilri

/I
(:/

Audiicd/Checkcd By

l)h ii: 11 -tints;!.Prepared By n .'^llll Hit isililKliOniCfl 
I’lililic Ilcaflli r.ti”n; 
Divii: Nd.ll l’c,sli:iu;./y /If

f

^*1 y"//

/;
/
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Particulars■ yt '-■XPeriod
30ll^/ N'.. ■

.V

■ f '■•:,

f
i
1-.

‘:

bv. ■••i'

.! •.
i' ■ ■•

V1
I

t

I-5S32 ':
9000
900
900
3258
2138
1096.2
130680

5832
- 9000

900
1900

3258
2138
10962 :
13068 ;■

133320
5832___
9000-

:■

2138
10962
13320 -•

iinoo
3065
7500

■ 750 .

:•
9135
11100
11100

i
!■

'.-J
' J



-if

IU3U/KiJiJ•j

1050150 . x 7
■ 543 X 7

(j150V/A 3801
543ARA 2013 15%

ARA2015 lo"^

ARA 2016 10%
ARA2017 10%
ARA2018 10% 

B.Pay 
' 1-iRA

X 7 25413.630363 1278971827 X01827
X • 722660■ 2266 1586272266 X

22660 X
02266 5 113300022660 

1413 ■01.07.2019 to 33.11.2019 706551413 X0
75001500 X 501500MA. .

da'~
7505150 X0150 7505150 X• 0 .1.50WA 2715543 X 50543ARA2013 15%

ARA 2015 10°/^

ARA 2016 10%
ARA 2017 103^
ARA2018 10"%
ARA'2019 10%

I'otiil

X 5 1815
X 5 onT
X 5 113^

X 5 11330
T 113^

3630363
0Ii8271827

226602266,
2266

0 . I 226^
02266

l-i 2266 1116828

797475
B.Pay 42408

52500HRA
MA . 5250
DA 5250
WA 21224

ARA 2013 15% 13852
ARA 2015 10% 64568
ARA 2016 10%
ARA 2017 10%

64680
38292
11330ARA 2018 10%

ARA 2019 10% 1116828
Total.

Deduction X 48 36960
T-ls 1440'0

770
G.P fund 

II. Fet D. ease
ni.ni.2017 to 30.11.2019 300

Sul) Divisional Officer 
I’tiblit; Health Engg: 

S/Divn: No.ll Feshawa/

(

■i



37 ...' ^' To
:■ Br.h...  .:.....•

I'HE Division
The Executive Engineer 
public Health Engineering 

District Peshawar ^
• r

Subiect; - iSrTTAHfMiSir^^

Respectfully Sir

s underThe undersigned submits as

for the post of Pumpappointedthe undersigned wasThat1.

Chowkidar.
in a35 terminated due to conviction

Judge and later on 

Court and thus

7 That the undersigned was .
■ ' criminal proceeding by the learned Sessions^

acquitted hvTHonoumblePesh^-^^^^
reinstated in service via 0/0 08/E.S.A oa

attached herewith).
That although undersigned was

yet theare reinstated in service

2007 till 2019 are not3v
of pay and allowances pending from

the undersigned. (Arrears
arrear

eist is attached
sanctioned to

herewith)
Court of Pakistan in its judgment (2021

Government servant
riri 4. ': That august Supreme

SCMR 962) has '

Ik.
Si clearly established that

back benefits for the period, he

is attached

T,:.

reinstated will be given all the ,
. was suspended or terminated. (Copy of the judgment

herewith).
That the undersigned is lower, wage

of his family in this high time

sanctioned, then the Applicant

fulfill 

of inflation 

will

employee and cannot
5.

the financial obligation
due are notand if arrears 

bear huge financial crises.
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, humbly prayed that the undersign be 

and pending allowances, till date,, It is, therefore
Sanetioned 'aU the arrears

whatsoever due. for this act of■rv thankful to youThe Applicant shall, be, very
. «

kindness. \ Yours sincerely,

(SHAFIULLAH)

«

Peshawar . '
f-^l|r #171101^1312872:1

. Cell # 0333-933^412

; J
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