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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

" InSA “&éj /2023

|
Manzoor Khan Sweeper, Govt Girls Middle School
Swati Gate, Peshawar, S/o Alam Sher R/o Swati
Pathzik, Mohalla Malik Mushtaqgabad, Peshawar = -
Cantt. ' '

Appellant

1. Director Elementary and" Secondary Education -

- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at Directorate of E & SE at
G.T Road Peshawar. -

2, District Education Officer (Female} Peshawar, at
Directorate of E & SE at G.T Road Peshawar.

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA_SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974,
AGAINST THE [MPUGNED_ OFFICE ORDER NO:
3893-98 DATED:18-09-2021, OF THE OFFICE OF
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER. (F) PESHAWAR
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED
FROM_ SERVICE AND AGAINST THE_IMPUGNED

OFFICE_ORDER NO. 636/F. NO/A-20/C-IV_DATED
19/08/2022, OF THE OFFICE OF ASSISTANT

DIRECTOR (ADMN) DIRECTORATE OF E & SE .
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR, WHERERBY
DEPARTMENTAL_APPEAL. OF THE APPELLANT

" WAS DISMISSED IN A CURSORY AND WHIMSICAL
- MANNER. | o .

Réspectfully Sheweth:-

1. Thatl the. Appellant is a bonafide citizen of
Islamic ‘Republic ‘of Pakistan &hails from a
respectable family. '
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. That it was in the back drop of April 2021, when

®

2. That after going through the prescribed critéria

laid down for the subject post, initially the
Appellant got appointed as sweeper on fixed
pay back in the year 2006 and later on, his
services got regularized by the .then
Government of N.W.F.P back in the year 2008.
(Copy of Appointment order, dated 11-09-

- 2006 is annexed as annexure “A”)

. That after getting onto the rolls of this

prestigious department, the appellant remained
a dutiful and pragmatic fellow who never left

- any stone unturned in performing of his duties

and for the same reason, the Appellant was -
appraised on certain junctures by his high-ups
for his work ethic and behavior.

. y

the Appellant was admitted in the hospital for
his treatment and for the same reason, the
Appellant remained in hospital till 12-06-2021.
It is important to mention here that before
admission into hospital, the Appellant was
regularly performing his duties and in this _
regard the appellant also informed his high ups
about his treatment. (Copies of medical
documents & leave application are annexed
as annexure “B & C” respectively).

. That after disﬁhargé from the hospital, the

appellant assumed his duties for two months
when the most abominable event occurred and
resultantly the Appellant was booked in a false,
concocted and fabricated case bearing FIR
N0:1226 dated:06.08.2021 U/s 11-B CNSA, -PS:
Bhana Mari. (Copy of FIR is anmexed as
annexure “D”). ‘
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GROUNDS:

®

6. That after the arrest in the above mentioned

case and after. conclusion of the trial, the
appellant was honorably acquitted from the
charges leveled against him. Needless to

mention here that after the arrest, i.e.,’ 06-08-
12021, the Appellant remained in custody till 30-

05-2022. (Copy of Judgment dated 30-05-
2022 is annexed herewith as annexure “E").

. That the Appellant was removed from service

vide impugned office order No: 3893-98 dated -
18-09-2021 on the alleged notion of willful
absence from duty, which is illegal, unlawful
and is liablé to be set aside as the Appellant
never absented from his duty and was regularly
petforming his duties till 06-08-2022. (Copies

’ of Impugned Office Order dated 18/09/2021

& Extract of Attendance Register are
annexed as annexure “F & G”).-

. That thereafter appellant preferred a

departmental 'aplp'eal against the impugned

office order dated 18-09-2021, for' his
reinstatement into service, but the same was

dismissed vide impugned office order No.
636/F-No/A-20/C-IV  dated  19-08-2022.
(Copies of departmental appeal & impugned
office order No. 636/F-No/A-20/C-IV dated
19-08-2022 annexed as annexure “H & I")

. That feeling aggrieved from "the above

mentioned episode, the Appellant preferred the
instant Service Appeal upon the following

-grounds inter-alia:-

. That the both the impugned office Orders are

illegal, unlawful, void ab-initio & is liable to be
set aside. ‘
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. B. That no Show-cause Notice was ever issued to-.

the appellant, nor the same was ever
commumcated to the appellant and thus the
appellant was remained unheard.

. That the Appellant- remained admitted -in

hospital -from 13-04-2021 to" 12-06- 2021 and
that too after informing his high up about hi$,
treatment and after that the appellant assumed
his duty and performed his duties till 06-08-
2021 and on the same day the appellant was

‘booked in a false and concocted criminal case

and was remained in custody till 30-05-2022. -

. That the absence from duty is neither .

deliberate nor willful but due to the above'_
mentioned criminal case as after his arrest the
appellant remained in custody till 30.05.202‘ 2.

. That under the mandate of article-04 of the

cons’atutmn no one should be treated otherwise
then in accordance with law, while article 25
postulates that alike are to be treated a llke but
here the case is volta facie: and totally a
different yard stick has been taken to treat the
appellant. '

. That where a law requires a think to be done in .

a particular manner then that has to be done in
that very manner and not otherwise.

- That no opportunity of personal hearing was

ever extended to the Appellant, hence - the -
mandatory instruments of law are missing in
case of the Appellant. '

. That from every angle, the impugned Office
“order dated: 18-09-2021, and order dated 19-
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08-2022, are illegal, unlawful, void ab-initio and
is liable to be set aside. '

. That any other grounds not raised here, may

graciously be allowed to be ralsed at the time of
arguments. ‘

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed
that on acceptance of the instant Service

Appeal the impugned ofﬁce order No: 3893-

| 98 dated 18-09- 2021 of the Office of District

Education Officer: (F) Peshawar and
impugned.. ofﬁce order No. 636/F-No/A- |
20/C-1V dated 19-08-2022, of the office of
Assistant Director (Admn) Directorate of E &
SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa may Kindly be set
aside & by doing so, the appellant may

- graciously be reinstated into service with all

back benefits. ¢
| Any other relief not spec1ﬁcally asked
for may kindly be extended in favor of the

appellant in the c1rcumstances of the case.

Dated: & -03-2023 S Appﬁant

- Through @&;ﬁm’,
Tahir Khan

& P
Ahsan Sardar .
Advocates, High Court

Peshawar.

:
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

InS.A /2023

Manzoor Khan

VERSUS

Director Elementary & Secondary Education KPK & Others’

AFFIDAVIT

‘I, Manzoor Khan Sweeper Govt Girls Middle School Swati Gate |

Peshawar, do -hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the

'contents of the accompanied Service Appeal are true and correct to

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed
or wzthheld from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

' DEP ONEN T
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

 InSA__ /2023

Manzoor Khan
VERSUS
‘Director Elefnentary & Secondary Education KPK & Others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

DD OF AP

Manzoor Khan. Sweeper, Govt Girls Middle School Swati |
Gate, Peshawar, S/o Alam Sher R/o Swatl Pathak Mohal]a
Malik Mushtaqabad Peshawar Cantt. '

L

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

1. Director .Elementary and Secondary Education Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa at Directorate of E & SE at G.T Road
Peshawar.

2. District Educatlon Officer (Female). Peshawar at Dlrectorate of .
E&SEatG.T Road Peshawar. )

4

* Dated: bf@o}"ZZOZE

Apped W
-. Tahlr KhanGlﬁhm

A
Ahsan Sardar - ,

Advocates High Court
Peshawar g

Through
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EFORE THE ON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL HYBER
) - _ PAKHTUNKHMA. PESHA WAR. . .

In S.A No. /2023 o L

| Manzoor Khan
VERSUS

" Director Elementary & Secondary Education KPK & Others

' APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

| | 'lResgectm-IIy Sheweth, -

1. That the Appellant is flllng the accompanying
appeal the contents of which may graciously be
c0n51dered as integral part of the instant petition.

2. That the Appellant had preferred departmental -
appeal within one month after his acquittal order,
but when the appeal was preferred, the appellan_t -
was not feeling well about his worsening medical
- condition due to which the appellant was unable
~ to approach this Hon’ble Tribunal. (Copy -of
' Medical Documents are annexed)

3. That delay in approaching this Tribunal was due
to the afo_rementionéd circumstances which was
neither intentional, nor was under control of the
Appellant. o

4. That law also favour adjudication on merits and
technicalities of any sort must always be ignored 1
while reaching a just and fair disposal of any les.




&

5. That for proper disposal of the accompanying .
case on its merits, the condonatmn of delay is
indispensible.

6. That not only the Appellant has got a prima facie

" case and having balance of convenience in his
favour, but would suffer irreparable loss, if the
instant petition is not al!,owed.

[t is, therefore, most humbly prayed
that on acceptance of the instant petition, the
delay in filing the accompanying appeal may
graciously be condoned and the accompanying
appeal may very graciously be decided on its
'-merits.

Appelljnt /Appellant
Through .

' Tahlr Khan Cwbun

. oMt
Ahsan Sardar ’,P‘J/ej_ .

_ Advocates, High Court
Peshawar.



‘ BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES

TRIBUNAL PES AWA

[}

In Re S.A /2023

, Manzoor Khan
VERSU

Director Elementary & Secondary Education KPK & Others

AFFIDAVIT

I, Manzoor Khan Sweeper Govt Girls Middle School Swati Gate

Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the

- contents of the accompanied application are true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or
w1thhelcl from this Hon’ble Trlbunal
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APPOINTM F,NT

ﬁ: 1CE l)l I[H I;MJ( UTIVE NS H{(.IT ()l F!C!*R (SCHO )Lb & LITERACY) I‘FE‘:H/\WAR

In Pursuance ol the powem dulc},dlcd by the Pravincial Govi: in the Local Govt: éz

Reral Dmlu;nm‘m Departmen! vide Notification No, SO (LG- 1) 3- 196 /EM/05 dated 20-9-2005.

The following Land Owners of District reshawar{ who Have donated land free ol cost

for lhe canstitetion of th(mI building) ol District Peshawar a1 hereby appointed against.the Class-1V posts
at the school neted against their-cach name’ @ Rs, 3500/- PM (szcd) with effect from the date of takimyg
aver charge on the .lerms and conditions below:-

S. | Name Father Name Address Posted at / Designation

No o ' ' ' o

i Mr, Manzoor. | Alam Sher - Swati Gate Peshavar | GGMS Swati Gate Peshawar.

g Khan N L : /Sweeper

2 Wam,ulu Lth | Perveez Khun Swati Gate Peshawar | GGMS Swati G ate Peshawar.
' {Naib Qasid -

TERMS & CONDITIONS

e
/.

Endst: No. [6&‘? j/

.

1. Their services are purely temporary on fixed basm, which can be terminated at any lime with out any
notice in case of negligible / their performance is found unsatistactory.

2

I they are over age or under age they will not be altowed (o assume the char ge of the post.

They should produce Health & Age Certificatc from Civi: Surgeon Peshawar,

3.
4. All candidates will produce Computerized NiC
5. The initia) period of their appointment will be two (

23 yenrs after which the’

contract will be renewed or other wise the compctcht au.hority keeping in vle\\;
the performunce of the candidate concerned and Govt: Pr“rry

ey will be governed by such rules & regulation as may he issued from time to

time by the Govt:
The salary will be drawn hom the dale of their taking over charge.

Note: - (1)

(2]

This oflice appointment order vide Endst: No.1493- 1592 Dated.

07/12/2005 stand at S# 30 & 3T may bé treated as cancelled, having not thc POSLs
sanctioned at that time.

Charee report should be submitted to ali concerned. ;

- Dawd ng 16 ¢

EXECUTIVE DISTRICT OFFICER
SCHOOLS & LITERACY PESHAWAR

Copy of the ahove ¢ i forwuarded for information to the: -

I. P/Sto

2
3
4
5

-._."

Principal concerned.

?
9.1]  Candidates concerned. 7
|

7 Cashiers Local office.

A

‘Ministes for Fducation NWFP Peshawar. .

P/S 1o Sceretary Schools & Literacy Departmet Govt: of NWFP Peshaw ar.
P/A (o Ditcctor Schools & Literacy NWFP Peshawar.
Distriey, Accounts OiTicer Peshawar.
Nisirict Officer (M) Schools & Literacy Peshawar,
ADQ Establishment. .

g | \h MMA e
DISTRICT OTFICER (MALE)
SCHOODLS & LITERACY F)j‘f\w AR

‘ ATTRST e

3
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, Malik Saif Ullah
Cell: 0314-9006802.

Nazim Neig"hbourhpod Council Chéthana (94)
‘Re'f Nc;: - o | o - |
Date:, 2afufpa) |

‘The Headmistress, |

Govt Middle School{for Glrls} Swaté'Ga!e.'

Subject: . Applicatin for Threr Months Medlcal Leave, : ;

‘Madam,
With due respect it is statzd that Mr,Manzoor Khan 570 Alam Sher working as Class-4 in your

school was admitted in the hosplia1 on 13/04/2021 and thereafter he will stay in‘the -hqspit':jl' for the

period of three months{for your kind consideration copy of the report from the hospitat is attached)..

“Therofare, it'is humbly rgquesteci In your honaot 10 grant him léave for three munfhs."l shall

be highly thankful to you and pray far your long ife and prosperity.

Yours Fa‘thfﬁl!lv.
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Add: Madni Colony Near EDHI Center Swatj Gate Peshawar.
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IN THE COURT OF SAIMA ASIM.
JUDGE SPECIAL COURT/ASJ-VI, PESHAWAR

Case No . : 155/SPC of 2021
Date of Institution : F1/10/2021

Date of Decision : 30/05/2022 ' 1
'S'I‘A'I'E -Vs. M ANZOOR ALAM S/()'Al,AM' SHER
R/O SWATI PATTAK, PESHAWAR o
Accused facing trial
FIR No, 12206, Dated 06/08/2021

U/S 11-B CNSA )
Police Station Bhana Mari, Peshawar

Mr. Khalid Khen.Afridi, Senior PP for State

Tehir Khan Advocate tor Accused

Ju fi:;:a‘.

STIONRE.

s

5 District & 1}
Vashawsy

JUDGMENT

30/05/2022

. Accused Manzoor Alam  faced triall before this .
Court in case FIR No, 1226, dated 06/08/2021 U/S
LI-B  CNSA  registered at PS Bhana Mari,

Peshawar,

Bricf facts of the case as narrated in the murasila/FIR

12

are th at; on 06/08/2021, durm& the wu% %ushi in

the arca, the -.omp]amam dlungswnh hlskg ;n’i' fis, ) ..

Y A ’ i:’"rr" Y
L = "-*:f)

% /([ e S

1('?!{” .:_ hale

State vy Manzoor Alam 1535/5PC OFQﬂZI gy
EM .
' ’ "@?p._
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Peshawar

1

came across a young person who seemed suspicious,
the person disclosed his name as, Manzoc,:pr Alam S/O
Alam Sher R/OQ Swati Pattak, Peshawar. His body
scarch led to rccbvcry of 420‘ grams ICE from his

side pocket, hence, the instant FIR,

. After completion of investigation, challan was

submitted against the accused. Accused . was
jaimlvidcd copices UESQQ()S-IC CrPC and ch.’;z‘ge
algainsl hirn was framed, to which he pleaded not
guilly and claimed 4rial. lﬁ ‘orderﬁ fo prove its case
against the -accused,.ihc pr()sec.ution produced as
many as 07 witnesses. Gist of prosecution’s
evidence is as Ll[id(:;ﬁ-

Musharral’ Khan ASI was pr‘dduced before ‘the
Court as IPW-}, who stated on oath that, “on
006/08/2021 constable Wajid No.4642 brought t!;e
murasila, sem by Iniraﬁ Khan %\SI tlrthe PS for-
registration of FIR against the ac#us_ed. i:!e- _coz“'rectly
ilﬁurpu.raicd"zlw contents of rfnurasila‘ into FIR
Ex.PA which he verified (o be m his hand writing
and  correctly Ibcaring his  signature. After

registration ol FIR he handed over the cépy of FIR

-alongwith the relevany doﬁ:un}al'ﬁ\,’t%ghe 1.O Appeal -

2 L
4{ ] fl
; 4 "}ﬂ'} ,
ordp
“LL

& - (Fy
State vs. Munzoor Alam <7 p
¢
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Jaun for in\-‘eslig_-;uion. He further submitted that the
1O recorded his statement w/s 161 Cr.PC™.

5. Muhammad Szzc‘cd AST was cxaz}'jirzed as PW-2 who
stated on oath (hat, “‘during days of occurrence, he
was  posted  as MASI -P.S.I Bhanamari. On’

06/08/2021, complainant Imran khan ASI brought
the cu:sc property containing pér-ce] No.l and 2 to
' thc-l"S. Parcel No.1 contained 01 gram I1CE, parcel
No.2 éomained 419 grams ice having monogram of
' BM. In this‘réspecz, he made cntry in register No. 19
regarding the case property. T-he- atlestéd copy of
register ?;Jul(J is EX:PW2/1. 'I"hle cdmpiainam also
handed over to-him the ac-cused in the P.S-. He kept

“the accused in P.S lockup. He handed over parcel

"/f”

No.1 comtaining 01 gram ICE vide receipt rahdari
No.199/21 EX:PW2/2 to the Constable Farhaﬁ_

ZNo.1168 for taking the same 1o FSL. Accordingly,

ta S&EISEQRSJU{,'!.;“L

eshawar

Ps

frie

“he ook the sample parcel t¢ FSL, they after

%

receiving the same endorsed his stamp upon receipt

oAt aal )

“ pahdati. In this respect, DD No.31 and 49 dated .
0970872021 LX:PW2/3 reparding dejaartu_lre and -
arrival of constable Farhan is available on file. On

teturn 1o the PS he handed over the same receipt

TSt vy Manzoor Alam
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the remaining parcels in safe custody of PS

Malkhana. The 10 recorded his statement U/S 161
Cr.pC,

Daud Khan SI was examined as PW-3, who stated
on oath that, alter completion of investigation by
the 10, he submitted complete challan EX:PW3/1

against the accused, which he verified to have his.

correct signature.

. Farhan Ullah No. 1168 appeared before the Court as

PW-4 and stated on oath'that, “during the days of
occurrence  he  was postéci as. constable- in PS
Bhanamari, Peshawar. The Moharrir of the PS
handed over ﬁim parcel. Nol_.il containing one
gram ICIT for taking the same 10 the F-SL vide
treceipt RAHDARI No.19972] EX:PW272!
cundmg,lv he took the sample- parcel to the FSL
and handed over the ‘same (o the official at FSL
who uller n_:s;‘«:i\-'ing the same endorsed their 'qu ficial
stamp. On return Lo the PS he haﬁded over the said‘
receipt 10 the Moharrir, He further stated that his
statement was recorded by the Il.OI_Uf'S 161 Cr.PC™,
Complainant Imran Khan ASI Iwas; examined as

PW-3. who stated on oath that, dw&tﬁé‘@‘?wm%‘,@

days. he was posted as ASI in PS Bl

13%}1"6 quz_‘ ;

CState s Manzoor Alam Lengl e
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oo the same and kcpl One monogram msldc each
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. Gul Abad. Peshawar. On 06/08/2021, he alongwith

constabic Races Khan No.69‘2l, Wa‘iid N0.4642

»

were present at the above mentioned place on

routine patrolling duty. In the meanwhile, a person

in suspicious condition met with them, who was

stoppéd. e disclosed his name as” Manzoor Alam

S/ Alum Sher R/O Swati Pattack. His personal

search was conducted which led to the recovery of

ICE trom his side pocket, which on weighing came

lor sending the same to the FSL for analysis and
sealed the same o parcel No.l while the
remaining 419 erams was sealed into parcel No.2

EX:P-1 and altixed 3/3 seals of BM monogram

% parcel. He plt.i"hlil.d the rwovcr} mt,mo EX:PW35/1

&
Peshawar

and ook Inlo possession the above mentioned

contraband. He also arrested the accused and issued '
his card ol urrest EX:PWS/2. He also drafted the

“muiasila EXCPA/E and sent the same to the PS
] .

through constable Wajid No.4642 for registration of

FIR. e also dralied an application EX:PW5/3 for

seneling (he samples (o the FSL. The Site&?‘ﬂ“wg
. Ay v

also prepared at his instance and pointation. lj& ?l

Stuie vs. Manzoor Alam 155/8PC w[“m

out o be 420 grams. He scparated one gram of ICE .

(Ey! ke
I(ffa,u'

~

y '

ri

‘Q\J}qu ar



9.

>}

took the cuse property containing parcels No.! and
2 and accused to the PS and handed O;’el' to the
Moharrir. Fle vcriﬂcdl the :dbqv-e. mentioned
documents 1o be correc!- and clorrecltly bearing his
srgrtures”,
V\"'zljltli Ali constable wus examined as PW-6, who
stated on vath thal, “on 06/08/2021, he alongwith
Raees Khan‘ and Imran Khan 'ASI were on gusht
and ;;I‘L'Sg['}{ at .\fiuéi.‘zlaq Abad Chowk, in the
'IHCEEFI\-\’h“C a '}?oung boy met them in suspicious
- condition. was stopped who disclosed his name as
Manzoor Alam. Personal search of the accused was
conducted and 420 grams ol ICE was recovefed_

from his side pocket. 01 gram was Separated ﬁ'om

\O G gpacket and sealed lhc same in parce} No.1 while the

AL A cl

B

's

l"z" 1
Hie

A,

%’eshaw

remaining quantity 419 gram  were sealed into
parcel ;ﬂ().E. The complainant affixed monogram
SBM over the p;lrct‘]h:s and also put ]‘f—l monograrﬁ
inside” the pareel. i[_l.tliisl respect the compi;:%i-nant
prepared recovery. memo  alréady EXPWS5/1 w0
which he is marginal witness. The L.O issued card

ol arrest and also drafted the murasilaay A

was handed over 10 him which he t00|> tg

handed over 1o the Moharrar for regstmle )

A S“’I(f Cf}.{jrj P, Qh?}';ﬁ?‘

St v, Manzoor Alam -+ 155/SPC of 2021



In this respeet his statement was recorded by tile
1O 161 CrpC,

- 10.Appeal Jan AST who conducted investi gation in the
cm, wis examined as PW-7. He stated that, during
the days of occurrence he was posted as Sl at PS
Bhama ‘M. After registration of FIR,
investigation was entrusted ‘to him.. On receiving
copy of IR, he visited the spot, prep.a_rcd s-ite plan
EX:PB al EhL" poimzltion of C()mplaina_nt. He
recorded sizvilement; of P‘;’Vs /S 161 Cr.PC.
'I‘hczl'c;:i’tclz he came back to the PS and reC(;rded
statement of Muharrar and scribe of FIR. Vide his
I-l-lpl}“t‘illlm) EX:PWT7s1, he pmduced the accused
betore the learned IMIC, Peshawar for obtaining

8 \-r—;—
g police LUHlUd\ but the application was turned down

£ and decused was sent to the Judicial Iock up. He
[ .

l.'

grecorded statement of accused L:’S 161 Cr.PC. He
Splaced on file LhL DD of Lompldmanl legazdmgl ius
areinval o the PS EXG I’W?f" He also placed on file,
copics {)f'rbgister No.19 & 21. He also received and
placed on lile FSE. report EX:PZ. After completion

of investigation. he forwarded the case file to the

SHO tor submission of challan. He verified the

Slatte va. Mutzoor Alam 155/5PC of 2021
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thove mentioned documents -to be correct and

carreety bearing his signatures™.

T

he proseeution closed its evidence. Statement of

accused was recorded U/S 342 Cr.PC wherein he

professed innocence, however, neither did he wish

12,

to produce unything in defense nor did he opt o be
ex’;unillh'lccl on oath as per the provisions of section
340 (2) Cr.pC.

During th-c course of arguments, learned Seﬁimj
Public: Prosccutor for the State argued that, the
Prosecution has successfully established the charge .
against lhclact;used by leading consistent, ccherent

and confidence inspiring evidenice, which does not

‘?{ ~have any material short-comings. The recovery of-

) WO B

;;;‘hugc quastity  of  methamphetamine has  been
&% . : .

;
[

J

LBt & Bece

inngl O

i

Azl

proved against "him by prosectition witnesses and

d&aw s

. .o . 1. | -
bheir lestimonies hdve not been  shattered. The

=

forensic evidence alén suppoirrs the stance of' B
pru,‘;cclmnm. which the aoculsedl has failed to rebut, _
Minor contradictions z-u'}d ﬂ’.iscrc;j)ancies in details of
facts are 1izmzrai.atjd it cannot be termed as fatal,
_thus, the accused deserve tull p'unishmém as the act

is against the whole society and] therefore,

St vo. Manzoor Alum 155/SPC of 2071
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reduested Tor conviction  of “the accused, as
preseribed by the statute.

13.Rebutting  the  same, learned  defense  counsel

representing the accused was of thel view that,

prosccution witnesses have ccmmdictecf each other

: : i o .
on material points and story of the prosecution as laid
. . 1

. n . . . i
out i the FIR and benefit of the -salfne must be
' |

extended Yo the accused. He further held that, police

Section 103 .

has Iailed w0 comply with provisions of

Cro PC us no independent witnessed has  been

a |
assoctated 10 the alleged recovery proceedings. It was
[urther  pointed  out  that, * there are  major

L3

i

§; contradictions, on  material points of| the case,
e . T :
s . i

4;\\ g Creatings reasonable doubts and the accused deserve

b1
H

© 2 acquitlal by extending him the benefit of doubt.

o

[

2 1d.Record has been gone through with valuable legal

S

-

i

e

. ' . , | .
4 assistnce being provided by the learned Senior

. |
: !
Public Prosecutor Tor the state and learned counsel
. ‘ - ' |
|

)

represeniing the accased, respectively.

15.The case ol prosecution is based on alleged recovery
ol narcotics and it is held in the FIR that-,iduring the

course ul routine patrol, the complainant stopped and

“searched the accused on being found suspicious, 420

Stute ws, Manzoor Alam 153/8pPC of 2021
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grams 1CE was recovered from his bocket and he was
thus'arrested. Undet lhc. law, the prose;c’ution is bound
o c#wb!ish its case independently rather than
depending upon wcakncsées of defense. (Reliance:
“Mubammad Saeed vs State” IPL'T) 2018 Peshawar

65, “Talib Hussain vs State” 2017 YLR 436). In

“criminal  cases initial burden of proof is on

pl‘t}st'L‘Lniiun ulnd not on the af:cused to pxlove his
innocence. Besides, coh‘vic'tion must be based on
unimpeachable, consistent and Fl'usngoxih)f evidence
and tIany reasonable doubt exists, it must resolve i;1

favor of the accused. (Reliance: “Haq Nawaz v

State” reported in 2016 MLD 2057}

16.Law provides that, the prosecution is bound to

=z
o102
sSicrrsd TS

o itedpt & Sag
reshawar

-

/

2
&1

(I% (amme:)
Dfstrur Court Peshawar

estublish its case independently instead of depending

upon weaknesses of defense. (Réliance is placed on a

cuse titled Talib Hussain v State, reported in 2017

YLR 436). In criminal cases, it is the prosecution
who has to prove the case against the accused and the
aecused does not have to prove himself innocent,

nonetheless,  conviction  must  be  based  on

unhupeachable, consistent and trustworthy evidence

and i uny reasonable doubt exists, it must resolve in

favor ol the siccused. (Reliance: Haq Nawaz v State

£

Shie v, Manzoor Alam FSS/SPC of 2021



2016 MLD 2057). In c;iher words, t]‘m burden of
pr;}ol' ol establishing . the criminal culpability of
accused iy ulﬁmn the prosccut.ien to prove the puilt ofl
accused  beyond  any ﬂ (ioﬁbt :tinder Article 117
Qanu n-c-Shabadat Order, 1984 whifl:h could never
be shiled to the accused, l_.lml:ess the l@gisiaior'by-
expressed Lerms'co'm’manded otherwise. (Réliance:
“-R;Ij:i l{l;urrum Ali Khan v Tayyaba Bibi”,
reported  in 2020 -PLD 146 :SC). Thus, the
prosecution was rwvcrl absolved of iis duty to prove
the charge b.cyund reasonable doubt, and it is not for
12_1«: -;tccu:;.cd v prove I|I1is_ innocence rathér ‘the
prosceution is obliged to prove-the criminal liability

ol accused. {Reliance: “Allah Rakha v State”,

3\3&%&"’“\‘{7

reported in 2020 P Cr.LJ 524 Lahore). Albeit,

Session

upon tking specilic plea of detense the burden shifts

%Im

1:.'?\:.{'] '
Feshowar

to the accused within the meauihg of Article 119 of

1 (5? Qunun-e-Shahadat Order 1984, (Reliance: 2017 P
o Cr. LIN 198 Lahore High Cou'rt).

F7.1n the present case, the complainant is an ASI who
was nut authorized ander the law ‘on the subject to
have seized and arrested the accused.

I8.10is vivid and glaring on record that, in the murasila,

the amount of ICE shown to have been recovered

. {Hxawminer) S Stale vy, Manzoor Alam 153/8PC of 2021
DistrictICourt Peshawar
\
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from (he accused is altered from 120 grams to 420
grams. The' carbon copy of" murasila available on

polive Hiv does not mateh the writing of the original '.
cop}‘ Ot: u‘mmsli-iu. This fact can be further, confirmed
‘ ;11'0111 n;m;;ai mad No.[13, dated I06{08/2021, whei‘e‘in
rcmv-uz:y of 120 grams [CE has bg‘en'shown against
the accused facing trial. Thé c:{l}mlplainanl/Pqu
admiticd \'v'l-'iliﬂg,‘ of digit “4” \«;ith another pen in_thc_

FIRs as well :.'ts'injhudicia] record.

19.The  complainant/PW-6 in his cross examination

*admined that. they were on gusht in official vehicle, |

whureas, recovery witness Wajid Ali/PW-6 stated in

neduase

his cross exumination that they were on gusht in

o
6‘
fe8Icn

iR 8
SR

3.

220 The spot - witness - Wajid AlI/PW-6 in his .cross

s eauminulion lurther admitted that, they did not ¢ome
% | | |
back o the PS alier gusht, however, as per naqal mad

P.\‘u,i-l dated .(}65{)8;’.-?021, theli compi'a-inanl,f’PIW'—S
tnentioned I.Iml._ he came to the PS after conduéting
pi‘i;ccudiugs at the spot, he: came 1o the PS and iockéd :
u}-a ”'w aveused iﬁ the PS. \ - \
21.M<Jz'c<;'\-c1'. the occurrence t;mk place on 06508!2021
umil the uppliclmion for 'Icusloc:iy of accused was

sertbed o U7/08/202 1, however, the order of Judicial.

S v Manzoor Alam 155/SPC of 2021

. (Exarainer) ) : , - .
District Court Peshawar ’
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Magistrate concered, shows that his application for

custody was wimed down on 09;"08,’2021, which'does-

not uppea] te prudence as to hc-)w the accused was
produced beiore the Court after 72 hoﬁrs.

JUis a matker of grave conce@ that gSection 11-B
CNSA provides a punishment {vhich may extend to
10 seurs und it s the invest'igation to prove or
disprove the allegation. which s required to b(: free
andh fuir but the scizing officer did not bother to get-
the Irmmogrmn prepared ncclessary for investigation
process. This issue is well auended by the august
Supmn. Court in xcpmlcd case Akhtar Igbal v The
State 2015 SCMR 291, wherein:it was observed that
p;uru!:-s g! recovered narcolics were sealed with the
motogran-{ nsme initials) of an official who was not
even ;)Un‘_'u."ii at the PS at the time of alleé,ed recovery.
No explanation w'us of'I"crcd as to why that the said
parcet <lid not contain the m(}n(:)grazﬁ of recovered
articles and uccordingly, the ziccizsc.d was acquitted.
Rehiancee  is - also p!z‘lced ‘on , judgment dated
02.64.20i9 rcnderé‘d by’ Hon’bie Peshav;’ar High

Courte Bunnu Beneh in erimin

7. ATE s

{{edl #221-B of

_ (Elaminer) !
Ristrict Court Peshavar

State va, Manzoor Alam [33/SPC of 2021
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It is wortly highlighung that the prosecution evidence

Is even inconsistent and extremely doubtful on the

questions that, the sample parcels were handed over

0 l-;\\-"ul Avarhan Ullah on (J9f’08f’2031, sent to the FSL

after lupse o 72 hours of time, mandatory for the

Jhouyhs

sane and the prosceution was unable o provide any
plutisibic explunation forthe safe custody of sample

parcels aifd its sale delivery to the FSL.

Jhere are many other contradictions in evidence

whicii amke the proseeution’s ca-sc doubttul. The
proscettion’s evidence is inconsistent on matéljiall
pnims‘; ol the case. l{cliancc. is placed -on Mishal
Khui alias Misal Khan v The State 2017 YLRN 52
Pushmv;-n' and Sajjad Khan v State PLJ 2017 Cr.C
Peshawar 261 (DB). - |

gh dSection 28 ol the Act ibid excluded the
application of” Section 163 Cr.PC but the alteged
plice ol occurrence happené t be in a bus;\fl public
arci svlere, nonetheless, - the I:O. did not bother to

arranze any winess ol the locality, who might have

seent the accused  in any manner which  was

quiniessential.

26.In view of the above infirmities, deficiencies and .

contruditions. the prosecution has not succeeded to

Steic vy Muanzoor Alm F35/SPC of 2021

e
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» L dischwue the initial burden of proof as the tactum of
' recovery Is not established and Section 29 of the Act
ibid. swould not absolve prosceution from its primary
duty w prove @ case beyond any reasonable doubt.
; : The Hon'ble Superior Count in titled “Muhammad
Yuusal v State” reported in PLJ 2018 CRC Quetta
T 107 (D3 was pleased to observe that, under criminal
jL!SliL‘C-S}’:&chH;_ burden cannot be shifted to accused,
when prosecution has failed to establish recovery or
o prive that, the recovered articles were contraband
and- also determined  that failure of “prosecution
‘ cannut be equated with failure of justice.
& 27 0here need not be many circumstances creating
n : , : , ,
o suspreions and doubts in the prosecution case and if
Q il = _
' i - :
& stngle cuvupstance creating reasonable doubt in a

&3

[P

§

pradeni tind about the guilt of the accused would be

208 Hiairist & See
hz

sulliciciit o discard the prosecution evideﬁcc and
r:mii_icgi I{iw accused o its benefit, not as a.matter of
gracy wid cunccsﬁun but as a rhatter of right. {Rel:
Riuz Masith v. The ‘State 1995 SCMR - 1730, .
Muliinanad l!l_yzls v. The State 1997 SCMR 25,
Mubaninad Akram v: The Staie 2089 SCMR 239,

Aimal ihas v. The State 2012 MLD 1441, Saif

g,-_m_’.{ff?c-;.»“;,-m.} Ulluli v. The State 2012 YLR; 2173, Shahab-Ud-
vy ' ) . .

I I"es!:;tn':ar

St « s Manzoor Alum 155/SPC of 2021



Dinv Mahammad Hashim Khan 2015 P Cr.LJ

81}

28 Indeaed. o wronaful conviction devastates the whoie.
SOCIVE ;m-;i-i-l is the basiqfcsseuce of ls'iamic'
jurisprudence that. it would be belle’r'l-o acquit 100
(hundrad) culprits than convicting 01 (one) innocent
solv: witieh had been 1ran-sibnﬁéd-imlo the form of
pl‘iuluipf-s vl acquiuiﬁg by ecrror, would be better
than -mnvicting byl erroy: F he said principle had
tnstitted and cx',oivc;l- inlo the theory of bencfit of

doubt. (Relerenee: Shahab Ud Din vs Muhammad

i
B

Hashim Khan 2015 P Cr.LJ 81). It is the basic

essciy ol Islamic Jurisprudence that mistake of

ERELInRJurie

z>
"
%

QuzifJucze e releasing o criminal is beiter than his

2 .
, ; °"f;§ mistuke  In punishing an innocent. (Rel: Fazal
A : ' I
ff Muhaunad v Zia Ul Haq 2016 P Cr.LJIN 30).
ﬁ' 2900 cvcondunice with Artiele 11 (1) of the Universal
g, .

Deciurution of Human Rightsﬁ, every one charged
witn ponat ollences has a right th be ‘presumed
oot wadl proved guift_y aclcerdilég to law in a
public tral, Further Article 14 (2)- ibid aiso states that
everyone charged in eriminal offence has a.right to
be prosamed 11moe-:cm until proved guilty éccoyding

to tw. Article 9 and Article 14 of the Constitation

St i Vianzoor Alim IS8R o 2021




ORDER--24 , : ,
30/05/2022 Seniar PP 1or State present. Accused produced

Svustody. Arguments a_ireadyiheard.

Vide my detatled consi;olidated judgment of
waay comprising of cighteen' pages, placed on file, |
avcused Manzoor Alam ‘is hereby acquitted from the
aceustion feveled against h.in:l. He be set at liberty
lorifaith, 1 not required in "any other {:;ase. Case
preperty be deall in accordance with law afier expiry
of periad of uppealirevision. .

© File be consigned to the Record Room after i;cs
notessary completion and compilation.

Annvunced

Datea Juas/anorn

_ : SATMA ASIM
- Judge Special Court/AS)-VI.
Peshawur
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¢ LY 3
: Q{}* ", OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT wuc,mm OFFICER
¥, ¥ (FEMALE) PESHAWAR. Email £D. emzsfpesﬁawar(“ pegil,cotit
s

" NQTIFICATION. .
1. WHEREAS the leupdi Govt Girls Middte tchool Swati Gate Peshawar has rcporicj'

* that Mir. Manzoor 8/CG Alam Sher, Swicper, Govi: Gn‘ls Middie School Swan Gake

Peshawar is absent from duty w.e.from February 2021 till date. -
2. AND WIHEREAS He was proceeded against under i\lwber pal\h.unl\hwa Govt. Servant
reles 2011 for the uhalg,e of w111fu1 ahsence. and shiow cause notice was publmhed n

feading Na,wspaper Daily AAT L §.2021 and dculy Mashriq dated 19.05. 2021 to ducna

the Office of the DEO (F) Peshawar but neuh*r he resumed the duty nor rebpoud;d to

) these notices.
3. AND WHERAS The competent auhoriiy, District Education Officer (Femule)
evidence oin record, and facts of the case

Peshawdr after ha‘ung conszceud the charges,

' is of the view that the charpes of miscond: et/willful absence from duty against the

accused has been proved.

T TN A e it

-.w!
&=

NOW THEREFORE. in exercisc of lhe pPOWErS under Rules-é’:{b)iii of HKhyber g

Pakhiunkhwa (Jmemmbnt Servants {Efficicucy and Dmsuphmry Rules 2011), the .

Offie. f (*ﬁlrldib\' Pf:&l.a\har 1"-‘ "}]C, ced to ”‘fipu,:’:t. -

Kanzoor S/0 Alam Sheer,

competent authority District Educaliion

Major Penalty of “Removal from Servics” spon M

S

& o
E.r% Sweeper, Govi: Girls Riidadie Schoo) Swati Jaue Peshan ar with imnediare effect. The
I period of his absenee with effect {rom Febiuary 202 - date is hereby treated as

e

unauthorized absence from duty without pay.

w,mh

(SAMINA GHANY)

i L, < g . i
v . _ : _ District Edncation Oificer, |
{*f{l . L , . (Female) Peshawar. :
i 73 2-40 | e 17T
%3%, Andst No. '/5 - {P.F Manzoor Khan.—" S\\'eepcn‘Dau:d Peshawar the j _ 72021
Jgd Cupy o of the above is forwarded o r.-‘xe - ' )
id 1. Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ?E\QdWElI‘ -
3. Director (E&SED) Khyber I‘dkhmnkhwa Feshuawar
3. Deputy Commissioner Peshawar.
" 4. District Monitoring Officer Peshawar
5. Cashier local office. \ |
6. Head Teacher, GGMS Swali Gate, Peshawar. (2? A \;_’,l N\
- W
District Edueation Officer,
/ {Female) Peslla\vqg\/;
A
I #7
R s - e i,
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GROUNDS:

- annexed hereWIth].

Appellant remained in custody tlll 30- 05 2022
(Copy of Judgment dated - 30-05- 2022 is

!

.. That the appellant was removed from service

vide impughed office order No: 3893-98 dated
18-09-2021 on t};e alleged notion of willful
absence from duty, WhICh is 1l]egal unlawful
and is liable to be set aside as the Appellant
never absented from his duty and was regularly
performing his duties till 06-08-2022. (Copy of o
Impugned Office Order dated 18/09/2021 is

annexed).

. That fe'eling aggrievéd from the - above

mentioned episode, the Appellant preferred the

instant Departmental Appeal to your good-self.

office upon the following cgroundé inter-alia:-

.. That the impugned office Order 3893-98 dated

18-09-2021is illegal, unlanul, void ab-initio &

is liable to be set aside.

““‘33

. That no Show-cause Notice was ever 1ssued to

the appellant, nor the siame was ever

communicated to the appellant - and thus the |

. appellant was remained unheard.




®

C. That the Appellant remain admitted in hosp_iltal |
*from 13-04-2021. to 12-06:2021 and that too
. after informing his high up about his treatment
~ and after that the appellant assumed his. duty
- and performed his duties_ till 06-08-2021 and 1
on the same day the appellant was booked in a
false and concocted criminal case and was .

remained in custody till 30-05-2022.

D. That the ~ absence from duty is neither
deliberate nor lwillful but -due to the above
~mentioned criminal case as after his arrest the

app_ellant remained in custody till 30.05.2022.

E. That under the mandate of article-04 of the
constitution no one should be treated otherwise
then in aceordance with law, Whlle article 25
postulates that alike are to be treated a like but

here the case is volta - facie and totally a

different yard stick has been taken to treat the

appellant.

'F. That where a law requires a think to be done in

a particular manner then that has to be done in

that very manner and not otherwise.’ o
o NYERE,

DAt

3!
‘6. That no opportunity of personal hearlng was
“ever extended to the Appellant hence the
mandatory 1nstruments of law are mlssmg in

_ case of the Appellant




]

H. That from every angle, the impugned Office
order dated: 18-09-2021 is illegal, uniawful,

void ab-initio and is liable to be set aside. . -

It is,lther'efore, fnosf huinbly‘prayed
thétl on -‘acceptance of the instant
Departmental Appeal, the impugned office
order No: 3893-98 dated 18-09-2021 of the
Office of District Edu'c:ation: Officer (F)
Peshawar may kindly be set aside & by
doing so, the appellant may kindly be
reinstated into service with all - back
benefits. The appellant also beseech and

implore for personal hearing as well.

Dated: 25-06-2022 - Appellant

Manzoor Khan .
Sweeper (BPS-1) ~
GGMS - Swati Gate
- Peshawar.




Arneywe T’
DIREC TORATE OF ELEMENTARY & SECONDARY EDUCATION
é,,, {  KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR,
No ) F. Noz’A 20/C-IV/Manzoor Sweeper

-
- Dated Peshawar the /?/ﬂ /2022
Phone:09l-9225344 Eknaﬂ:ddadnn1ese@§gnuu]con1

_ The District Education Officer
‘ (Female} Peshawar.

Subject:  APPEAL.
Memo:

I am directed to refer to ydur latter No 373, datledl 01/08/2022 on the subject
cited above and to sfate thét thé éppéal in r/c. Manzoor Sweeper GGMS Swati Gate

Peshawar has been examinéd/an‘aiyzed by this office hence inform the appellant
concerned that his appeal has been rejected by the appellate authority,

-

_ :hssistant Director (Admn)
- : Dlrertorate E& Secondary Education
‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 1
Endst; No. . / ' ‘
Copy forwarded to the: -

1. Manzoor Sweeper GGMS Swati Gate Peshawar, : :

2. * PA to Director Elementary -& - Secondary Educ ion Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
. - Peshawar. - )

3. Master File.

#.ssistant Director (Admn) . ‘
Diretorate E& Secondary Education

f ‘hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
: “ U /9'7/2 |

/

£:\Admn\Irshad Ali\Class IV\Appeal Rejected\Manzoor sw.doc
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. Skin Specialist . =

MBBS.RMP.FACP (America)
Dormotology -

I

- Name: /\//)ﬁ/?/L‘,/‘l‘f/‘f]/f//{v~ Age:- &/ j/lsex:l M Date: -7542-{2:3;3_
Addreés: | & | /Ogg //u,/ 2/’/‘/\7'2‘/2'/‘ - - .

Clinical Record | vy

Moh-0333-5804489
Mob:9346-2140968
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4 MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK

Our Performance is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

Name: MANZOOR KHAN
REF BY: DR : DOST MOHAMMAD SB

Investigation Reqd: FBC

Not for Medico Legal Cases |

Age/sex: M
Date:18/12/022
Lah No:

125782

Complete Bloed Count (CBC)

UNITE

A il

TEST RESULT | NORNIAL RANGE 1
HBY% 13.1 G/d! [V AN
Total RBC Count 4.97 Miltion/crenn S 33
17LC 2,100 Jemnn 1000 ——— ”’:’ff{(’f.._
DLC » ' . |
Neutrophiles 67 Yo Al —mvirmee— 71 :
Lymphocytes, 29 % 2 e 4l)
Losinophils 02 % . O e 06
Muonocyies g2 l % - 02 10 ]
Platelets Count 1,94,000 V- Jenun AT/ L/ ——1 e

% )
3! {,‘Q
s‘ ‘ e
Professor (Head)
Dr. Malik Zeb Khan

MBBS (Gold Medalist)
DCP {Pak}, M.Phil {Pb)

- '}l(blé:@_ﬁ;.'j

1

Clinical Pathologist/Hematologist
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MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK

Our Performance is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

Name: MANZOOR KHAN
REF BY:DR : DOST MOHAMMAD SB

Investigation Regd: ALT

Not tor Medico Legal Cases

I'z!(!’é/f-_.o:'_a.:}

Age/Sex: Male
Date 18/12/022
' LLab No: 125782

) Lo RESULTS ]
TEST Result Unit Normal Range !
ALT (SGPT) 55 U/L AL e
|
|
Professor (Head)

Dr. Malik Zeb Khan

MBBS (Gold Medalist)
DCP {Pak}, M.Phil (Pb)
- Clinical Pathologist/!Hematologist
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« Medlcal Speclallst

- Dr. M. Tbrahim ﬂfndi

MBBS, RMP
FCPS (Medicine i)

Mame /\/7&&%?[7“//)2 /f/é’/ Age ﬂSex_&Date /8’/0/7;/)/-‘7-3 ’

Clinical. Record\ %
i :i]- o
A Tt ‘
' ﬂ};m"/ﬁn,:rr ¥ o ' /)E/{"/(‘?M’- “-
S e
PTG SR
M {7,/ /\48/(%2/'/7 )
-
| N
o [
A ‘ AL
_C/b@, '77"/)/ C~7- 1213 N
Mw/ , '!?. wﬂ J 2/ %‘ \f
o I 0
- e el pee 2
V7 (7[ oy

‘|




Vohmand @

¥ MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK

wa,  Our Performance is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

Not for Medico Legat Cases !J,l;: b;é‘fa—ﬂbjg
Name: MANZOOR KHAN - - Agelsex: M
REF BY: DR : M.IBRAHIM SB Date:18/01/023
Investipation Reqd: FBC, Lab No: 167382
Complete Blood C(iilsnt (CB{:} o - Nt
TES r . RESULT UNITE | NORMAL RANGE
HB% | 139 Gl - | M I 16
| - g Fr ] 2ema14
5 Total RBC Count - 5.12 | Milliowemm R R - 5.5 |
TLC ' 19,400 - emm 4000 -—-—--- 11000 ]|
|
PC _ |
| Neutrophiles. 70 Y%t A A 70
Lymphocyies 25 | % 20 e 4 '!
Eosinophils {2 72 R /) e U6 |
Monocytes a3 - % 02 e [} ﬁ___'
Platelets Count | 2,589,000 femim |1, 50,0004, 00009 |

Professor (Head)
Dr. Malik Zeb Khan

MBBS {Gold Medalist) J
DCP {Pak), M.Phi! {Pb)
Clinical Pathologist/Hematologist
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MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK

Not for Medico Legal Cates

Nume: MANZOOR KHAN Age/Sex:M
Rfrd BY:DR: M.IBRAHIM SB - Datel8/01/023
T.Reqd:H.PYLORI Lab No:167382

Helicobacter Pylori )

Our Performance is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

&

‘ l;l.(h’é:f:_.-r:‘;..-i

¥ Résult

Test -
B H.Pylori Ab: ==« - =<--nmnnn S L _Positive (+ive)
Mecthod:. -

hnmunochromafographic (FCT)

Professor {Head)

Dr. Malik Zeb Khan

MBBS (Gold Medalist) ~
DCP (Pak), M.Phil {Pb)
‘ Clinicai Pathologlst{Hematologist
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