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265/2023' Case No.-

S.No. Date ol order 
proceedifigs

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

3.1

'I'hc appeal of Mr. Man/.oor Khan presented today 

by Mr. 'I'ahir Khan Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary 

iicaring belbrc Single iiench at l^cshawar on 

1‘cshi is given to appcllant/counsel.

01/2/20231-

.Parcha

By iht order of Chairman

tvRECiTSI RAR ,
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SEFORE THE HQNBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In S.A /2023

Manzoor Khan

VERSUS .

Director Elementary & Secondary Education KPK & Others

IfNDEX

Description of Documents5# Annex Pages
i

Service Appeal1.
2. Affidavit 6

Addresses of Parties3. 1
Application for Condonation of Delay4.

5. Copy of Appointment order dated 11- 
09-2006

“A" •

n
?'B & C"6. Copies of medical documents & leave 

application /a- ib
Copy of FIR7. "D"

'“E" ■Copy of Judgment dated 30-05-20228.
Copies of Impugned Office Order dated 

18/09/2021 & Extract of Attendance 
Register

9. "F & G"
3fe-3S

Copies of departmental appeal & 
impugned office order No. 636/F- 
No/A-20/C-lV dated 19-08-2022

"H & 1"10.

Copy of Medical Documents11,
12. Other Documents

Wakalat Nama13. oH

Dated:d/./gcS/2023
^3

Appellant
Through

1Tahir Khan
&
Ahsan Sarda 
Advocates High Court 
Peshawar

!
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BEFORE THE HON BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In S.A ./2023
■ /

Manzoor Khan Sweeper, Govt Girls Middle School 
Swati Gate, Peshawar, S/o Alam Sher R/o Swati 
Pathak, Mohalla Malik Mushtaqabad, 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 II/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974. 1
AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER NO:
389.3-9R DATED:18-Q9-2021. OF THE OFFICE OF
DISTRICT EDUCATinN OFFICER (F) PESHAWAR
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED
FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

OFFICE ORDER NO. 636/F. Nn/A-20/C-IV DATED
19/08/2022. OF THE OFFICE OF A.SSI.STANT
DIRECTOR fADMN) DIRECTORATE OF E & SE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR. WHERERV
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAI. OF THE APPELLANT
WAS DISMISSED IN A CURSORY AND WHIMSICAL
MANNER.

Respectfully Sheweth!-

1. That the Appellant is a bonafide citizen of 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan &hails from a 

respectable family.



2. That after going through the prescribed criteria 

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")

1

3. 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 

appraised on certain junctures by his high-ups 

for his work ethic and behavior.

was

4. That it was in the back drop of April 2021, when 

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 

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).

was

5. That after discharge 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 

No:1226 dated:06.08.2021 U/s 11-B CNSA, PS: 
Bhana Mari. (Copy of FIR is annexed as 

annexure "D").

'



(D
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- ^ 
2021, the Appellant remained in custody till 30- 

05-2022. (Copy of Judgment dated 30-05- 

2022 is annexed herewith as annexure "E").

7. 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 liable to be set aside as the Appellant 

never absented from his duty and was regularly 

performing 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").

8. That thereafter appellant preferred a 

departmental appeal 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")

9. That feeling aggrieved from the above > 
mentioned episode, the Appellant preferred thp 

instant Service Appeal upon the following 

grounds inter^alia:-

1

GROUNDS:
A. That the both the impugned office Orders are 

illegal, unlawful, void ab-initio & is liable to be 

set aside.



e)
B. That no Show-cause Notice was ever issued to 

the appellant, nor the same was ever 

communicated to the appellant and thus the 

appellant was remained unheard.

c. That the Appellant' remained admitted in 

hospital from 13-04-2021 to 12-06-2021 and 

that too after informing his high up about hife 

treatment and after that the appellant assumefl 

his duty and performed his duties till 06-08- 

2021 and on the same day the appellant 

booked in a false and concocted criminal 

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

was
case

D. 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 30.05.2022.

1

E. That under the mandate of article-04 of the 

constitution no one should be treated otherwise 

then in accordance with law, while 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.

G. 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.

H, That from every angle, the impugned Office 

order dated; 18-09-2021, and order dated 19-



©
08-2022, are illegal, unlawful void ab-initio and 

is liable to be set aside. 1

That any other grounds not raised here, 
graciously be allowed to be raised at the time of 
arguments.

I. may

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

Peshawar, andEducation Officer (F) 

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 may kindly be 

aside & by doing so, the appellant may 

graciously be reinstated into service with all , 
back benefits.

set

/

Any other relief not specifically asked 

for may kindly be extended in favor of the 

appellant in the circumstances of the case.

AppellantDated: -^>3-2023

Through

Tahir Khan
&

Ahsan Sardar 

Advocates, High Court 
Peshawar.

:

1
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTtlNKHWA SERVirES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In S.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 withheld from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT

1
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVIfES

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

r •

In S.A ./2023

Manzoor Khan

VERSUS

1Director Elementary & Secondary Education KPK & Others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

ADDRESS OF APPELLANT

, Manzoor Khan, Sweeper, Govt Girls Middle School Swati 
Gate, Peshawar, S/o Alam Sher R/o Swati Pathak, Mohalla 

Malik Mushtaqabad, Peshawar Gantt.

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

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. - ‘
i

Dated: '0PldAf2Q2?,

Appellant
Through

Tahir Khan
&
Ahsan Sardar 
Advocates High Court 
Peshawar

I
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BEFORE THEHON'BLFSERVICE TRmUNAL KHVRFR 

PAKHTUNKHWA. PFSHAWAH

In S.ANo. ./2023

Manzoor Khan

VERSUS

Director Elementary & Secondary Education KPK & 0thers

APPLICA TION FOR CONDONA TIOISI OF OFT A v

RespectfuUv Shewpth.

1. That the Appellant is filing the accompanying 

appeal the contents of which may graciously be 

considered 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 appellant

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)

was

3. That delay in approaching this Tribunal was due 

to the aforementioned circumstances which 

neither intentional, nor was urider control of the 

Appellant.

was

4. That law also favour adjudication on merits and 

technicalities of any sort must always be ignored 

while reaching a just and fair disposal of any les.
1



5. That for proper disposal of the accompanying 

case on its merits, the condonation 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 allowed.

It 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.

Appellant /Appellant

Through .
^^0

Tahir Khan 1
&

Ahsan Sardar 
Advocates, High Court 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA <;KRV!rF<;

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

In Re S.A ,/2023

1
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 application are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or 

withheld from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT

t

\

t
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c-'i^ i.)Fnil: i-xiscLri'ivi: di-strcitofficbr (schools Si i.,rii-:R./^Y) pbshawar...

APPOf-NTMT^NT
in Piirsiuinco (if ihc powers dclcgiitcii b;v the Provincial Govi: in the Local Govi; & , 

Ptiral DcvclopiiK'iU Dciriirimenl vide NoliRcalion No. SO (LG- !•) 3-196 /LM/05 claied 2()-9-2()05.
The following Land Owner.'; ofDi.slrict /esliawar( who have donated land free of cost • 

for the ctinMl-llCtion of school biiilciillg) of District Peshawar aic hereby appointed against, the Class-IV posts
@ Rs, 3500/- PM (Fixed) with effect from the date of takingat the school noted again,st their each name 

over eharge on the lerms and condilions be'ow:- 
Niimc ’ Posted at / OesignationAddressFather NameS.

No
GGMS 3wati Gate Peshawar.
/Sweeper_____ __________
GGMS Swati Gate Peshawar. 
/Naib Qasid •____________

SwiUi Gate PeshawarAlarn ShevMr, Manzoor
Khan...... .......
Wahccduflah Pervee? KIran Swat! Gate Peshav-ar ■2

/
TF.RM.SA'rONDITIONS '

Their .services are ptiveiy temporary on fixed basis, which can be terminated at any time with out :iny 
notice in case of iiesligible / their performance is found unSittislacioiy.

2, If they are over age or under age they wit) not be aliowaf. to assume the charge of the post.
3, They should produce Health &. Age Certificate fromCivi: Surgeon Peshawar,
4, All GTididalLs will produce-Compuleri/xdNIC, , , . ■
5, The initial period of their appoimnient will be two (2) years aftei' which the 

conlracl will be renevved or other wise the compcielit aiuhorily keeping 
the pcrformuncc of the caiuiidiue concerned and Govt; Policy,

6, They wii! lie governed by such rules & regulation as may be is,sued from time to
(itne hv (he Govt: ,

The salary will be drawn from the dale of their taking w- er charge.
This office appoinlmenl order vide Eiidsl; No. 1493-1592 Dated.
07/12/2005 .stand at SU 30 & 31 may he treated as cancelled, having not the posts
sanctioned at that lime.
Charge report shouJcl be submitted to a'l concerned.

1.

m view

Note; -(!)

(2)

EXECUTIVE DISTRICT OFFICER 
SCHOOLS & LITERACY PESHAWAR

[ Daicd : ///^^ IC>
Copy of ihc above is forwarded for information to the:-
1 p/S io Minister for Education NWFP Pe.shawai-. i
^ P/S to Secretary Schools & Literacy Department Govt; ol NWFP Pcshawai

P/A to Direclor Schools & Literacy NWFP Pc,shawaiv
PiiSlnci Accounts Olficer Peshawar.
DisTrict Officer (M) Seliools & Lileracy Pe,siiawar,

End.si; No.

3,
4,
5,

ADO Establishment. 
Principal concerned. 

8-11 CandidalCR concerned.. 
12. Casiiicrs Local of! ICC.

(),'•.
7

U' Oa/v t------
DISTRICT'OFFICER (MALE) 1

AVARSCHOOLS & LITERACY‘S A
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Malik Saif Ulfah
Cell; 0314-9006802

Nazim Neighbourhood Council CharKhana (94)

Ref No:
Date:r^jAHW' - ,

The Headmistress,

Govt Middle S{*ool{for Girls) Swati Gate.

Applieatln for Three Months Medial l.eave.Subject:

Madsm,

With doe respect it is statid that Mr.Manzoor Khan S/b Alam Sher working as Class-4 in your 

school was admitted In the hospital on 13/04/2021 and thereafter he will stay In the hospital for the 

period of three monlhs(for your kind consideration copy of the report from the hospital is attached),,

Therefore, It'is humbly requested In your honor lo grant him leave for three montfis.T shall 

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

'Tours faithfully,

ce"'

/Ih>\V 0^ -

Add: Madni Colony Near EDHI Center Swati Gate Peshawar.

'v«

iltAJ 1



■■ ■-'m.
OT&SD-W^I 335/2«-20.02.2020/Fofm Store JobVamol Form No.5,24I

i /
♦+

\

J ^ >
—O.AA. .crz->^ ai:*.

Z
(y S3^bji

’,S°fg4.^VrV\n-.cru vIwLi.
173 of I
o^7^VB^I7'

1

4>$■

t>=-s4ri^^?s «.v Z. A%
I C*^ V’ i j

“o3-^i 7/73^5^-'"'j^Ux?5yjif/r3»^yL^2-y’:/^otyiii’[/<\7Su ’=—1

rAW Li • /3 1 ■>

r> ■^>3*»>/ >^/ I

* \.->*SA •k
S'

t, . v

{^1, (w?^^f V ^ ^
V 4^ ^ '"’'^.'4! V U4

?>. V^ I a , •=-=-' 4.
^V^-o>V^U^Vj; .,>. O i ^ ’L^

«•

!
■ A

•!
l-i

A '-•f‘-'‘7! t-

r’

1i:

if'
( ■

r.
, I

I

t

•' K •
. ..:^

r>:^ rU4i/

11

O)'.

< «
1 ^EDVv' ■

5



i)
eL. ■

IN THr. COURT OF SAIMA ASIM 

JUDGE SPECIAL COURT/ASJ-Vl; PESHAWAR

Case No 155/SPC of 2021

Dale DrinsliUiliun 11/10/2021

1Dale oiT'Jeeisii)!! 30/05/2022

STA 11 -V-S. M AN/OOK Ai.AM S/0 AI.AM SHER 
K/b SwAI r P vri AK, Peshawar

Accused facing trial

FIR No. 1226, Dated 06/08/2021 
USll-BCNSA
Police Sutiion Bhana Mari, Peshawar

Mi-, Kh'alid Khan Afridi, Senior PP for State

1 d'nir Khan Advocate tor Accused

f Judgment
-d3 30/05/2022
1

AA U’
lA

z y
. Accused Manzoor Alain faced trial bel'ore this •

-c
Couin in case FIR No, 1226, dated 06/08/2021 U/S

11-B CNSA rcgisiercd at PS Bhana Mari,

Peshawar.

2. Brief facts of ihc case as narrated in,the murasila/FlR

are that; on 06/08/202!, during the cou usht in

complainant alongwith his ,the area, the

' i
:^Q' ?-I;.-r=.

155/SPC or^PjAV:Stair V s Maiizour .Mam i'

'■7/-



cainc acro.s.s a young person who seemed suspicious,

the person disclosed his name as, Manzopr Alain S/0

Aiam -Shei' R/0 Swati, Fallak, Peshawar. Mis body 

search led lo recovery of 420 grams ICE from his

side pocket, hence, the instant FIR.

3. After completion of investigation, challan was

submitted aaainst the accused. Accused . was

pi'ovided copies U/'S_265-C Cr.PC and charge 

against him was framed, to which he pleaded not

; guilty and claimed trial. In .order to prove its case

against the accused, the prosecution produced as

many as 07 witnesses. Gist of prosecution’s

evidence is as under:-

. Musharral' Kltan ASI .was produced before the

Court as PW-l, who stated oh oath that, “on.

06/08/2021 constable Wajid No.4642 brought the

murasila, seni by Imran Khan ASI tc the PS for

registration of FIR against the accused. i-Ie coitectly

incorporated'the contents of rhurasila into FIR '

Ex.P.A winch he verified lo be in his hand writing
1

and correctly bearing his signature. After

registration of FIR he handed over the copy of FIR

•alongwith the relevant docLimgji^^o^the 1.0 Appeal

Slak- v.s.



tkf

Jmi for invesiigalion. Me further submitted that the

],0 recorded his sUilenient u/s 16! Cr.PC".

5. Muhammad Saeed ASi was examined as PW-2 vvho

staled on oath dial, “during days of occuitence, he

was posted as MAS! P.S. Bhanamari. On

06/08/-2021, compiainanl Imran khan ASI brought 

the case properly containing parcel No.l and 2 to 

the I'.S. i^arcci No.l contained 01 gram ICE, parcel 

No,2 coniained 419 grams ice having monogram of 

BM-In ihis'respcct, he made entry in register No. 19 

regarding ihe case properly. The attested copy of 

j'cgisier No.19 is HX:IAV2/1. The complainant also 

handed over lo him the accused in the P.S. He kepi 

the accused isi P.S lockup. He handed over parcel 

No.! containing 01 gram ICE vide receipt rahdari
Q

1I No.199/21 EX;PW2/2 lo the Constable Farhan, 

« |No-i l()is ibr taking the same to FSL. Accordingly,
(J Q>

^ 'ho look the .sample parcel Id FSL, they after 

receiving the same endorsed his stamp upon receipt 

rahdari. In this respect, DD No.31 and 49 dated •

a
r*
r-

()9m/202l l-:X:FW2/3 regarding departure and ' 

arrival of constable Farhan is available on file. On

return to the PS he handed over the same receipt
. iduly sampled by fSl. uulhoriucsdnTfre^.

,0^202 <' Siai^' vs. Manzuor .Aiani
-A;

/;



Pago I‘iflif-/
4

ihe remaining parcels in safe custody of PS 

Malkhana. The 10 recorded his staiemenl U/S 161 1

Cr.l’C".

. 6. Daud Klian SI was examined as PW-3, who staled

on oaili ihaU afler completion of investigation by 

ihe iO, he submitted complete chalhin EX;PW3/1

against the accused, which he verified to have his

correct signaiure.

7. I'arhan Ullah No. 1168 appeared before the Court as 

■pW-4 and staled on oaih that, “during the days of
V ' '

occunencc he was posted as constable in PS 

Bhanamari. Peshawar. The .Moharrir of the PS

^ handed over to him parcel No.l containing 

^ talking the same to the FSL vide
“T: .

* S
tr; iheccipi R.AMDARl No. 199/21 EX:PW2/2;

one

I t)

g Accordingly, he look the sample-parcel to the FSL
Ci

7

and handed ovei- the same to the official at FSL12

who ullcr receiving the same endorsed their official

siainp. On reiurn to the PS he handed over the said

receipt lo the Moharrir. He further slated that his

staiemenl was recorded by the I.O U/S 161 Cr.PC’e

8. Complainant [inran 'Khan ASI was examined as
I

PW-5, who Slated on oath that, “du. 

days, he was posted as ASI in PS

.a:;

nar • ^

Shiic \s Vkii'izour .Aiain

1
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L

, Gul Abaci. Peshawar. On 06/08/2021, he alongwitii 

cunslahic Races Khan No.692], Wajici No.4642 ' 

preseni at the above mentioned place 

roLiiinc pairolling duty. Iti the meanwhile,'a person 

in suspicious condition met with them, who 

Slopped, lie disclosed his name as Manzoor Alain 

S/0 .Mam Sher R.A) Svvati Pattack. His personal 

seai'ch was conducted which led to the recoveiy' of 

iVom his side pocket, which on weighing

0

were on

was

ICi-; came

out to be 420 grams, l-le scpai'ated one gram of ICE - 

for sending (he same to the FSL for analysis and 

sealed the same into parcel ISo.l while the 

remaining 419 grams was sealed into parcel No.2

hX;P-l and afllxcd 3/.3 seals of BM 

rr—o\cr the s:

monogram

ame and kepi one monogram inside each 

parcel. i-lc prepared the recovery memo EX:PW5/11
O'.
C
c>

and took into possession the above mentionedw 1<U

coiUrabaiul. l-le also arrested the accused and issued '<V
tL

I >

his card of arrc.sl EX:PW5/2. He also drafted theO
n

^imirasila l:X:PA/l and sent the same to the PS 

llii'OLigh constable VVajid No.4642 for registration of 

, I■'1R- lie also drafted an application EX:PW5/3 for 

sending (he samples to the FSL. The site
..H

.also prepared at his instance and pointation. F^ pl^

I55/SI>C^tel5^;’;Mr|Stale vs. .Miiii/oor Alum
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look ihc ease .properly containing parcels No. I and 

2 jfid accused, lo the PS and handed over to the 

Moluiirir. He verified the above mentioned 

docLiinenis lo be correci and correctly bearing his

#

*' ■signatures

9. Wajld All constable was examined as PW-6, who 

staled on oath that, “on 06/08/2021, he alongwilh 

Races Khan and Imran Khan ASI were on gusht 

and present at Mushtaq Abad Chowk, in the 

meanwhile a young boy met them in suspicious 

, condition, was stopped who disclosed his 

•Manzour Alain, Personal search of the accused 

coiKiucted and 420 grams ol IClii was recovered 

from his side pocket. 01 gram was separated from 

ii ipaekci and scaled the same in parcel No.l while the
'-2 o ^ .c
.pj|remaining quantity 419 gram were sealed into
'tv-

'g parcel No.2. fhe complainant affixed 

c BM over ihe parcels and also pul 1/1

inside’ihe parcel. In .this respect the complainant 

prepared reco\'ery, memo already EX;PW5/i to 

which he is marginal witness. The i.O issued card 

ol arre.->i aiui also drafted the murasilatt'

1

name as

was

monogj-am

monogram

d;
■o

was handed over lo him which he looVl 4
‘■'L® '

gislratjefi of j-'lR.handed ov er to the Moharrar for reui
V.

Siaic \ Maii/uar Alarn 155/S PC of 2021



1
r'.- ■"i-.. CM Pctg^

t-

In ihis ivspccl his slalement was recorded by the 

l-Ol61C'r,FC.

#

10. Appeal Jan ASI who conducted investigation in the

case was exuniined us PW'7. He staled that, during 

ihe days of occurrence he was posted as SI at PS 

BhaiiLi Mauri- After registration oi' FIR,

investigaiion was entrusted to him. On receiving

copy p] I'lR, he visited the spot, prepared site plan 

hX:PB at [he puiniation of complainant. He

recorded statements of PWs U/S 161 Cr.PC. 

Thercalier. he came back to the PS and recorded ’

•suiieineni of jviuharrar and scribe of FIR. Vide his 

application 1-,.X:F\V7/I. he produced the accused 

_ before [lie learned JMIC, Peshawar Ibr obtaining 

police custody but the application was turned down 

; and accused was sent to the judicial lock up. He 

y|rccorded siaiement of accused U/S 161 Cr.PC. He 

placed Oil 11 le the DD of complainant regarding his 

•; arri\iil lu ilie PS lr.X;PW7.'2. He also placed on file

S
i.'i

.a
f.

copies oi register No. 19 & 21. He also received and 

placed on file I'Sl.. report EX:PZ. After completion 

ol invesiiuaiion. he forwarded the case tile to the 

SHO for submission of challan. He veriOed the
1 •

Siak- \ s, Vhiii/doi- .Alum 1.^5/SPC of202I



(M Pagr'8

cihove incniiGnccI documcms to be correct and'. %

conx'cily hearing his signatures”.

II.The proseciuion closed its evidence. Statement of

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

prolessed innocence, however, neither did he wish 

To produce anything in defense nor did he opt to be 

examined on oath as per the provisions of section

340 (2)C'r.PC,

12,During ilic course of arguments, learned Senior

Public Prosecutor for the State argued that, the 

prosecuiion has successfully established the charge 

again.si the accused by leading consistent, coherent 

and coitlidence inspiring evidence, which does not 

-Jiavc any material short-comings. The 

Shiige tiuaniity of methainphetairiine has been
^ I .

recovery of 1
n \ ^

I; proved agaimsi him by prosecution witnesses and 
« '

-f ieir leslimonies have not been shattered. The
X' iz.

foreh.sic evidence also supports the stance of •
ri ' _ , '

T prosecution, which the accused has failed to'rebut.

ra

Minui- contradictions and discrepancies in details of

facts arc liaiural.and it cannot be termed as fatal, 

. thus, the accused deserve full punishment as the act 

') i.s against the whole society and' therefore,ATTK§

.Suiic M:inzour Ah;m I55/SFCor202l '
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ix'quoiicd for conviciion of the accused,% as

picscribcd by ihe slatuic.

IS.Rcbuuinii ihc learned defense counselsame,

repivsentiiig ihe accused was of the view that,

pioscciitlon witnesses'have contradicted each other 

on inaierial points and story ofthe prosecution as laid
j

V i

oui in die i-!R and bcneHi of the -same must be

1

I
exiendcdlo the accused, l ie further held that, police 

has failed lo comply with provisions of Section 103 

independent witnesses has beenCr. PC as no

associated lo llie alleged recovery proceedings. It 

lui'dicr pointed 

comradiciions,

was
I

out that, there are major

on material points ofj the 

crcaiing-reasonable doubts and the accukd deserve

case,3

Sg(\tn I acciLiitial by extending him the benefit of doubt.
V--.

14,Record lues been gone through with valuable legal
I '

, ^ i
;-i assistance being provided by the learned Senior
< • ■ !

Public Prosecutor for the state and learned counsel 

rcprcyeniing ihc accused, respectively. '

IS.'JIk* case ol’prosecution is based on alleged recovery
I

ol naiL'oiics and it is held in the FIR that,'during the 

course ui' routine patrol, the complainant stopped and 

'searched the accused on being found suspicious, 420
'^TTES^m)

ifh. . )

fner.) 
Pe.s-|nnv.r

O/.Sf Sijie vs. .Manzoor .Alam .155/SPCof2()2!
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0

gl'iiiiis R’i.- was recovered iiom his pocket and he 

thus arresied. Under the law, the prosecution is bound 

to establish its case independently rather than 

depeiidiim upon weaknesses of defense. (Reliance: 

"Muhiiiiunatl Saecd vs State” PU) 2015 Peshawar 

lalib Hussain vs State” 2017 YLR 436). In 

cu.ses initial burden of proof is 

proscciiiiun and not on the accused to prove his 

innocence. Lkesidcs, conviction must be based 

uniinpe.iduibtc. consistent and trustworthy evidence 

anil il an> reasonable doLibt exists, it must resolve in 

favor oi' the accused. (Reliance: “Haq Nawaz v 

Sliiif” ivported in 2016 iVILD 2057}.

J6,1.aw pri)v!dcs that, the prosecution is bound to 

establish its case independently instead of depending 

u|)un weaknesses of defense. (Reliance is placed 

case tilled lalib Hussain v State, reported in 2017 

YLR 436). In criminal cases, it is the prosecution ' 

\vlio has to prove the case against; the accused and the 

accused docs not have to prove- himself innocent, 

nonctliclcss,

was

65, “

'criminal on

on

J*

on a
<a gI •

oO sz
in

O C)•i a.

Cj

■' j:

•"1
conviction must be based on 

unimpeachable,,consistent and irpstworiliy evidence 

and il any reasonable doubt exists, il must resolve in 

lavor ol the accused, (Reliance; Haq Nawaz v State

; ■

('luvarnincr) 
l-^rstrii'f Court Pesliawnr

■Sliuc vs. -N'lyn.wur Alam 155/Sl’Cof202i
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2016 MIJ) 2057). In other words, die burden of'

prool ui' csuiblishing. the criminal culpability of

accLised i:s upon the prosecution to prove the guilt of

'accused beyond, any doubt under Article 117

Qaiujcj-e-Shahadat Order, 1984 which could never

be .sliiricit to the accused, unless the legislator by 

expressed terms'commanded otherwise. (Reliance:

'Raja Kliurram Ali Khan v Tayyaba Bibl”,

rcporied in 2020 PLD 146 SC). Thus, the

piosccuiiun was never absolved of its duty to prove 

the charge beyond reasonable doubt,' and it is not for 1
the accused to prove his, innocence rather the

prosccuiion is obliged to provedhe criminal liability 

of accused, (Reliance: "Allah Rakliu v State”,-f

rcpurlctl In 202U F Cr.LJ 524 Lahore). Albeit,
c

(\ o
01 upon uiking specillc plea ofdeiemelhe burden shifts

to the accused within the meaning of Article 119 of 

Qaiiuii-e-.Shahadat Order 1984. (Reliance: 2017 P

a.
i)

o

r-. >

Cr. IJiS 198 Lahore High Court).

17.In the prc.seni case, the complainant is an ASl who

was not aulhori/.ed under the law on the subject to

have seized and arrested the accused.

1 8.It is vivid and glaring on record that, in the raurasila,

the aniuuiu ol ICh shown to have been recovered

(r|\a isiner) 
i^i'^frictlCourt i’eshawnr Stale V yiaiizoor Akim l55/SPCof2021

\
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troll) iho accused is altered from 120 grams to 420

1gianis. Ihe carbon copy of inurasila available on

. police file does not match the writing of the original 

cop\ ul'iiuirasilu. fhis fact can be further.confjnned 

lioni luiual mad No-I3, dated 06/08/2021. wherein 

. recovery ol 120 gi'ums ICC has been shown, against 

the, ueeiKcd facing trial. The eomplainant/PW-5 

admiued writing of digit *‘4” with another pen in the 

I'lRs as well as in judicial record.

19.The cumplainanyPW-C in his cro.ss examination

'adiiiiiieo iliat. they were on gusht in oftlciai vehicle..

wlici'ea ivcovery witness Wajid .AIi/PW-6 staled in 

his cro.s.s examination that they were on gusht in 

piivate vehiele.

r.-i

\ ?
.witness ■ Wajid A!i/PW-6 in his .cross 

exaniiiiaiion lurilter admitted that, they did not come
Cj
re.

back to Eiie PS alter gusht, howx'ver, as per naqal.mad • •' 

dated ()6/08/2021, the, complainani/PVV-5 

• meniRnied that, he came to the PS after conducting 

pixtceediiig.s at the spot, he came to the PS and locked 

up the accused in the l^S. ,

21.Moivover. the occurrence look place on 06/08/2021 

and the ap|tiicalion for custody of accused 

A.TTf^"'-SXE^^ scrioed on 07/U8/2U2I, howcvciMhc order of Judicial

-it No.! ■j.

was

Miiia V-;, Manzoor .Alain !55/Sf>Cof2021
/Hxmiiiner) 

I'isfrict Court Peshawar 1
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Maiusiraic concerned, shows that his appiicatioii for
• I

ciisiud\ ^vas Uii-ned down on 09/08/2021, which does 

noi ui;)(.'cai lu prudence as lo how the accused 

pi'odiiccd bclbre ihe Court after 72 hours.

a iTiaiter of grave concern that Section il-B 

C. NSa iJi'ovidc.s a piini-shmcni which 

10 \ears and it is the investigation to 

disjarovc iho allegation, which is required to be free 

and lair but die seizing officer did not bother to get 

die rnoiiugram prepared necessary for investigation 

process. This issue is well -attended by the august 

Supreme Court in reported case Akhtar Iqbal v The 

Slate ’ULS SC.MK 291, vvhereindl was observed that 

paiccLs ol' recovered narcotics were sealed'with the 

mutiogranidminic initials) of an officiai who was not

#

was

22.lt is

may extend to

prove or

I
7d -A £.

1-3
03 .C-:

0

h-
po.Mcd at the i^S at the lime of alleged 

g ■ No cxpluiiaiion was oflercd as to why that the said 

pai-cei did noi contain the monogram of recovered 

aiticlcs and accordingly, the accused 

Reliance

even recoverv.K-i
Kt

1tr.

was acquitted, 

also placed on , judgment dated 

02.U-l.2Ui9 rendered by Hon’bie Pe.shawar

LS ■

Migh

Court. Banmi Bench in criniin eal H 221-B of

2017.

2 2
(FA'anfmcr) ' 

Oistrici Court Peslinvar
Stale \'s. Manzuor Alaii! 135/SPCor202! -



/ ■

iruri.'i?
i

23.il is wurih hi^hlighiing that the prosecution evidence
#

iiicoiisisteiu and extremely doubtful on theIS even

qucsiioiis iliat, the sample parcels were handed over

to hW-l.i urlian lillah on (J9/08/2021, sent to the FSL

alter lapse of 72 hours of lime, inandatoiy for the 

e and the [)i-oseculion was tinable to provide any 

plausible explanation I'or the sale custody of sample 

parcels aifd its safe deliveiy to the FSL.

24.1heie are many other contradictions in evidence

sain

1

whieli nuike the prosecution’s case .doubtful. The

proseeutiaifs evidence is inconsistent on material

points of the case. Reliance is placed on Mishal 

Klmn alias iVJisal Khan v The State 2017 YLUN 52 

Peshawar and Sajjad Khan v Slate PLJ 2017 Cr.C

Peshauar26l (1)15).

2o.liioue!! bvciion 25 of the Act ibid excluded the. a
f-
O applieaiion of Section 103 Cr.PC but the alleged 

place oi occiiiTcncc happens to be in a busy public 

area where,, nonetheless, the 1.0. did not bother to 

arraiiee any witness of the locality, who might have 

accused in any manner which

I

seen ilie was
I qLmue.s,-.-.:ii!iai.

26.in vtevv of the above inllrmilies, deficiencies and .
ATTESTEt^

cuniraJi..-hulls, ilie prosecution has not succeeded to
2 21:: ’ , !

.(L\>minc’r\ 
t-'f.sfriel CuLirf Pcslaw-^'

Sea, M:iii/«>i.ir.Aiafn I55/SPCot’202!

i
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t

di'j'chai'UL' ilia iiiiliai burden of proof as the factum of

• recoN-erv is noi established and Section 29 of the Act

ibid. K.o.iki iioi absolve prosecution from its primary 

dui> 10 r.ruve a case beyond any reasonable doubt,

The 1 lon’ble Superior Court in titled “Muhammad

Yuusafv Stale” reported in PU 2018 CRC Quetta 

^ 107 (Uli) pleased to observe that, under criminal

, jusiiee sysieiiu. burden cannot be shifted to accused, 

hen prosecution .has failed to establish recovery or 

lo pi'usc liiai. the recovered articles were.contraband 

and also determined that failure of prosecution 

caiiiioi be equaled with failure ofjustice.

neeci nut be many circum.stances creating 

suspicion.- and doubts in the prosecution case and if 

singfe caciiinsiance creating reasonable doubt in a 

pi-uJen; laind about the guilt of the accused would be 

stiilkieni to discard the prosecution evidence and 

eiuiiied die accused lo its benefit, not as a.matter of 

grace and concession but as a matter of right. (Rel: 

Ria/. Masili v. The State 1995 SCMR 1730, 

iVluliauuiiiui llya.s vh I’lie State 1997 SCMR 25, 

Muhanoiiad Akram v; The State 2009 SCMR 230,
r

Aiiiial Khali v. The State 2012 MLD 1441, Saif 

. fhe Slate 2012 YLR:2I73, Shahab-Ud-

w

<c

1(E tllluilJcr)

-■jiat.-' Aiaa/uor Alum IKs/SPC of2021« 'i.
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Dill \ .Viiihninmad Hashim Khan 2015 P Cr.LJ#

81).

28.Indeed. :i '.viongfiil conviction devastates the whole

.stxieix and it is ihc ba.sic ' essence of Islamic

jurl-prucieuee [hat. it would be beiler to acquit 100

(luiiuhvd) culprits than convicting 01 (one) innocent

sole: .vifx'h had been transformed into the'form of

, principle that acquitting by error, would be better 

than coiivicting by error. The said principle had • 

iiisiiucd .iiid evolved into the theory of benefit of 

doubt (Kelcrencc: Shaliab Ud Din vs Muhammad
' t

Ha.shiiii Kluin 2015 P Cr.LJ 81). It is the basic

e.s.sei,ce ef l,slaniic Jurisprudence that mistake of

Qay.;.'Jui..gL- m releasing a criminal is belter’than his 1
mistake in punishing an innocent. (Rel: Fazal 

Miilu.aunad v Zia 111 Haq 2016 P Gr.LJN 30).

29.In acco. Juncc with Article 11 (1) of the Universal 

Declaraiiuii of Jluman Rights', every one charged 

wiin peiuil olfcnces has a right to be presumed 

iniioewH until proved guilty according to law in a 

puldic niai. l uriher Article 14 (2) ibid also states that 

everyone chtirgcd in criminal oifence has a .right to 

be |)iv.s.lined iaiioceni until proved guilty according 

to Uiv. . Aniicle 9 and Article 14 of the Constitution

' ?
f

<

7 2 r ■ ■ ■

(rl .SiLiS VkiM/.oui'Aliiin 105/SPC 012021ve;-J(7 r
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ORDER-24
30/05/2022

#

Senior PP lor Suite present. .A.ccused produced

in'vusiudy. .Arguments alreadylieard.

\'ide my detailed consolidated judgment of

iouu> comprising oi'eighteen ;pages, placed on file,

accused Man/.oor Alam is hereby,acquitted from the

saiion leveled against him. He be set at liberty'

loi'ih',', :!h, if 1101 rcciiiired in any other case. Case

pro])vriy he dcali in accordanee-with la\v after expiry

OI jienod or-.ippoal/rcvi.sion,

idle be consigned to ihe:Record Room after its

ikx cs'.ary completion and compilation.
Aiinunn_eyi 
Dalce .Uni,V2(l2:;

a ecu

/

Judge .'Special Court/ASJ-VI. 
Peshawar

ATTESAiZI) ,
. Y?

ri/ r. >c rd

Court iVsh:,vmr

r

, ;



© /l/)ncyt/ye ^-i'
•« OFFICE OF Tm: DISTRICT EmCATIOiSOFflCEHV ■i)

•V

mriFiCAnoN.
School Swad Gaic Pt'sha^^’ar has rcpodell

1. WHEREAS the Piiacipai, Govt; Girls Middle
' .hat Mr. Ma..t.o.r S/0 Aia.n Sbeh, Swtrper, Govt: Girlk MiddU: School S»a.i Ga c

Pesi»a»var is absent frora duty vv.e.from Febmar;/ 2021 till dale.

proceeded against n.nder Kliyber Paklunnkhwa Govl; Sei-\’am

notice was published in 
’l9.05.2021 to ane'nd

2. AND WilEiUiiAS He was
20ll for the charge of willful absence-and show^ cause 

leadnig Newspaper Daily AAJ 07.05.2021 ^d daily Mashriq dated

DEO If j Pc-shawax but neither he.resuined the duly nor responded to

rules

the Office of the 

these notices.
■ i AND WHERAS .The competent authorit,:. District Education Offtcer (Female) 

Peshawar, after having considered the chai-ges, evidence dn record, and facts of the 

that the charges of miscondu.cl/willful

case

absence from duty against die
■ is of the view

accused has been proved
under Rules-4(b)iii of fdiyber

the :
§ 14, MOW' THEJlEEFORE. in exercise ot the powersSiI (Efficiency and DNciplinary Rules 2011),Pakluunkhwa Government Servants

authority District Edacahon Offic-u (Female) Peshawar is pleased to impose 

Mr. r.lanzoor S/0 Alani Sher,

ifI CO nip Stem

Major Penalty of “Removal from Servic;
Girls Middle School Swati Duie Peshawar with immediate effect. The

evixh effect from Fela-ua7 202i, till-date _is hereby treated as

upon4
Sweep’er, Govt; 

period of his absence 

undiilhoriited absence from duty without pay.

.
I ■m

if

t (SAMINA GHANl) 
District Education Officer, 

(Female) Peshawar.11
1 /r^6 '2 'M /2G21/P.F Maiizoor Khan/ Sweepcr/Daied Peshawar the■Enclsl; No.;j2. /i--Edec|:. .

Copy of the above b forwarded to the: - 
1 Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Director (E&SED) Khyber Fakhtunkhwa.F-ishawar
3. ' Deputy Commissioner Pesha war.

■ 4, District Monitoring Officer Peshawar.
5 Cashier local office.
6. Head Teacher. CGMS Swal.i Gate, Peshawar,

iw.
\ <>r\

m
S Disti'ici Education OlTiter,

(Female) Peshawig..^^
/

if Af

!'bIlf
lasr
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A.

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

annexed herewith).

7. That the appellant was removed .from
vide impugned office order No: 3893-98 dated

service

18-09-2021 on the alleged notion of willful 
absence from duty, which is illegal, 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 

Impugned Office Order dated 18/09/2021 is
annexed).

That feeling aggrieved from8. the above
mentioned episode, the A^ppellant preferred the

1instant Departmental Appeal to your good-self 

office upon the following grounds inter-alia:-

GROUNDS: r

A. That the impugned office Order 3893-98 dated 

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

is liable to be set aside.
t-*-. '•

B. That no Show-cause Notice was ever issued to 

the appellant. nor the same was ever
communicated to the appellant and thus the 

. appellant was remained unheard.

i



c. That the Appellant remain admitted in hospital 

from 13-04-2021. to 12-06-2021 and that 

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 

on the same day the appellant was booked in a 

false and concocted criminal 

remained in custody till 30-05-2022.

too

1

case and was ,

\

D. 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 30.05.2022.

E. That under the mandate of articIe-04 of the 

constitution no one should be treated otherwise 

then in accordance with law, while article 25

postulates that alike are to be treated a like but 

here the is volta facie and totally a 

different yard stick has been taken to treat the 

appellant.

case

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.
a sssJssS Si

G. 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.



@

H. That from every angle, the impugned Office 

order dated: 18-09-2021 is illegal, unla'wful, 

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

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed 

that on acceptance of the instant 

Departmental Appeal, the impugned office 

order No: 3893-98 dated 18-09-2021 of the 

Office of District Education 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.
• T

Dated: 25-06-2022 Appellant.

ManzoorKhah
Sweeper [BPS-1) 
GGMS - Swati'Gate 
Peshawar.

i

1



DIRECTORATE OF ELEMENTARY & SECONDARy'eDUCATToFT' 
/r? / KlIYBERPAKirrUNKHWA PESHAWAR. 
b ‘ /F.No/A-20/C-IV/Manzoor Sweeper

Dated Peshawar the___
Emai;': ddadmn.ese@gmail.com

>
No

ill! 12022
Phone:091-9225344

To

The District Education Officer 
(Female) Peshawar.

Subject; APPEAL.

Memo:

I am directed to refer to your latter No 373, dated 01/08/2022 on the subject 
Cited above-and to state that the appeal in r/c Manzoor,Sweeper GGMS Swati Gate 

Peshawar has been examined/ahalyzed by th'.s office hence inform the appellant 

concerned that his appeal has been rejected by the appellate authority,
I

Assistant Director (Admn)
Directorate E& Secondary Education 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 1
Endst; No.

Copy forwarded to the: - 
Manzoor Sweeper GGMS Swati Gate Peshawar,

' PA to Director' Elementary & Secondary Edu 
Peshawar.

1.
2. ion Khyber Pakhtunl:hwa

3. Master File. 1^..I

Assistant Director (Admn)
Directorate E& Secondary Education 

\hyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

P.

E:\Admn\lrshad AIt\Class IV\Appca! Rejected\IVIanioor sw.doc

mailto:ddadmn.ese@gmail.com
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yWIBBS.RMP.FACP (America) 
Dormotology
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MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK 1Our Performance Is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

Not for Medico Lepl Cow

Name: MANZOOR KHAN 
\mF BY: DR : DOS!' MOHAMMAD SB (Date: 18/12/022 

Investigation Rcqd; FBC

Age/sex; M

•tab No: 125782

Complete Blood Count (CBC)
t

NOr<M/iL n.4NGJiTfiST RESULT UNITE

CMIIB% 13.1 IW: i4 
E: i2-

16
(4

Told! RBC Count 4.97 MiKion/ennn 4.5
4000 11000TLC 9,100 /cirun

DLC . f ----- 1
%Neiiit'opUiles 67 40- 70
% 20--------- 40Lyuipliocyfes. 29

■ - %. 01 0602Eo.unophils
02 % ■■ 02 — 10Monocyte.^

■J,50,000Platelets Count 1,94,000 /ennn 4jimw
___ ,1

Professor (Head)
Dr. Malik Zeb Khan
MBBS (Gold Medalist) 
DCP(Pak),M.Phil(Pb)
Clinical Pathologist/Hematologist

1

pppRiiM



T'

\ ' iVIEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK
pk Our Performance Is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

Not lor Mcdke logal Casts

Name: MANZOOR KHAN
REF BY:DR : DOST MOHAMMAD SB
Investigation Reqd: ALT

. Age/Sex: Male 

Date I S/12/022 

Lab No; 125782

RI-SULTS
TEST Resuli Unit Normal Ran^e

ALT (SGPT) 55 U/L 10 •40

Professor (Head)
Dr. Malik Zeb Khan
MBBS (Gold Medalist)
DCP{Pak), M.Phil (Pb)
Clinical Pathologist/Hematologist

'P%p»^tfcsji' '^^Si 5:: Be i
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4 Medical Specialist

^ 44®r. M. iSrafim Jlfridi 6&I/’ iJ-iMui Ijmss, Rmp 

FCPS (Medicine If)

c^VOOig' iLf-i'I,ilil

irjA^ /S'A/Kv-x-^'Sex_/4rVfMame Age Date
7

Clinical Record
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k^ MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK mOur Performance is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.
m 0 L--  ̂j ?Mot for Medico Legai Cases

P.

Agc/scx: M 
(Date:J8/0l/023
Lab No: 167382

Name: MANZOOK lOIAN 
REF BY: DR : M.IBRAFfllVr SB 

investigation Reqd: FBC,

Complete Blood Count (CBC)

IVOmAL liANGEUNITERESULTTEST
M: J4 
F: 12-

■-J6G/dl1S.9EB%
14

, 4S:---- —5.5Million/cmm' 5.12Total RBC Count
Vcmm 4000----------/100010,400TIC

Die
7040% ^70Neiitropliiies.
4020• %25I.ympbocyieii

' 01-...---060/02Eosinophils /o
% . 02--------- JO03Monocytes

L 50,000-——-4,00000/afmi2,89,000 ■Platelets Count

Professor (Head)
Dr. Malik Zeb Khan
MBBS (Gold Medalist)
DCP(Pak), M.Phtl(Pb)
Clinical Pathologist/Hematologist
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MEDICAL LABORATORY & BLOOD BANK

•/U- I !•
Our Performance is Quality Control Standard of Health Care Solutions.

Not lor Medico legal Cans

/ige/Sex:M 

DateJ8/0I/023 

L(tb No:1673H2

mne-.MAI^ZOORKHAN 

Rfrd BY.DR: M.lBRARfMSB 

TReqd:H.PyLORl

Result1-Test

1

Positive (+ive)IvH.Pylori Ab:

Method;.
Immuriochi omafoyraphic (Id*)

Professor (Mead)
Dr. Malik Zeb Khan
MBBS (Gold Medalist)
DCP (Pak), M.Phil (Pb)
Clinical Pathologist/Hematologist
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