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S.No.

321

16/11/20231- 'i'hc appeal of Mr. A.bid Ali r.csubmitlcci today b> 

Mr. Kabir Ullah. Khattak Advocate. I.t is fixed !br preliminary 

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on 

Parcha Peshai is given to the counsel for the appcHanl.
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The-; oppfD! of Mr, AOfd Aii son o Umrira-Khan.l'x-AonsUibk bk). 17^i3 iniceivoa todov i.o 

pn 73.1.1-■.•.O.'3 is incornplece on the following score whiejpi:;,reLurnod'to th(: counsci for,the

V.p.pedanr for corripletion and resubrnissidri Within J.5 dav*-^ '
' e'- . •

1- Address of appellant is inc.6niplete.be completed according to the ru!e-6 of Khyber
. Pakhtunkhwa'Service Tribunal riji,e.s;1974. ' ■ . ' - -

2- • Memo of appeal be supported, by with an affidavit duly attested by the Oath
Corhrnissioner.

./5.T,No.

/ /2023.Dt,

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR. 'l

Mr. Kabir Ullah Khat tak Adv.
High Court Peshaxftrar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIINKHWA SERVTrF. 
TRIBUNALJ PESHAWAR

Appeal No. _ of2023
I

Abid Ali S/o Umara Khan Ex-Constable 1743 1^0 Main Khan 

Mohallah Khoshal Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang District Mardan

Respondents

iI VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.

Inspector General ofPolice KPK Peshawar.

;

3.

........... Respondents

1 • INDEX
■ !

Description of dociimentsS.No. Annexurc • Pages
Memo of Appeali:

«I

2. Application for^ condonation 

of deilay ■f

3 Affidavit
■r- -

4 Addresses of the parties i

• ; •r; 5. Copy of FIR A-
\o jir-' 6. Copy of ■ bail order and

acquittal order___  .
Copy of impugned dismissal 

. I order 13.01.2023
Copy of Departmental and E &F

' t'c[ection^order _ ,_: , .
Copy of Revision Petition , '.

^ ^ I Copy of Medical Prescription _
:■ 11, ■ Wakalat Namq t

\ B&C iU-fj?
7. D=.

I

■•18 ;
1

i O:
' i 9. __^3-G

II
\ ;

;
Ap^llant.

:__.i

il’hrough ✓
'»

- 'I

Khattak
Advccatc High Court, 

Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIINKHWA SF.RVTrF 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.
» .

Appeal No. of 2.023
. ^

Abid All S/o Umara Khan Ex Constable 1743 BJo- Main 

Khan Mohallah Khoshal Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang 

District Mardan.

Appellant

VERSUS
. *

^.L. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974. AGAINST 

THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
13/01/2023 WHEREBY MAJOR PENALTY
OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS

. IMPOSED TO THE APPEIlLANT AGAINST
WHICH THE APPEIlLANT FILED
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON
13-02^2023 WHICH HAS lEEN- REJECTED
ON 30-03-2023 ON NO GOOD GROUNDS.

Prayer:

By acceptance of th 

impugned orders 

30.03.2023 may kindly be 

appellant may kindly be rein 

. along with all back benefits.

s appeal both the 

13.01.2023dated and

set aside and the

stated on his service
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Any other remedy which this august Mbunal 

deems fit that dnay also be onward granted in 

favor of appellaiit.
'>

RespectfII11 y Sheweth

FACTS

The appellant respectfully submits as under:

That. :the appellant has - been appointed .aS; 

Constable with respondent department since long 

.time.

1)

That. after appointment the. appellant performed , 

his , duty regularly :with full devotion, and hard 

work and no-cornplaint whatsoever has been made 

against the appellant.

21'.

r

i

3') That while- performing his official duty with
• . j' • ' ' • •

respondent department a false and fabricated ' 

criminal case FIR 424 dated 06.1 r.2022 TJ/S 302, 

324,' 337, 114, 148, T49 PPq in P.S Baizai , 

Mardan.^ (Copy of FIR is attavched as Annexure-

■V

&

A).
• ; ■

4) That,the appellant has been got bail in the said

criminal case on 09.02.2023 and later on has been

acquitteddh 24.10.2023 from the court concerned:
•* * • . * . * *

(Copy of bail order and acquittal- orders are

. attached as Annexure B&C).
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5) That the appellant has been dismissed from 

service on 13.01.2023 due to involvement of the 

above criminal case..(Copy of impugned dismissal 

order is attached as annexure-D).

6) That the appellant submitted Departmental Appeal . 
on 13.02.2023 against the impugned order dated 

which has ' been rejected on 

30.03.2023 on no good grounds. (Copy of 

Departmental Appeal and' rejection order are 

aUaclicd as yVnncxure EiSsT).

13.01.2023

7) That the appellant filed. revision petition on 

13.04.2D23- against the impugned dismissal order 

dated 13.01.2023. (Copy of isvision Petition is 

attached as Annexure-G).

8) That after, submitted revision petition to 

respondent department the appellant becomes ill. 

(Copy of medical prescription are attached as 

Annexure-H).
i.- ■

9) That feeling aggrieved the app.eliarit submitted the 

instant Service , Appeal before this Hon' able 

ITibunal inter alia on the follov^ing grounds.

GROUNDS

A). . That the impugned orders dated 13/01/2023 

:arid 30.03.2023 are void ab initio orders 

. because it has -been passed without fulfilling 

the Godal formalities.
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B). That no regular inquiry has been condueted 

by the respondent Department and no chance 

of personal hearing' has been provided to the • 

: appellant in this respect the appellant relied 

upon the Judgment dated 2008' Page SCMK 

1369

.

G) That no show cause notice has been issued to 

the appellant by the. respondent Department.

If

no charge sheet and statement of ’ 

allegation has been issued /serve to the 

appellant which is a clear cut violation of 

- Rule's (6) (a) (b) of Police.Rules 1975. ,

D). That

E) That it well settled principal of law no one 

can be condemn, unheard because it is against 

. the natural justice of law and this respect the . - 

appellant relied upon the Judgrnbnt reported 

on 2008 SCMR Page 678.

;
..T). That no statement of witness has been, 

recorded:, and no opportunity of cross - 

examination 'has been provided to the 

appellant.

I

I r

i

G). That the respondent department should be ■
\

waited till the final decision of the criminai 

ease according to law and rules.p

' !
V*

/

t

; ;
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c.

H). That the appellant has already been acquitted 

from the criminal case.:
•0

I). Any other grounds will be raised at the time of 

arguments with prior permission of this Hon' able 

Tribunal.

It is therefore most hurnbly prayed by acceptance 

of this appeal both the impugned orders 

13.01.2023 and:30.03.2b23 may kindly be set aside and 

the appellant may >kindly be reinstated on his service 

along with ali back benefits,. . ,

dated

" f

■ %

Any other remedy which this august tribunal deems fit 

tliat may also onward granted in favor of appellant.

, . Appellant

j

, Through

Kafe""U!lah Khattak
&

Roeeda l<iiah
Advocates, High Court, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. •of2023 .

Abid Ali S/o Umara Khan Constable 1743 RJo Main 

Khan Mohallah-Khoshal Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang 

District Mardan;
Appellant• • •

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR CQNDQNAtTQN OF DELAY (IF
ANY).

Respectfully Sheweth;

1) That the petitioner/appellant has filed the accompanied 

appeal today in which no date, has yet been fixed.

I’hat petitioner/appellant has a good prima facie case 

and ' , is hopeful for . its success, and . the grounds 

mentioned in appeal may be treated as integral part of 

tills application.

2)

3) ’ That the impugned dismissal order from service of the 

appellant dated 13/01/2:023 isjeorrie under.the definition 

of void order because it l^as been passed without
' . I ....

/fulfilling the codal formalities.

4'hat no limitation can run ag4inst a void order.4)
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That after submitted,revision, petition to respondent. 

.. department the appellant becomes ill.

■ 5)

■ ♦

6) .. That the respondent department should, be waited till 

the final decision of the criminal case according to law 

^nd.rules. - .
I

7), ■ That there are many Judgment' of'the S'upremc 'Court 
^ . • • ' *.

■ ‘that .cases should be decided on .merit rather, than on 
• * * . • • 

technicality.
: *

It is,- therefore,, most> humbly prayed that on 

, . . acceptance of this application the delay if any may be

condoned in the interest of justice.' 

Dated 13/11/2023N

Petitioner/Appellant -

■ Through *
Kabir Ullah Khattak

eda Khan 

Advocates, Hi^h Court 

FeshaWar

r

•. *-
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BEFORE THE KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
V

\ Appeal No. of2023

Abid All S/o Umara Khan Ex Constable 1743 lUo Main 

Khan Mohallah Khoshal Khef Baizai Tehsil Katlang 

District Mardan.
r

Appellant

VERSUS

1. DistTictPoliGeOfficerMardan,-
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPfC Peshawar.

\

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT
- 'I •r

I, Abid.Ali S/o-Umara Khan Ex Constable 1,743 R/o Main«

Khan Mohallah Khoshal Khel Baizai Tdisil Katlang District 

Mai^;da.n ,do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on .oath that 

the content of the above application arc true and .correct-to 

■ ^ the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

kept secret and concealedfrom this Hon’bleTribunaL

. .. ^ ..

DEPONKN'l/

V

i
1 :1 )' .

4'.‘
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIINKHWA SFRyirF 

TRIBUNAL. PESBAV^AR.I .

, Abid All S/o Umara Khan Ex.Constable 1743 1^0 Main Khan 

Mohallah Khoshal Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang District Mardan
*

Respondents

VERSUS
i

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan,
3 . Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Respondents*

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant
!' ;

.■ Abid Ali S/o Umara Khan Ex_Constable 1743 lUo Main 

■Khan Mohallah, Khoshal Khel Baizai Tehsil Katlang 

District Matdan

Respondents

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Appellant;
Througri1

I

i KnbirUlla hattak
&

Rheeda Khan
Advocates, High Court, Peshawar

r(

I



OFl'’
■ <1)5-24/:^ 000666’-:/dyif •

05-11-2022 m;40 PM OOOOQ tJ'V ^ (SA 424/22-/
. ■■ ^ I . . .

06^iI-2022I2:50AMi

;
! i !,SJh.^. ]'■

! i
!

\A 'hid'Jli

_____________________________ _ -I

•*
03012573836: A; j .

•:
, ;p£ i

\
-y.ft324 i ,

. >r^-i47 !
r>^i48 J ' .'
r>^149 I 

15AA

. 06-Il-2022:'6^1:y()^:147;j(y
06.1 l-2022:b^l;y()^-:148:j(^) ^ I
06-ll-2022:6vPl:^t/^:149:ji>i 

06-11-2022:6^1:^0^ :l5AA:ji>j^

I

;
i

! 1 .
■:

r

:
;
■ ■:• :

-I.
f.

533 'l/dAik. ■ ASI :»^

6T>(/,di^d0/^J;fL-^v>VSHO£-.Wy^^^,^J:36^jJ72467yj'wl/fJtr^^^c^y«L-j>IP/SK)S07?yi:Jl^7yj^^J^-^>f/ 

tr-j//Z£:^Ji^QAA42$l{S/A

ASI Jehangir 
06-11-2022

03469361840 Jeliangir \^3

jy

i^i.

i
9

'< t:

I

• I



\
V

IN THE COURT or SHER AZIZ 
- ADDITIONAL SESSIONS Jf JDGE. MARDAN AT KATLANg

\v
«

;
j'

Petition No. 71/BA of 2023 i
I

/{aider Mi etc. versus the State ;;
r

. I

. Order—03 
09.02.2023

.*. '• •
I
r :

’. >' •Present:

• , Iltaf Ahmad, APP fertile State;
■ >. ■ ■ f• N. -

• ■ CounseTfor accused/petitioners;

■7 Absent: -

• , Complainant despite personal semce;
This is the post-arrest bail petition of accused/petitior.ers 1) Haide^; 

Aii .and 2) Abid -Ali both sons of .Umara. Khan residents .of Mian 

Klian Tehsil Katlang, District Mardan in pase FIR No. 424 dated ■

06.11-202.2 u/s 302/324/337F(iv)/n4/147/148/l49PPC/15AA PS 
* **>

Baizai, Mardan,. .

1. Argument heard and record perused. Tlie prosecudon case as set

/ forth intliecaseTIRisthatoo06.n.2022,thecomplainantreported

the matter to motorwa} ' police that he along witlr his deceased 

brotlier Raheem ud Din was going, to Timergara from Peshawar 

boarding ■ coaster No. C.\A427.‘5; during ■ the travel, political 

'■ discussion started with accused/petitioner Haider (rame unknown 
^ then); the political. discussion culminated to scufOe; the said 

.q. v&.ised/petitioner called his other companions/relatmes through hi.s 

ceil phone instructijig them to come to Babb 

' as the coaster reached Babozai Interchange, acc\ed;petitioner Abid 

Aii 'along with co-accused Sardar Ali, Ahmad .Aii.'Yasir Ah anu 

. Shaukat Ali (name unknpwivtlien) being armed v/idi sticks came

there; tliey.stopped,the coaster and started beating the complainant

■ and his-deceased brother; in the meanwhile, one of the accused 

whom’he can identify when brouglit before him, made firing .nl him

■ and his brother,'ri-'iiltantly. his brother was hit and died.on the spot

F.. r 
-

i-'b' i
r.

• I

j*.•V
*A

•it 4

:

\

V.

V

;

I

■

"V •Cv
idnter-change: as sovtn.,*

(id !i ic hfKA

I
• I »•i■ 4. s;.;'
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while he sustained injunes;'the motive is the political discussion: 

iater on, the, coaster driver and Cleaaier namely Shohid Khan and’ 

Waheed XJHah recorded tiieir Ivlagisterial statements o-'s 164 Cr.P.C,

IOJ 1.2022^ in the said statements, inter ali?, the names of the 

persons, with whom altercation had occurred on poM'icol issue .vas' 

,,, disclosed as Haider Aii (accused/petitioner)'; later o.n, statement of 

Waqas ud Din (complainant) .recorded u/s' 16J Cr.P.C.

21.11.2022; he has nominated the accused/petitionenc as well as co- 

accused named above.

2. A bird eye view of record reveals that 3Ccii5ed/petitioner 

flaider Ali is the master mind of the uiiforti.Tnatc 

' - Being 'aggrieved, of poiiticaJ discussion- he railed tlie co*

. accused for his ^sist^ce. In this scenario, his role cannot be 

equated, with the role of co-accused getting bail. He ha.s 

directly/initially been nominated.‘He has cnbed the 

accused: So, he, at. the face of record, is connected with the 

commission of offence. So far as the other accused/petitfoner 

Abid All is concerned; his role and the roles of tbe co-accused 

getting bail are similar. So, the rule of consistency is safelv 

applicable. The (io-accused having the same roles''■ave got bail

) '

ii ■on
I

, »

on :

I

^ .

occurrence

t •

,co- •

-A. .

V

, , eitlier by the worthy Peshavvar High Court. Pe-^li.r.var nr this

. ; court.

C\'
1

/
O'

3. Hence, the bail petition to the extent of accused^'petitioner 

^Haider Ali stands dismissed wiiile the same is accepted to the 

extent of kccused/petitioner Abid Ali subject to provision o.f 

bail bonds to the tune pf Rs. 2.00,000/-' wilh two'.sureties each 

in the like amount to the .‘satisfaction ofthis court. S’ ueties must; ' 

be local, reliable and men of means. Copy of tlvs .order be. 

placed on judi'cull and police files. Requisition-' .’•ecord be .

t

1-

■ [“r .i , n i| . ■ h
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/
returned to *the‘ garter- concerned' and .file -of tin's coirt 

consigned to record room after completion and compilation:

r %s.

, (Sher Azij)
AddJ: Sessions Judge, 

■ Mardan at .Kat ang

Announced
09.02.2023. ■ !
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;»s• •. CaseNo. IO/SCor2023
• Tlie Sl9tc vs Shouksil Ali and whcfs 

FIR.No. 424 dmed.oe.i 1.2022
• •u/s302/324/337F(viHJR Nypir l« \ •_

P.'S Rflizai

1

--a i ^ \ ^;1 1

IN THE COURT OF AJDIL ZEB KHAN
' ■ additional sessions .tudgeJ mardan at katlang

Case No 10/SC of 2023
Date of institution.., .09.03.2023 

,24.10.2023 .

; I

Date of decision
•: '

; State tlirough Waqas Ud Din son of Ghulam Mukhi ud Din resident of Qilagai, 

Timergara, District Lower Dir, Complainant

Versus

1) Shoukat Ali, 2).Sardar Ali, 3) Alimad Ali sons of Sh.amshi .Khan, 4) Yasir Aii. 5) 
Haider AH and 6) Abid. Ali sons of Umara all residents of Mian Khan, Tehsil 
Katlang, District Mardan •. . •Accused facing trial

FIE No. 424_Dafed 06.11.2022 U/S 302/324/337F(vn/148/149 PPC/15AA
PS Katlang, Mardan

JUDGEMENT
24....10..-:2023

1. Facts forming matrix of the instant case as incorporated in the Murasila, 

Exli..PA/l, are that complainant Waqas ud Din made report to Zawar Khan 

No. S1072, IPO/Motofway police that he along with his deceased brother 

Raheem ud Din w^ going to Temargera from Peshawar boardine 

No.^-CAA4;275; during the travel, political discussion . started with the .. 

accused (najue unknown then)'; the political discussion culminated to 

scuffle; the said unknown accused called his other companions/relatives 

. L’ through his cell phone instructing them to come to Babozai Interchange; as 

as thi2 coaster reached Babozai Interchange, five unknown 

being ai-med with sticks came there; they stopped the-coaster and started / 

beating the complainant and his deceased brother; in tine meanwhile,-one ol' / 

the accused whom he can identify, if.brougltt before him. made firing at hirp'

coaster

, r
•f

■r

soon persons / ^ > •

/ ■

v
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and his brother; resultantly, his brotHer waS' hit,and died on t!ie spot while

. he sustained injuries: the motive is the political disdussion. ,

2. The Reporting Officer Zawar Khan recorded the report of the complainant
. f '

■ in the shape of MurasUa Exh.PA/1 and sent the same to police station 

through, Constable Izhar Ali No. J2467 to register the, case against the 

unknown accused. He also prepared injury sheet and inquest repon of■ the 

; • deceased-as well as injury sheet of the complainant and handed 

same to the on-duty Doctor namely Naved Alam.

Having received the Murasila, Jehangir Khan ASI converted contents of the 

in the shape of FIR and registered the case against accused facing p-ial.

On registration of the instant case, investigation was conducted by Naveed

p

\

I,

I

over the ' /

r
f-

3. .

same

,!

Alarn SI. During the course of investigation,'the coaster'driver and cleaner 

namely Shaliid Khan and Waheed Ullah recorded their
i

Magisterial

statements u/s 164 Cr.P.C- on 10.11.2022. In the said statements! inter alia, ■

the name of the person with whom altercation haddccUired on political issue 

disclosed as Haider Ali. The statem.ent of WaqaS ud Din (complainaht) 

was also recorded u/s 164 Cr.P.C. on' 21.11.2022 wherein he has nominated 

all the the accused facing trial namely Shoukat Ali, Abid Ali, Sardar Ali. 

Ahmad AH, Haider Ali ahd Yasir Ali. On completion of. investisatiop, 

complete challan was submitted against the accused wherein the accused 

facing trial Haider Ali, Abid Alj, Sardar Ali and Ahmad Ali .were showri' in

columnNo. 2 of the Challan with red ink as they were-absconders then: Later 

on, the said accused were arrested and on completion of partial investigation, .■ 

supplementary challarl were submitted before court. Being summoned, th/ 

accused facing frial appeared and after^ pi-ovision of copies, of .relevant

•was

<

/

i

'Page'' 2

. Caul

!



I

I
y .

/
. Case Nn. lO'Si. i.i Tic;

The Stale vs Shtnikal Alf and clhcri 
.riR\i> OI ilaictl‘If- II '‘I" 
•u/s302/32-l/.\'»yi-iv.ii4X l-l»•l•l■'. I- 

. PS Baizai
1.

documents u/s 265-C Cr.P.C., they were charge-sheeted u^s 

302/324/33 /F(yi')/148/149 PPC/15AA to which they did not plead their guilt 

and claimed trial. On claiming trial, PWs were summoned. On claiming trial.

prosecution witnesses were summoned. The following PWs were examined

while the remaining PWs .were abandoned by the prosecution.

4. Waqas ud Din son of Gliulam Muhi ud Din, resident of Sivar Oilagai 

P/O Danwa, Timergara. District Lower Dir fPW-lt
i

PW-l is the complainant of the instant case. For ready reference, 'his 

examination in chief is reproduced in verbatim as under:

“Stated that on 5.11.2022,1 alongwitk my brother deceased Rahim u 

din were going from Peshawar to Taimergara via Coaster bearing 

registration No. 4257 CAA Peshawar. During journey in the way my 

deceased brother and unknown accused exchange harsh words 

politiciii issues which turned into scalping. The unknown accused 

called his friends and relative through Iris mobile phone to Babozai 

interchange upon which they came there and intercepted the above- 

mentioned coaster. Accused were dully equipped with sticks. As the 

coaster stopped, they started beating me and. my brother with fists, 

hides and sticks. Among them one of the accused sfaried fring upon 

me and my brother residtantly, my brother hit from the fring of the 

said accused and died on the spot,- while 1 sustained injuries on my 

left shoulder. Motive behind the occurrence was political discussion. 

Beside me the occurrence was seen by driver, conductor and other 

person present there in the coaster. I alongwith my deceased brother 

were shifted to Batkliaila hospital in the coaster, where 1 reported the

on

f %

f

*
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matter to the police of PS Baizai, after scribing hty report I signed 

report as token of correctness. My report is Ex. PA/l. The accused 

can be recognized if they are brought before me. The site plan which 

was prepared on 'instance and poiktation driver and conductor 6fthe 

said coaster was verified from me by thelO after I was discharge from 

the hospital. / recorded my statement before Judicial Magistrate 

wherein I charged the accused facing trial, piiring identification 

parade I recognized the accused facing trial Sh oukat was correctly 

identified by us.”

5. Shahid Kli^ son of Noor Muhammad resident of Mohanah Danvish 

Khel, Dhery Jowal^airi, Batkhaila. Malakand rPW-2V nPriver of

my

I-

Coaster)

PW-2 has been cited as' eye witness of the, occurrence. To have 

picture in mind, his examination in chief is reproduced in verbatim as ■ 

follows:

, “Stated that I am driver of the coaster bearing registration No. 4257 

CAA Peshawar, while Waheed Ullah is conductor with 

5.11.2022, we boarded passengers in the above-mentioned coasterfor 

Taimergara from Peshawar Bus stand wherein the complainant party 

naniely Waqas u Din, deceased Rahim u Din and one of the accused 

beside other passengers were present. During journey in the way the 

complainant party and one of the accused exchange harsh words 

political issues which turned into scuffling. The unknown accused / 

called his friends and relative through his mobile phone to Babozai

came
E© hr T'u? Cn-- vl

a vivid1. »
I

• >

me. On

.
y:

■ C' ■

J '
on

there and intercepted the above
i:

4

CspylTf D^»i/T!en.
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mentioned coaster. Accused were dully equipped with sticks. As the 

coaster was stopped by them they started beating the complainant 

party with fists, kicks and sticks. Among them one of the accused 

started firing upon the complainant party resultantly, Rahim u din 

died on the spot while Waqas injured from the firing of one of the 

acciisi’d. Beside me the occurrence was seen by conductor and other 

person present there in the coaster. My statement was recorded by the

'i

police as well by the Judicial Magistrate in the instant case. The site
/

/plan which was prepared on instance and pointation me and my 

conductor by the lO. Duririg identification parade we recognized the- 

accused facing trial Shoukat correctly."

:

[

6. Tariq Aiani ASiCPW-3^

PW-3 accompanied the I.O: (PW-4) duririg spot inspection and endorsed.the 

* following recovery memos as marginal witness:

i. EKh.PW3/l, blood of complainaiit collected through cotton;

ii. Exh.PW3/2, blood of deceased collected throng cotton;

■iii. Exh.PW3/3, three empties of 30 bore, Ex.P-1; ;

iv. Exh.PW3/4,'coaster and its registration book,.Ex;P-3 andEx.P-2:

Exli.P\V3/5., bloodstained* clothes of deceased and that of 

complainant, Ex.P^4 and Exh^P-5; 

vi. Exj2.P\y3/6. certain sticks lying ne-ar the spot-. •ExIl.P-6;

He verified his signature as well as that of co-marginal witness on the said

j:-"*................ '. ' I

'I to •iT'Tr^a Corv

I

'.>

. V.
/

. f

memos.

Co9yif^ ^panm«nl 
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7. Naveed Alam SlVPW-4)

P W-4 is the .Investigation Officer of the instant case: After registration of 

the FIR, he proceeded to the spot of occuiTence and prepared site plan H\.

. PB at the instance of the driver Shahid and conductor Waheed Ullah in the ■ 

light of torch and head light of coaster. During spot inspection he made 

certain recoveries and prepared recovery, niemos (Ex.PW3/l, Ex.PW3/2. 

EX.PW3/3/Ex:PW3/4, Ex.PW3/5, Ex.PW3/6 and Ex.PW4/l. He made 

sketch Ex.PC of the place where from the pistol weapon of offence 

• recovered on the pointation of accused Shoukat. He also prepared pointati on 

. memos, Ex]i.PW4/2, Exh.PW4/3, Exh.PW4/4, Exli.PW4/5, vide which all 

the accused pointed out the spot of occurrence and thei*' respective places as 

well as.that of complainant, deceased and PWs.at the time of occurrence. He 

also made additions hi site pl^ with red ink, Exh.PB/I, Exh.PB/2, Exh.PB/3 

the pointation of the accused facing trial. He placed on Hie 

the MLR report of the injured and PM repoit the deceased Rahim u Din. I Ic 

vide appHcatJonS'Ex. PW 4/6, Ex. PW 4/7 and Ex.■p^^^ 4/8' sent to the FSL • 

for examination and received the reports of.FSL which are Ex.PZ, Ex. PZ/I 

and Ex; P2;/2. He vide application Ex. P\V 4/9 applied for wanants u/s 20.4 

Cr. P.C against all the accused which were, issued and handed over to DFC 

concerned for compliance. After the warrants were returned unexecuted, he 

applied vide application Ex. PW 4/10 for proclamation u/s 87 Cr.P.c! which

were issued and handed over to DFC concerned for execution. He vide

was

and Exh.PB/4 on

i.

\

applications Ex.'PW4/II, Exh:PW4/I2 produced the accused Shoukat 

before the Judicial Magistrate for physical custody and later on for recording 

his confessional statement. He vide my applications Ex. PW 4/13.i

• to Ta'e
Page 10,
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'r-Exh:PW4/14 produced the^accUsed Yasir before the Judicial'Magistrate for 

physical custody and after expiry of said custody, for recording his 

confessional statement. He prepared the cards of a'rrest of accused Sardar

Ali and Ahmad Ali which are Ex. PW 4/15 and Ex. PW. 4/15-A. After • i

recalling of BBA of. accused Sardhr Ali and Ahmad Ali, he vide Ijis 

applications Ex.PW4/16, Exh.PW4/17 produced both tlie accused before the 

Judicial Magistrate for physical custody and later on for recording their 

, confessional statement. He vide his applications Ex.PW4/18, Exh;PW4/19, 

produced the accused Haider Ali and Abid Ali before the Judicial Mauisiraic 

for physical custody and for recording their confessional statement. He vide 

. '-his applications.EX.PW4/20 and Exh.PW4/21 produced’Shahid, Waheed 

Ullah and Waqas ud Din before Judicial Magistrate for recording their 

statement u/s 164.Cr. P.C. He also arrested accused Yasir vide card of arrest 

is Ex:PW4/22. He placed on file attested copies of relevant dairy consists of 

20 sheets Ex. PW .4/23, extracts of register No. 19 consists of 04 . sheet 

Ex.PW 4/24, OPD chits of injured Waqas u din, extract of register No. 21 

consists of 04 sheets Ex. PW 4/25’,' letters issued in the instant case in respect ■ 

with the accused and relevant pictures of the proceedings of the instant case 

consisting of 30 photos. Ex; PW 4/26. He vide his application Ex. PW 4/27 

applied for conducting identification parade of the accused. Pie vide 'his ; ' 

, application Ex-.PW4/28 applied Tor seeking ■ opinion to the Dy.PP with ! 

respect to tlie injuiy cause upon the injured. He also recorded the statement • 

u/s 161 Gr. P'.C of clerk of, Lahore Adda Peshawar. He vide memos ■ 

EX.PW4/29, Exh.PW4/30, Exh.PW4/31, Exh.PW4/32 made addition of

t

[

!

7

t
i-

relevant sections of law. He vide application Ex.PW4/33,' Exh.PW4/34.
■ ■ to. fep r

I CacL- ifvc ~opertfn*ni 
m->’. Cvtirt at

Pag.e I 7
I

wifi

i.



<•

r.
-I

f

■;

i

» '
j. .CaseNo. lO'SCorin:?- 
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Exh.PW4/35 and Exh.PW4/36 applied for details of accused Plaider Ali 

from Frontier Core Baluchistan, details of accused Yasir from Malitry police 

Rawalpindi, details of.accused Abid Ali from police department, details of' 

accused, Shoiikat Ali from Pak Army posted at Nowshera. He vide 

application Ex.PW4/37 applied for extension .of time for completion of 

investigation. He also placed on file CDP^ report and other details from 

NApRA consisting ,of 11 sheets Ex.PW4/38. recorded the statement of 

all PWs anti, after completion of investigation, the case file was handed over 

to the SHO concerned for onward submission..

(;

r.
1

/! '
8. Dr. Naveed Alam (PW-Sl

■ PW-5 conducted the autopsy of deceased Rahi 

injured/complainant Wdqas ud Din on the day of occunence. His 

examination in chief is reproduced in verbatim 

“On 05.11.2022 I conducted autopsy of x

n ud Din and examined the
I

J

ir • *
as follows:.

he dead body of Rahim •ud 

Din aged about 41 years s/o Ghulaht Mahi ud pin r/o Siyar Qalagai,

Temargira, brought by public. The dead, body was identified by his
1 •

Mother. T started examination of the dead body at 09:39 P.M. 

Symptom observed before death: Nil 

'■ Information furnish by police: Nil

i■;

!
I-EXTERNAL APPEARANCE

No any ligature marks. ' 

l\ received dead body wearing
I'- ■■
^Vhifc clothes. Sh 'ahvar rind

i

1Mark of ligature on neck andIi r
disscchon, etc

;
: Oamees, under sweater I iI

I

ts He Tru«-'C<»m»I

;
Page i 8■
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I

• 4

. bloodstained Rigor mortis 

developed, bite hour before.

i
I

:

II

J;
■ On examination j found the 

,
floyving. injuries:

i.- 1 lacerated wound of about 7.5;

i
an in length and depth of .1 an 

wUh lyleedingslightly; irregular 

. margins, just about six (6) 'em

. i

N
;

distance about right ear.

2. 1 entry wound of about h.2 cm 

in length below right nipple of''

■ • r,
I1*

[t

chest two cm at a distance.

3, I. recommended the .x-ray of\ 

skull, chest and abdomen. On

Wound, bruises, position, size.
t« ,i naturei

'JV-rav of skull, no bone fracture 

noted while' the abdomen li-VT3

full of.blood. Liver injury and \ 

abdominal aorta and 

abdominal -contents damaged 

and buUet observed on the left!/ 

side of abdomen near 'tfi'hip\ 

bone.

fV
: *.V*

1 r I

:
i*.1
i

I..
?;(;
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i
f

•f

::: II. CRANIUM AND SPINAL CARD .•j

•t

' Intact.

III. THORAX

t /. Walls, Rib^ and cartilages Only wall of right chest below
V

the nippi'e area injured.
I

Z Plurae Intact

X Lar^mx mtd trachea Intact

. 4. Right lung Intact .
}

Left lung Intact
\
6. Pericardium and heartI; Intact.

■7. Blood vessels Intact

IV. ABDOMEN
i

1. Walls Abdominal wall injured.
. \

•iZ Peritoneum Peritoneum injured.

3. Mouth, Pharynx and Intact ■.I
I

Oesogliagus

4. Diaphragm Injuredt!.

5. Stomach and its contents Accumulation of blood in - 

abdominal cavity. . •
f12-3 4

i
6. Pancreas Intact■ T

!V I

7. Small intestines and their Involved small intestine j
• •'

contents contents
l

. A

. 8. Large intestines and their Involved large intestine +

contents contents

to

Page! 10
P•iM.nji ^■itwjiiit



•5

Case'No 10<SC i.t
• The Slale'vs Shoiilcal AN and lithe'’'. ’

FIR No. 42d dated Ob 11,211:^ 
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9. Liver Injured

lO.Spteen Intact

11.Kidneys Right injured inay he inyolved.

------- 1n.Bladder Intact :

IS.Or^ans of generation 

external and internal

Intact

*

V. MUSCLES, BONES, JOINITS.

OnJy. hiccrnfcd ^vaiind of J.5.cm in-length about right ear. Entn^ 

wound of 1.2 cm in length below right nipple of chest. No any skull 

fracture and ribs fracture present.

VI. remarks by medical officer. ,

The dead body of Rahim ud Din s/p of Ghulam Muhi ud Din brought 

to the casualty of Batkhela hospital by public received dead. External 

postniorteni done. No pulse. No bleeding. Fixed and dilated pupils 

observed. FAI with, blood stained white clothes:,

. y
y/-

\

Probable time that elapsed.

(a) Between injury and death;

Half an hour (3.0 minutes).

II i-3 (h) Between death and PM. One hour (60 minutes).

Today I have seen the postmortem report consists upon six sheets 

including pictorial prepared by me b-correct and correctly bears my ; .

signature on each sheets/pages. The postmortem report is ExPM. I ’
* 1

have also endorsed the injury Sheet which is Ex PM/1.

On the same day I also examined injured Waqas ud Din s/o Ghulam 

Muhi ud Din resident ofTintargera who was brought.to the casualty

i.

;

'
r--

Cpeyin^
. Cwn "oaf.’rm -.'t

1



u-

i
< |i> M .-I :

The SUilc Is ShuMkltl \it ;ilHl •■III,
FIR.No. 424 dalcJ U6.l l.2(i22 
u/s302/324/337F(viV148 MDPrtM-- 
PS Baizai

u
• •

'!:
Batkhela hospital ih/the presence of public at 09:28 PM^on

r
05.11.2022.1found lacerated,wound of 2.5 cm in length and 1.5

depth wound with blood stained deep color clothes wearing and there

wasfractureofupper.headof the left Vina bone into small fragments.
* • * • . 

On the X-ray left elbow joint. The wound stitched and joint elbow

stabilized. Then the patient was referred to Tlniargera hospital for

further management POP was done and.hospitalslips were attached.

The medicolegal report is Ex.PM/2 has correctly been prepared by

which bear niy signature.''

cm

\
i

!i
! r;

- me
\ ■

r- 9. Constable Naimat No. 2670 fPW-6'> .
. . I ,

PW-6 marginal witness to the following iriemos Being prepared in his 

presence: • '

r.. HxJi.PW4/2, memo prepared on pointatiPn of accused Shoukat: 

ii. Iixfi.,FW4/l, memo for recovery of weapon of offence; ' 

hi. Exh.PW4/3, memo prepared on pointatiori of accused YasirAli; ' 

iv. Exh.PW4/4, memo prepared on ]3omtatio.n; of accused Haider Ali

:■

!

. s

■ n

and AbidAli; ■

V. Exh.PW4/5, memo prepared on pointation of accused Sardar.Ali 

^d Ahmad. Ali;

.He authenticated his, signature on the said mernos as well as that of co- 

.m^ginai witness. ‘

r
t

♦
[•

• I
. 10. Jehangir Khan AST tPW-7V;
<>

PW-7 is the autlior of FIR, Exh.PA who registered the case on receipt of 

Murasila from the Reporting Officer. .

Page i 2
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•11. Khalid BFC No. 2706 (PW-S^

PW-8 had executed processes u/s 204/87.Cr.P.C: against the accused facing. 

dial. Processes u/s ■204/87 Cr.P.C. are: Exh.PW8/l to. 'Exh.PW8/20 

« ■ respectively

12. Muzamil Jadoon (PW-9>

:!

9

PW-9 is the custodian of case property who kept the same iri safe custody in 

Malkhana of the police station. He made entry in register No. 19 and 

transmitted parcels to FSL vide transit receipts No^ 482/21, 483/21. and 

488/21. Copies of transit receipts and register No. 19 dre Exh.PW9/l. . . 

Exh,PW9/2 and Exh.PW9/3 respectively.

13. Zaitvar Khan No. S1072 fPW-lO't
I

PW-10 has recorded the report of complainant in the shape or'Muiasila 

(Exh.PA/1). He also prepared injury sheet and inquest report of the deceased 

as well as. injuiy sheet of the coraplainant/injured which are Exh.'PI0/2. 

.Fxh.PWI0/3 pnd Hxh.PWlO/1 respectivelv; ‘ ■

Mr. Arbab Waheed Alam, Civil Judge, Mardan at Katiang

-1

i
•;

!

•;
. I

I-

PW-11 conducted, the identification parade of the accused Shaukat Ali. His 
* • '

examination in chief is reproduced in verbatim as follows:

“Stated that on.l6.11.2021Naveed AlamSl/lO of Police Station Baizi ^ 

appeared before the court alongwith record of the instant cose and-

r
:■1 •

/■ , MJ’I
I

submitted appiication already, exhibited Ex,FlV4/27 for conducting''^ 

identification of accused Shaukat Ali s/o Skainsi Khan through 

complainant Ghidam Muhauddin and eye witnesses namely Waheed 

Ullab and.Shahid. The application was allowed with the direction to

!/

S

produce the relevant record, cor^laindnt and eye witnesses for dated

. t» be Toie

\

0'

Pnge ' n

BVMrlrr.eht
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19.11.2022 atl:00-PM. The superintendent Jail Marcfan was also 

informed accordingly. On the date fixed I visited the district jail 

Mardan where the lO informed that complainant is hot present due 

to his arth surgery while other eye witnesses are present The lO 

witnesses named mentioned above were called to the office and 

properly identified in the offite of Superintendent Jail Mardam 

Jdentificaiion parade of accused Shpukat Ali was conducted in 

accordance with the law which was properly identified by bolh the 

witnesses. After conducting the ideHtificatibn_ parade of' accused 

Shaiikat Ali, reports in this respect was prepared and signed as well / 

certificates, in this respect were also issued and, sighed by me. The 

reportp and certificates are Ex.PWll/1 to Ex.fWtl/2 respectively..

That on dated 19.11.2022 the complainant not appeared for ’ 

identijication being ill and had gone for surgery. The lO submitted 

another application ExPWll/3 for identification of accused Shaukat 

■ All'through co/uplamant which was allowed and 23.11.2022 

fixed with the direction to the lO to produce the relevant record and 

complainant in the jail premises. On 23.11.20221 came to the District 

Jail Mardan where the complainant of the instant casie was called to 

the office jail superintend Mardan and was properly identified. The ; 

identification of accused Shaukat Ali was conducted as per law, he ■ 

identified by the complainant ih three turns. I prepared my report 

in this respect which was duly signed by me. Sindtarly, I issued 

^^ifficate in this respect which was also signed by me. The report is 

Ex.PWli/4 while the corticated is Ex.PWll/5: Today 1 have seen the

were:

■.r

was

r ■.

;

N
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r
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above mentioned documents which are correct and correctly hears my 

signatures. ”

15. After conclusion of prosecution evidence, statements of accused facing trial.

recorded u/s 342 Cr.P.C. wherein tliey falsified the allegations of 

prosecution. However, they neither Ppted to.produce defense evidence 

wanted to be examined.on oath. Pro and contra argument already heard. 

Record pemsed.

The learned public prosecutor argued tliat the instant case hinges upon • 

ocular .and corroborative evidence. He ftirtlier advanced his arguments that

!.
\ .

i • were-

nor

16.

I

the ocular evidence is justified, consistent and confidence inspiring and not

Cl nolc'.'.-o'i'thy ccntnidir'i^''. ‘'i in the r>r-n!pr depnsifimi. T-Te also ■■nrsiied

that the corroborative evidence is also flawless, and ho reasonable doubt is

detectable. He contended.that the occurrence has promptly been lodged so 

, ^ chance of consultation and deliberation doe's not arises. He lurlhcr 

contended that the weapon of offence has been recovered from the accused 

facing trial Shoukat Ali and same also matched with the crime empties 

recovered from the spot as the FSL report is positive in this regard. He also 

contended that the prosecution has proved, the case against the accused 

facing trial beyond -the shadow of . reasonable doubt. He also drawn the

-

. ;•

. attention of this court, towards the identification parade in which.'the 

complainant along with other witiiesses duly identified accused Shoukat 

Ali. He further contended that the-recoveries -from'.the spot and medicar 

report of deceased in shape of postmortem report fully supports the. 

prosecution case. Atlast, he requested that that all the accused facing trial

may be convicted and deterrent sen.tence.be awarded to them.

fee T-uw C
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17. On the other hand, the learned counsel for the accused facing trial rebutted . '

the arguments of learned prosecutor by arguing that tlie report as welias the

evidence is full of doubts and dents of reasonable nature. He further argued 

that didre is considerable delay in reporting the occuirence which shows'

: . . consultation and deliberation on the part of the complainant party. He further

. contended that the mode and manner of the occurrence is liighl>' doubirul' as

the occurrence took place in the vicinity of PS Baizai (Katlang, Mardan)

while the’report/Murasila was lodged at Batkhela hospital. District 

Malakand v/tyen even the author of tlie Murasila was not authorized either 

by the PS Baizai- Katlang, Mafdan or PS Batkhela, District Malakand and 

hence the basic foundation of the prosecution case is. not only shaky but 

cannot stands on its legs being illegal, llie learned.counsel also attacked the 

medical evidence on its legal as well as., factual aspects. He also argued that 

the star witnesses of the occurrence being the complainant and driver of the 

coaster negated the prosecution story and now sajiie is beyond repair and iii 

way become tlie basis of conviction of tlie accused. Learned counsel also 

.argued that the identification parade is-r_ot in line with the rules and 

procedui'es but more importantly the accused'was seen by the w'ithesses 

before the identification parade in the PS and also via social' media. Lastly 

he argued that the recovery of the weapon in.question and its positive FgL 

report loses its credibility as the pistol was'sent with an unexplained lone ■ 

delay, to tlie FSL. Lastly, the prosecution has miserably, failed to prove the •

charge against all the accused facing trial and as siicH they deserve honorable 

acquittal’

;
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18. After hearing all the sides and perusal ofrecord.and evidence, this court is 

of considered opinion tliat the ocular account in the instant case has been 

furnished by PW-1 (complainant/injured) brother of tlie deceased who was 

accompanying tlie deceased when the occurrence took place. In cross 

examination, PW-1 admitted that the occurrence took place at about 09:00
[

AM and they remained on the spot for about one hour with the local police

nuaJioLury. to ihc Mhrarlln.however hi.s this siacemeni. is coaipieLeiy cu 

Exh.PA/1, and FIR. Exh.PA, as per both the said documents the occun ence
■ ■ !

took place on 05.11.2022 at 10:40 PM and his this admission which is not
. Af

in line with the Murasila-regarding the time of the occurrence creates
/'. ■

reasonable dpubt in the prosecution case. Tl^is fact finds further,support trom 

other eye, witness of the case who appeared in the witness box as PW-2 who 

was the driver, of the coaster and he also stated in Jiis cross examination that 

it was about 08:00/09:00 AM when the occurrence took place and also stated 

that they remained at the spot with the police for about 30 minutes and they 

even went inside the PS at about 11:00/12:00 night time which further raises •

i
I

I

serious question not only over the mode and manner of the occurrence but

• '' dearly shows that tlir Miii'asila is not in line with the depositions of the PWs

and same was the result of deliberation and consultation which makes the
.4-

prosecution case highly doubtful.

19; ■ Moreover complainant/injured! (PW-l ) also rendered; in his cross \, l£ii^
! ■ '

examination that when they reached the place of occurrence.suddenly the .j ' /

electricity of the coaster'went off and there was complete darkness wften in ; 

the meanwhile from,dutsid!e the vehicle firing was stalled on the vehicle and
.• •

after sornetime when the electric power of tlie vehicle resumed, he saw the. 'f

CwtiSsd to foTKw
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deceased being hit with a bullet inside the coaster and found him dead. He 

also stated during the darloiess'.period he’also received fireann iiijuiy and 

admitted that he has not seen any person firing at the vHlic]e.,He even stated 

that.he could hot say that by whom blows he was hurt as.at that time there, 

was complete darkness. His these admissions have completely torpedoed the 

, . prosecution case as he admitted that at the time of occurrence the lights of ' ■

the coas'ter/vehicle went off and thereafter tiring was started on the coaster

from outside and when the lights came back he saw that his brother/deceas.ed

has been hit with the bullet inside the coaster by negating the prosecution 

case further that he has not

while oh the other hand he also admitted that he could not say that by whom 

blows he was hurt as tliere was complete darkness at that time. Frorri tlie said 

- ^ depositions oi.coinpIainand'Liijured (PW-I) who was the star witness ofiiie 

prosecution one caii reach to an irresistible conclusion that the ocular 

account,reridered by PW-l could not in any way connect the.accused facina 

trial with the commission of offence;

More importantly PW-l also stated in his

*> o

;>*

any person making firing at the vehicleseen

20. cross examination that ihev

charged the accused facing trial at the behest and-directions of the local

police oh mere suspicion and they are innocent therefore he has got even no 

objection over their acquittal. In order to have a vivid picture, his said

deposition is reproduced in verbatim as follows:

1

/

/ .

*‘The accused facing trial are charged by us at the instance of the

local police on doubt and suspicion. Tn presen/circumstances 1 have

got no objection on acquittal of the accused facing trial being

■ Cwtsfeli to fe'TVgj' innocent. ” >
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‘21. Similarly the other star witpess/^ye witness of the occurrence was the driver 

of the coaster who appeared in the witness bdx as PW-2. PW-2 also admitted 

in his cross examination that firing was made from outside, the coaster and 

in the meanwhile the electricity of the vehicle went away and there was 

■ complete' darkness while after some time, when^ the electric power was 

restored they found the deceased dead inside the coaster as he was hit by a 

; . bullet, while one other person namely W^as ud Din (complainant^W-1) 

was also in'ufed. He also'admitted that he has not seen anyone making firing 

at the vehicle/coaster and cannot say by whose firing and bl,ows the 

complainant received the Injuries. .In order to have, a lucid picture, it is 

imperative to reproduce the said admission in verbatim as follows:

‘‘It is correct that I have not seen any person firing, at the vehicle. I

r

■ cannot say by whom filing and blows the complaiiiant and injured

received injuries.”

From the aforesaid narrative and admission by the eye witnesses it is veiy 
.1

much evident that both the eye witnesses i.e. PW-1 and PW-2 admitted that 

when the firing started* on the vehicle/coastef from outside the lights inside 

the coaster went off and there was complete darkness at tiiat.time and when 

the electric power/lights came back they found that the deceased was hit b\

• a bullet and he died at the spot inside the coaster and Uiey have not seen who 

was makirig firing and even they showed their ignorance that from whose 

; firing complainant/PW-l was injured and both the.said PWs never raised

their fingers on any of the accused facing trial that they made firing and due {

to the firing of accused facing trial namely Sho.ulcat the deceased and'.

f
/

complainant were hit while on the other iiand both the said PWs adn.iitlcd •
ke Tti* C ‘'-'ny
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that they have charged the accused facing trial at the instant of the local' 

police on tlie basis of doubt and suspicion and all the accused facing trial are 

• innocent and showed their no'objection over their acquittal-. This all leads to 

an in-^istible conclusion that the ocular account produced by the eye 

witnesses in no way- connects the accused facing trial' with the .commission 

of the offence. '

The mode and manner of the occurrence is also highly doubtful due to the 

. reasons that tlie basic foundation of the prosecution case was the Murasila,

Exh.PA/1, on the basis.of vvhich the complainant made,its report, as strange-' 

enough the occurrence took place within the precinct of PS Baizai. fehsil 

Katlang, District- Mardan while the report, Exh.PA/1, was lodged in 

Batkhela, hospital. District Malakand within the vicinity of PS of District 

Malalcand without any justifiable reasons and during the course of trial the’ 

prosecution failed to justify the said omission and illegality that what were 

the compelling reasons which forced the complainant to lodge tlie report at 

Batkhela hqspital District Malakand and not at PS Baizai Tehsil Katlang, , 

Mardan when-tlie occurrence took place in tlie limits of PS. Baizai. the 

. whole file is silent in this regard tliat whether any special permission v^eje 

; . taken by the; prosecnt'ion/police in this rega.rd, which is against the theme

- \ ,f.:
1

? !

;

22.

.!
:

/

\ d

. (f^ I tj

and spirit uf criminal law 'a-nd same- also violates the po'ice nilcs.

23. The aforesaid aspect of the case becomes more clear when complainant/PW- 

1 who lodged the report at Batkhela hospital Malakand admitted in his cross

examination that the occurrence had taken jjlaee within the jurisdiction of
♦

PS Baizai which is at a distance of about 2 puriong. from the PS when he

, also admitted in cross examination that the local police of PS Baizai attracted 
h. : u> bp Trv<? C'’ .-j.-
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to the spot and came near to us arid there on the spot after the arrival of 

Baizai police all the witnesses; conductor and driver were examined and 

thereafter report was made by them. Similarly the other eye witness PW-2 

also admilied in his cross, examination that the occiiiTcncc'took place within 

• thejurisdictiOn of PS Baizai which is at a distance of 2 purlqng from the PS 

and the local police of PS Baizai reached the spot and all the witnesses were 

examined by them, thereafter report'was made by them and even their, 

statements were recorded by PS Baizai . bn the spot then tlie important

. questiori arises that how thie complainant made his report Exh.P A/1 outside 

the limit and jurisdictiori of PS Baizai, Katiang, Mardan to a complete alien 

jurisdiction in district Malak'and where even the occurrence had not taken 

place when, even PS Baizai was at a distance of just 2 purlong from the place 

of occurtence while cognizance of the case had beenitaken by PS Baizai as

■

• ^

• i

;

they reached to the spot aiid even examined the witnesses. Even I.O. of the 

' case while appearing as PW-4 admitted i'n his cross examination that the 

report was made by. motorway police in Batkhela Hospital and only PS 

Baizai wa^ competent to register the case because the occurrence has taken 

place withiji its jurisdiefton. No reason or explanation is given that why the 

said case was hot reported in PS Baizai. This all makes a big dent in the 

.Murasila Exh.P A/1 of the prosecution and when the basic 

dbcument/.Exh.PA/l' of tlie prosecution is not only doubtful but is even 

illegal the prosecution case could not stand on its legs.

24. When the author of the Murasila Exh.PA/l appeared in the witness box as 

PW-IO he admitted that during the days of occurrence he was.not posted in

1

:■ ‘

1

, ^ .
Batkhela police and was serving in motoiway police. He admitted that at-

Page I 21 ;
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that time he was neither Muharrir nor Mad Muharrir of any PS and a .criminal

k

case is registered in a PS in whose jurisdiction crime take place. He also 

admitted that tlie instant case was not committed in the jurisdiction of 

Batkhela PS and same has taken place in the jurisdiction of PS Baizai.

Katlang, Mardan. His these, admissions funher creates a big question 'mark 

. over the Murasila ExhPA/1 as even the author of the same admitted that he 

was neither posted in the police of Batkhela at the. time of occurrence nor he 

was Muhariir of any PS then a vital question arises that under what law and. 

rules he recorded the r'eport Exh.PA/l as he was never authorized under the 

to act in such a way and this aspect has completely shattered the repoit 

Exh.PA/1 and the prosecution case.
• ’ i *

The mode and manner of the pcciurence also comes under heav^' doubt when 

PW-l6 the' author of the Murasila, .Exh.PA/1 adEpitted in his cross 

examination that it is correct that in the report the time of occurrence and the

• time of report, some digits have been tampered. He even admitted that he
■ V

had rectify the timing at the instant of beat commander. His these admissions 

that as the time Of occurrence and time of report were tampered and he 

■ rectified the same at instance of beat commander further makes the mode 

^and manner of the occurrence, highly doubtful.^He even admitted that that 

the inquest report was not'prepared by him and same was. subsequently 

prepared by PS Baizai and tliis aspect further creates dent in the prosecution 

case.’ y

25.

V

26. ^Durmgthecourseofargumentsthe leamedDy.’PP forStategave much stress

that one of the accused facing trial namely Shoukat Ali was duly, identified

by PW-1 and PW-2 during identification paiade conducted by the Judic
j - —Tf- mm ■ mil 111 _ • •
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Magistrate and this aspect is enough for his'Conviction. This argument of 

learned Dy.PP for the State does not hold much water in it due to the 

that when learned Judicial Magistrate who conducted identification parade 

'appeared in the witness box as P.W-11 he produced the reports pertainine to 

the identification parade as Exh.PWl 1/4 and its certificate as Exh.PW.l 1/5:

It is pertinent to mention here that the said identification parade'

. conducted by PW-11 in District Jail, Mardan on 23.11.2022. The perusal of 

record shows that accused facing trial namely Shoukat Ali son of Shamshi 

Khan was Etrrested by the local police ori 11.11.2022..which is visible from' 

his card ol; arrest. On 12.11.2022 he was produced before the Judicial 

Magistrate-II/MOb, for the lirst time wherein'lhe local police sought iiis I 0 

days police custody as visible from ExhTW4/l I and the local police uas 

granted three days poUce custody with directions to produce the accused 

before the concerned Judicial Magistrate on 15,11.2022 and on 15,11:2022 

the learned Judicial Magistrate sent him to.judicial lock,up and thereafter 

conducted identification parade of the said accused on 23,11.2022 after * 

a.delay of about 8 days and said facts were admitted'by learned Judicial 

Magistrate^ while appearing in the witness box as PW-11. PW-ll also 

admitted tliat when accused Shoukal Ali was produced" before him for 

physical remand he was having open face in his court and he was not muffled 

. face. When complainant PW-1 who identified the accused Shoukai; Aii 

the- l-nmrd .Tirdlcia! .Magistrate .dni-ing''the course' of 'identificiuion

, parade appeared in the witness box he admitted in hisicross examination ||ia[fl| 

it is

and the accused were seen by^em in the PS., His this admission has 
'c? Vfto

reasons

was

. /

u

.1 coiTect that after the arrest of the accused they used to come, to the PS 1

e-4
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Completely shattered the identification parade and its report and thus have 

got no legal implications and ramifications as the identifier/complainant 

admitted that before the identification parade he has seen the accused facing 

. trial in the PS. The identification parade further loses it authenticity iit the

eyes of law as die idehtifier/PW'-l admitted that the accused Shoukai and 

others were also'seen by him through social media on the net as ihcir pholos 

were uploaded on the same. Similar admissions .were made by other 

identifier/PW-2 that after tlie arrest of the accused they* were repeatedly

summoped to the PS to see the accused and they were seen by us in the PS

which further shatters, the identification parade. Even the learned Judicial ■

Magistrate, PW-i I, also admitted in his cross examination that in-his report 

, . .the accused Shoukat AH had stated before him at the time of identification

parade-that he was shown to the identifiers in the PS' while When ihc 

statements of the identifiers PW-l and PW-2 are put in jujitaposition witli 

the said admission of learned Judicial Magistrate, it is veiy much clear thal

t .

^ accused Shoukat AH was already seen by the identifiers iin the PS and

therefore, the . identification parade conducted by i:he learned Judicial 

Magistrate vide his report Exh.11/4 and certificate Exh.PWl 1/5 has got no 

evidentiaiy’value in the eyes of law.

27. The medical evidence in the instant case has been given by'Dr. Nayeed Alam 

as PW-5 who conducted the autopsy on the body of deceased namely Rgihim 

ua Urn son oL OiiuiUm .ivioiii ud Du'CaL u'ag. nudpa.a,' .oaLicicia, 

Malakartd. During cross examination PW--5 admitted that the occurrence has 

taken place in PS Baizai, District Mardan while Batkhela 

.junsdiction of Distiicl Malakand arid he was not bound to mcdicalK

• ;
comes within Ihc

i
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examine an injured or dead bound'if that belongs to other police station and 

not of Malakand; From the said admissions of PWt5 arid my detailed 

discussion aforesaid it is very much evident that the occurrence took place 

in the territorial jurisdiction of PS Baizai, Katlang, Mardan but the deceased, 

and injured both were examined and even autopsy on the body of deceased 

was conducted at DHQ, Batkliela, District Malakand with no plausible 

.explanation jeridered by the prosecution-llirther creates'a ,big dent in the 

prosecution case and makes the post-mortem report Exh.PM and the 

medico-legal report of the complainant/injured Ex.PMy2 highly doubtful.

28. Similarly during the course of trial this, question remained in myster)' that 

^ who brought the body of the deceased and complainant/injured to the 

hospital as even PW-5 the do.ctqr.stated in his cross examination.that both- 

the deceased and the injured were not produced before him by the police and 

they were produced by the. general public, however he has not mentioned

i .

their names although PW-5 stated that the dead body was identified by his 

^ I ^-3 . brother but admitted that the name of Ae identifier (brother) has not been

mentioned by him which further raises serious .question not only the mode 

. and manner of the occurrence but also ovei' the medical evidence;

29. The doctor, PW-5, admitted that the .dead body was examined bv hiiu.ai.
.1

09:39 PM which is also duly mentioned in the post-mortem report of the 

deceased Exh.PM that on 05T 1.2022 at 09:39 PM the body of the deceased . 

was examined by the doctor and as per the post-mortem report the probable 

time tliat elapsed

I

(a) Betiueen injury and death: Half an hour jthirt}' 

minutes (30 minutes))

le be Cor^-

t-
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(b) Between death and post-mortem: (60 minutes) .

• ■ ■ ■ has been shovyn in the post-mortemj'epoTt and'when the

. post-Tnortem report Exh.PM and-Murasila report Eixh.PA/l are put in 

juxtaposition it is vei^ much evident that both contradicts each other due to 

tlie reasons tliat as per Murasila Exli.PA/1 the occurrence took place at 10:40 

PM on 05.11.2022 while the doctor examined the body of the deceased at

09:39 PM on 05.11.2022 and also examined the injured at 09:28 PM on

05.11.2022 and same does not appeal to a prudent mind that how the doctor 

examined the body of the deceased and injured 50/60 minutes before the 

occurrence and tills aspect alone of the case is sufficient, for the acquittal of 

all the accused facing trial. . • *

30, As far:as the recovej-y of 30 bore pistol is concerned from accused facing 

trial Shoukat the T.O. of the case appeared before the coLrr'i as P\V-4 and 

stated that on 14.11.2022 the accused led them to die place of occurrence for 

handing over the weappn of offence. (pistol) .which he had hidden in bushes 

' occurrence and same ,was recovered and handed over.to

iiini which was takeii into possession vide recovery friemo, Exh,PW4/i. It is 

also pertinent to mention here that dufing the course of investigation the 

' local police also recovered three empties of 30 bore and same were

recovered vide recovery mem Exh.PW3'/3 and when the.said 3 empties were 

sent to FSt it came on the surface that the said 3 empties, were fired from 

one and the same pistol and later on when die pistol was recovered vide 

■ . recovery -memo Exh:PW4/l, same was also sent to FSL and as per FSL 

- . Exh.PZ/2 same were matched. In cross examination he admitted that

• ,•

■ j

the marginal witnesses of the recovery memo Exh.PW4/l are police oJ'ficials '

Cemnwitc
? •
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and this fact was also admitted by PW-6 who is marginal'witness to the ' 

recovery memo Exh.PW4/l that oh; all recovery memos the marginal 

witnesses are police Officials of the same PS. P'W-6 also admitted tliat it is 

correct that the.I.O. had not asked any private person to associate with 

recovery proceedings and at the time of pcintation proceedings public was 

coming and going on the road. This all clearly shows that the local police 

had ample opportunity to ^sdciate independent witnesses, to the recoveiy 

memo and ]3ointaiion memo buithey omiued ihe same vviLliuiiL any placisible 

explanation when PW-6 even admitted that the 1.0. did not ask,any private 

persons to associate during the said proceedings m^es the recoveiy and 

pointation doubtful as the local police violated the mandatory provisions of

Section 103 CnP.C; .

31. The recovery of pistol and itspositive FSL furtiier loses its authenticity when 

. PW-9 who took the parcels, to FSL appeared in the witness box and stated 

thatofi06.11.2022thel.0.handedovertohimsixparcelsofinstantcasefoi- 

FSL in shape of parcel j4o. Tto 5 while on 14,11.2022 he was Handed over , . 

parcel No. 6 and relevant .documents for sending to the FSL. Fie admitted in 

his cross examination that pai'cel Np. 1 to 5 were sent to-FSL by him on

14.11.2022 as all parcels were in bis ]Dossession .from 06.1 1.2022- to ,

14.11.2022 and no explanation was given by hirn that why same were sent • 

with such .long delay to the FSLi Meaning thereby that Wiien parcel No. 3 

which was having tliree 30 bore empties recovered vide recovery memo

, E:di.PW3/3 were handed over to liim on 06.11.2022 while same was sent to y''" '

FSL on 14.11.2022 and during the inter/ening period PYv^.-9 admitted that '

.all the parcels were m_his_Poasession from 06.11.-2022 to 14.11.2022 a .
te lle C’ony^ A ^
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CaseNo. fO/SCorni:3
•' • jheStaie vs Shoukal Ali aniiiiihc's

■ FIR No. 424 dated nfi M 2022
. ' • • . u''i302?24'.'.1tHMl UK M‘» IM- I

P.<? Barai

serious question arises over its safe custody, and the eiement of tampering 

and fabrication could not be ruled out when he even could riot explain such 

Iona delay of 8 days of sending the same to FSL raises, serious questions 

over the recovery of crime empties and FSL report; , .

32. • Ivloreover as the local police recovered thirty bore pistol frorri the possession 

and pointation of accused facing trial Shoukat vide recovei-y niemo 

Exh.PW4/l dated 14.11.2022 and same was sealed to parcel No. 7. P\V-9 "

■ • ' admitted during his cross examination that entry of parcel No. 1 to 7 and 

; coaster wej.c made on 06:11.2022 in the register No''. 19 by producing the 

same as Exh.PW9/3. Histhis admissions thatparcNs No.. 1 to 7 were handed 

over to him in sealed condition on 06.11.2022 has completely shattered the 

recovery memo Exh.PW4/l vide which the local police recovered 30 bore 

pistol from the possession and pointation of the accused facing trial namely 

Shoukat Ali and its positive FSL report regarding matching of the same with 

tlie crime empties because as per recovery memo Exh.PW4/I the local police 

recovered the. 30 bore pistol from the accused facing trial Shoukat on 

14.11,2022 which was sealed into parcel No. 7 then the vital question, arises

2-^ I

■;

t

P

I

1

;
i

1

. •

that how entry of the; said parcel Noi 7 was made on 06.11.2022. in register 

No. 19 Exh.PW9/3 b.efore its recovery from the accused facing trial vide 

recovery memo-Exh.PW4/l dated i4ri 1.2022 and this aspect has compIctcK ■ 

shattered the recovery of 30 bore pistol and its positive repoit.

33. As far as tlie motive part'is concerned, as per the Murasila report Exh.PA/1 

there was an altercation that took place' between the Accused facing .trial 

namely Haider Ali and the deceased over political discussion. The

■r
•.y

7 t

I.

same
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. . CaseNo..10/scOf20.23 .
The Stale ^S'Shoukai All iinJ i<ih>.-rs 
FIR No. 424 dated 06.11.2022 

• • u/s302/324.'337K-.ii.l48 IJJ-l’l’i. . 
PS Baizai

could not be proved during the course of trial as no concrete evidence was

produced.

34. What has been discussed above, by v/rapping it up, tins court comes to the ' 

conclusion that'the above-detailed circumstances create reasonable doubts
.

regarding the involvement of all the accused facing trial in .the commission 

of offence which can in no stretch of imagination be deemed as sufficient 

for conviction of the accused facing trial. Hence, while extending benefit of 

doubt, all the accused facing trial namely 1) Shoukat Ali, 2) Sardar Ali, 3) 

Ahmad Ali sons of Shamshi Khan, 4) Yasir Ali, 5) H^aider All and 6)^bid 

Ali sons of Umara are hereby acquitted of the charge' leveled against them. 

Accused Shoukat Ali is in custody-and he be released forthwith if not 

required in any other case. All tlie remaining accused;are on bail. Their bail 

bonds* stands cancelled and their sureties are dischai'jged. Case propert>’ be 

. disposed off in. accordance with law after expiry df. period provided for 

appeal/revision. File of this court be consigned >10 record room after 

necessary completion and compilation.

■ r..
- • ••/ ^

I'

- True

. . Announced AdilZebKhaij ; 
Additional Sessions Judge. 

. Mardan at Katlang.
24.10.2023 CefrdrHi CEftparifiMfit "'

It is certifiedthat tliis judgment of mine consists of twenty-nine (29) pages and each 
page is dnly signed by me after necessary corrections. ! •

!>CERTIFICATE

Announced
24.1.0.2023 ■

Adii Zeb KhaiT. " 
2^ditional Sessions Judge, .B >t ‘ C 'YeMnMtono#A«iie.

w*»[cticopyMardari at.KatlangDr-

So.j, 
i..uL;’’,Fe ’ Siar
U'jtntFee___ ....
^ do LcpyKi_ 
rle o ./elrvwy Page'] 29
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Tel No; 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 ■
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Dated fh! ) irm '■ ■
ORDER ON KNnrnR^FCONSTABT.F. ABm ai ruTr. ,7,2 

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry-under Polire 

against Constable Abid Ali f&.1743, under the allegations that while posted al . 

ro rv^ang.(„oW under suspension Police Lines Mardan),

*.

Ru!{-.v'<
D}75, 'initialed

_ ^ wder. suspension vide this
• . J-. ^ dated K-l I-2022, issued vid^ order/enddrs'ement No.64S4-88/OSl dated

. 150.1-2022, on.'account of charging in .'a ease vide FlR.No:424 dated Ofi-H-TOTo n-

3q2/324/147/I4S/149 PPC Police Station Baizai. ■ ■ ,

was

■' " To- ascertain. Dots. Constable Abid ’ Ali, was -pi-oceeded a-ams-

■ Miss ReshamJehangirSDPO ShdikhMaltoon vide this offi '
o, Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet Do.342/IL4 dated -18-11-2022,

■ -necesi^ry process, submitted her .Finding- Report to this .office vide herrofficedetf-v ' .

..Ro,.l 075iSt dated 23-1^2022, holding responsible .he delinquent official of gross miscohdoc, on 

u’.e eve of not attending her olTice; tlierefore.

who (E.O) after fulflUmcut '

•r

recomraended hini fore.v-parte'action.
i

. Abid Ali-was-served-with a Finai Show Caii.'^e
lifter; PaShiunkhwa Police Ruies-1975. issued vide' this office Not 1315S-59/PA 

4y-i2~2022 "through his-cousin Yasir N4chmood
ilaied

on 31-12-2022, to which, he was bound m 
. tubmil-his reply to this office within stipulated time of (07) days. but with non-compiiance'

Ahmisiemneaningthaihehasnotltingtoofleiinhisdcfeisc:'- " ; 'i

Fi.nai Order
. ■ . . Jp the light of above .disci-ssion. I am of the- considered opimon thai 1 ihe

. allegations leveled against Constable.Abid ,Ali are true/geritiine. therefore, award-Ti 'ifor, . 

major punishment of dismissal from.service with-effect from 06-11-2022 w-ith .mtirecitm 

e!fect,inexerciseoflhepovver,vested-in-meunderPoiiceRules-1975.' - ' ,
■tr-

%%■ CIS No.

Dated..

(Hai^oii Rashid Khan) T.S'iV PSP
District Police Officer,

2023

'V-

Copy forwarded for inforraanori &.n/action to:-

1) Tsie- SP/iJivesdgatioh Mardan

;'-;QC276'7S;GB/lnv: dated 09-U-2022. ■■ . '

-2) i he DSp/HQrs Mai'dan. d'

, ■ 3) the P.O & E.C (DPO OfficeyMardan. .

4) in-charge Lab fJ3RMlS) DPO Oltce Mardan. 
Ct^tne OSI (DPO Otfice) Mardan wit^l^ Sh'

with reference • to iiis office ielier-

eets.

•.V
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0:R PER.
This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by E^c- . 

CorostebSe AbM .AU Wo/1743 of Mardan District Police against the order of the then 

■ District Police -Officer, Mardan, whereb'/ he. was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

'■■from service vide OB;,No. 88. dated 12.0'i.,2023. The appellant v^as proceeded,against

departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at. Police Station Katlang, It^ardan

, was .placed under suspension on account of his involvement in case vide FIR No. 424 

dated 06.11,2022 U/S 3d2/324/147/148/149-PPC Police Station Baizai District Mardan,

' Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him..He vras 

issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisional Police Officer 

.'SnPO'* Sheikh Maltoon, Mardan was^nomin^Led as Enquiry Officer, The Enquiry Officer 

coda! formaiities. submf'ted her findings v\/herein she iepchec; i
> > '

. after fulfilling
. delinquent Officer was found guilty and Was contacted time and again to appear-beroie

besides, he is also avoiding Vis iawfuf. ' the enquiry Officer but he did not boif er to do so 

arrest, ■ which showed that he w-?> • more interested in Police Service. She -no

. recommended the appellant for ex-par e action.
Cause Notice':On 04,02.202t, but neither did ns• He was.issued hi.nal S’ri 'W

V.;.., th.-^-V ^^'Bstio3vion rather remained absconder. Hence,

awarded major.punishment of dismissai from service with effect from 06.7 ; .2022.

order of the then District Police Office*, it/1arda"y

■.i)uL.’i.i lit 11 lo 1

was
eeling aggrieved from :.ie 

the appellant, preferred the instant a ;peal. . He was summoned and heard, iru person in

Orderly Room held in this office oh 22 Q3.2023.
From the.perusal of thf .enquiry file and service Tecord of the appeilafit, k 

been found that allegations ieve id against the appellant have been proved beyond

■ ' ■ i vvoivement of appellant in this heinous criminal case
■ ■ has

any shadow of doubt. Moreover, the i 

is, clearly a stigma on 

will stigmatize the prestige of enciFc 

himself indulged in criminal activitic 

warrahfinterference in the order pasi F^d by the competent authority/. 

Keeping i.n View the ab ive 

^.:T^rd.en; be!,rrg the appellate authority, find

the same is rejected and filed, being devoid ot merit

his conduct. H nee, the retention^of appellant in Police Department 

Police Force as instead of fighting crime, he h'as

. He could not present any cogent justification, to

,x Alt Khan, .PSP RogiouaS PoUce
substance in the appeal, 'thereforeno

Regconal PoEice Officer;
V .-llffiardan,

/2023. ■ ^ ■ ■ . .

Mardan for information and
- • ■V- ■ •:

*: Ho, 63/LB da/3d 28.0i2023mS*sen/te! record is r

• «OmW Announced.

Dated Mr rdan the_
Copy forV/arded . to lictrict Police Officer

necessary w/r to his office Memo; 

returned herevyith;

/ES;s^o.

1



I

4

ii>^l/jjll)Sl
y ■ ' ■ '

.'(jltfL^tj.

:.j}\•• 4''
'-r

'm

.^-
i

-. ■^'•■\_____ .

.• S
■ * •>•* :•T-

:
i

t:
•?■ •.• >

. • J )i3-l T-2022>V>^^U^ijr(/U'/,

:r-f'!:^4j4'^'t^i-V^U§c:;^69^02-2O23:y 4r^0(/ ■

' ' ■ • ' . ' -

Ul^ly',_^(/l<L,ij|>/J'''|>X_^; 

jj <L'(j j/FiRc3^t/^> js,^/
: _

■ I

■'^ca j.
{

rr» » f
^ J 7J.CVJV0- ^i^>J-i‘^(ji).iir-iJ ju/jVjr-

j'Ujlj^try^ui:^ Ipc-KPK^UIGP^

A * " “ * ' * *
i*k^UASJw^yj/

*:
■■ V- .,-' : ^

) ■.

I

' ■ ' y s

■'>

f

CR
. .; 1610'l-4688013-l:yLSt/[:i

. A.t , 3
•*

: 03431959117,03442154221/^.7 / ,
^3/ ^V/ ^ *

44—

\
I-

1

II
a

I

;x



«•

■v /
•r-

MARDAN MEDICAL COiyiPlTEy IPR-npn
Assistant Professor

-i- •

j

(i#0Ndyyr(^(' 

/ /

Df. Murad Ali»
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