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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR t

Nisar Ali S/o Saeed Ur Rehman R/o Shabqadar Barozai Tehsil Shabqadar District 

Charsadda (Assistant Superintendent) Jail BPS-16 Peshawar.

Appellant

Versus

1. IG Prison KP, Peshawar
2. Home secretary KP, Peshawar

Respondents

Appeal a2ainst the impugned order dated 29/09/2022 whereby
the appellant was compulsory retired from his service.

“It is most humbly prayed before your honor that upon acceptance of this 

appeal the impugned order dated 29/09/2022 may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant is removed from service me kindly be reinstated on his services with 

back benefits”

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the appellant, Assistant Superintendent Jail BPS-16 Central Jail 

Peshawar was deputed for the security of MPA Faisal Zaman at Room No. 11 

MPA hostel Peshawar which was made a Sub Jail for the reason because of 

murder allegations against him.

2. That an unfortunate incident occurred whereby the MPA Faisal Zaman 

escaped from the sub jail / room No. 11 MPA Hostel Peshawar.

T
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3. That the appellant^fei^o>’(^

incident which is against law and justice. (Copy of order is attached).
from his services due to the above mentioned

4. That being aggrieved from the impugned order dated 29/09/2022 the appellant 

approach to the home secretary Government of KPK Peshawar in appeal but 

the Home failed to decide the same within the stipulated period therefore the 

appellant approached to this honorable court and seek justice on the following 

grounds amongst others.

Grounds.

a. That the appellant was appointed as a Assistant Superintendent Jail BPS-16 

Central Jail Peshawar and was performing his duties with full efforts arid left 

no deficiency to be objected by the high ups. ■

b. That the appellant was deputed for security of MPA Faisal Zaman at sub

jail/room No. 11 MPA hostel Peshawar. It is pertinent to mention here that the

appellant was performing his duty at the side of the front door with keen »
watchful eyes as per the instructions and order of the chief warder.

c. That there were no instructions and order from the high ups regarded the 

access of the driver and personal security Guard of MPA Faisal Zaman to his 

room/sub jail.

d. That the sub jail/room No. 11 MPA hostel Peshawar was having a back door 

and a balcony at the back side whereby the security on the back side door was 

not in the domain of the appellant.

e. Tliat the appellant was also having no order and authority to have access inside 

the sub jail / room No. 11 MPA hostel Peshawar.
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f. That unfortunately the MPA Faisal Zaman secretly and with the

of his driver and personal security guard, escaped from the sub jail through 

the back door and then used a wooden stairs-to exit the MPA hostel.

connivance

g. That as per the KP prisoners rules 2018 the appellant is only bound for the 

internal security and it is the police who bound by law for external security.

h. That soon after the MPA decamped from the sub jail the matter was duly and 

in time reported to other officials present in the MPA hostel but they blink no 

eyes. It is pertinent to mentioned here that the CCTV footage 

whereby it was clearly noted that the MPA Faisal Zaman escaped with his 

personal security guard and his driver. Moreover it is to say that the negligence 

of the security on the main gate of MPA hostel also made the clean escape of 

the MPA.

was seen

i. That the MPA Faisal Zaman did not escape on the way front of the sub jail/ 

room No. 11 MPA hostel Peshawar but on the way which was not in the 

security domain of the appellant.

j. That the appellant is highly energetic person imd perform his duties from 

about 38 years with full devotion and dedications and left no space to be 

objected by the high ups and having no complaint before the instant incident.

k. That the appellant approached the home secretary department but the home 

secretary yet not provide any justice to the appellant nor he initiate any 

proceedings on the appeal made to him.

4;
That after his remova^from service the appellant felt down an acute mental 

and physical suffering and anguish.

1.
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m. That the order of the respondent is removal from service is a very harsh and
W-i5^ .

against the law hence not tenable.

n. That no proper show cause notice issued to the appellant to defend himself 

and hence condemned unheard.

o. That the appellant belongs to a poor family and having minor children’s and 

is supporting his whole family.

i.

p. That any other ground will be agitated at the time of arguments with the prior 

permission of this honorable court.

“It is therefore most humbly prayed before your honor that 

acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 29/09/2022 may kindly be 

set aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated on his services with back 

benefits”

upon

Date. 13/01/2023

Through

Kifayat ullah shahab khel

Noor Rahman wazir

Amjid Ali

Advocates High Court Peshawar

Affidavit
I Nisar Ali S/o Saeed Ur Rehman R/o Shabqadar Bafbzai Tehsil Shabqadar District 
Charsadda (Assistant Superintendent) Jail BPS-16 Peshawar do hereby affirm and 
declared on oath that the contents of the above appeal are true and correct as to the 
best of my'knowledge and nothing is intentionally concealed from this honorable 
court.

Deponent

CNIC: 17101.-4084616-5
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nt Sai> M Dnssu HoHstat> flS SuperlnMndi^t Jal>
committed thQfonowlnB!rre5u]Mltla!/n,lscQTitiuEt; ,

You were nssIfliH'd the duties ns lnelh.i>rtie Sub JsH
In t"®

.„,harlty, M'-'”K

Peshawar. Due to your grevss ecftligDncc/Irtcffld'JTi'^Y 
perfermsnCQ of duties, an 2?-Oi1*3022 nt pboyt 04:31 PH < ® 
accused MpA Faisal Zaman escaped from Sub Jail I" broad V 
«6bt. Thus, you have committed jirave misconduct on your pa •

Por the rQasi>i>s above, you iippEar to bcBu'liy , d N rendered2

Klrybor PakhtuPikHwa Gowernincnt Servants [EPflclency 
yeursetr liable to or any of the penalties specified In Hu1c-4 of the Puiss IWd.

therefore required to submit your written defense wlllrlrt ten

an

i (10) days of the receipt
3,, You are,
0ftbi5ChaTBeShEettothelrrqurryOf^«T,astlinMsemaYbe,

,, yo«r written defense, if any, should ^it^rpuriirit ens^ex-parte action
hovetailinE which it shall be presumed (hat you 

shall be taken against you.

A 5tan? &.

Rm OF PRISOttS, 
KHVBW PAKttTUNKKVMH PESV
INSPtC

Scanitcd with CtimScLUiner



II Soil

..........^
DAl'IvlJ ^ 1^ - ^ ^z«^
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(Erriafncv & Discipliiiui Rules, zon.

of t^e
atla***^'* 

luted thfr 
Seniart'J

I,

- j^TATEMFWr OF ftUtGAllOjI j
Ha was asilRned it, duties as Incha^g* Si/bOail MPA Hostel Pcsha'^^^
Due Co his BTDss. ne^liEBnce/iooHieiencv In l'*® 
tiuiiia, OPI 22-Q4.ZD22 at about (M:3l PM, "he accoted MPA f-a s 
Zaman escaped from Sub Jail in broad dav ■iS''''
committed Rravemistondsiaon his part. en'^et'^

For the purpose of rnqurfy procBedlngs agalosl the afore’Said □luie.jOfJKel' of the
th*‘ iihpg-e ollBBatsons. the below ni>teit inquiry cnrumiitBe is herctJV coOSttlolcO, uno 
EBIJ Rules,2011;

1.

let Jail TimereefS-
General o'1. Muhamm atl Arif Ccputy SupBrintandent’CU irrSuperintendent D’^n 

1. m. HashruateSlah Deputy Seperinieivdnr^i/DoP'tity Birocnor (nspedoraCe

Prison Pfstiawif. .. .t ,u* r,i1i»5 provide
The inquiry committee shall', in, accordance wilh tbe -.ui^ thirty days

reasonable opportunity of hearing lo the accused, rBCord Ms findinE* 3'’® d^te action against the
receipt of this orSor, rocommondnt'ons as to rhe peini.thmeriC or other fipprop 
ocrused.

3. of Ihc

Mr. Mohv Ud Dtn Shoh owuty supBrlnterariitnl Jam Peshawar is I'®™ J gnd
C'6D3fcjnc;ntiii represencative. Honndthe accused officer sho'l join the procee ‘"S
.1,

pl.^cc lined by the Inq uiry comrofltee.
-—

CNStCCTOR GENCRALOF PRISONS, 
KHTBER PAKHTUUCfHWA fESHAWAR

/¥f77'- n /.E.VDST;NO.
CopyofthuaL-oueisfcirivardcdto: « j,u, Home & TA’s Depa^"!'"'

' ==HES5-,=.r:=SJ:.“,.. ;

vernment Servants ^efficiDfcy a Oisdplino) RulcS 2011, A copy of f^arirc shPPt 
dF Rolc-ll of EfiU Pules 2D11 reenrifinn procedure to bePaVhtirnhhViTii Go 

qrdosed KnrewiHv- 
folrowcrf by Inquiry tomii? 

n, Mr. Mohv Ud Oirt Shah DW
Aupresentotivejforinlo.mst'' f/|jr,|,tur (For Prisons] Khytier PakhtunlthvvD Pqsh.nw.ir for 

C. PS to Special Assistant to v-i •
infijfmatiijn.
Accused officer conternt-d.

An c'lrjct copy
itter is cndon^d for ready rcfcreecc please.

SupErimcnifeU JaN f^cmral Priso'it Peshavrar IDeDartment^l

/
}V ;-DF prisons;INSPEI

KWYeen PAKHTUNKHwiPFSIWWAR
/?

iScamied with CuniSuLutr
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imimv REPORT liEGARmm ESCAPE OF ACCUSED FAIZAL ZAMAN 

MPA FROMSrm JAIL AT MPA HOSTEL PESHAWAR

R'Sir.!■

i4
In compliance of the order of Inspector General of Prison Khyber 

n- khvv-a Peshawar vide No.144468 dated 28.04.2022 and No. 14476 dated
» •mII Pakhr

IfI visited Central Prison Peshawar & MPA Hostel, along with 

Director I.G Prisons Office Peshawar- and Syed

6!f1' .0-^..I02728
i;.Hash'TrtJIlah DepuN 

Mah:wuddin Shah Deputy Superintendent Central Prison Peshawar 

(Departmental Representative) for inspection of the'Room No.ll-D Block (Sub 

jail) at M'PA Hostel declared for confinement of accused Faisal Zaman (MPA) 

and recorded statements of the Sub Jail staff i.e Nisar Ali

ri c. tS'I?

if-
and place of escape
Assistant Superintendent Jail, Nawab Ali (Chief Head Warder), Kashif (Warder), 

Rod', if !ah {\Varder) and Ali Akbar (Warder),

A

1."
»<■

r-
recorded which are reproduced as 

unde- slong with question put to them and replies in order.to Icnow the factual 

and diging out ground realities of the unpleasant incicience of escape;-

I" • The following statements were
ir

posiUon

STATEMENT^
1. S'! A tfmRNT of nisar ALI. ASSISTANT SUPERINTENDENTJAIL

Msar Ali,. Assistant S.uperjntendent Jail (BPS-16)/ln-charge Sub Jail stated 

oath thiityhe-was detailed/ deputed on 31.03.2022, in Sub Jail MPA hostel 

Pesh^var where'Faisal Zaman ; IvTPA was required to be confined, and that on " A:
*" .*•<,.•?* .r'

No.11 of Block D after :

on
i
i

{'■ \22.04.2022 tlih aceny'^^ NIPA. was .-kept/lodged in
attcrdhig Assknbly session after proper search but he made good his escape due i.

fi? bui'l'ding with the help of his driver and other friends and that as per 'lAji. 
ordi- corhaink in the relieving docket, Room No.! 1 of MPA hostel had been- '.tyi 

deci.'c>;:l as Sub Jail and the adjacent areas outside tlie Jail and were fall under.’kj;,:].;

room
' ;!■

to u.nsa ^ .

m.the iur-sdiction of Police Station East and Police force had been deployed for 

suineil'ance of the outside area and that there was no facility' of CCTV to 

observe tlie movements of the accused in the room/ Sub jail and that observing , 

nnent of the- accused outside the room was responsibility of the Police as per 

law .tnd Riles and that the outside help provided by the driver and his friend in
moA

1

i
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• the shape of ladder was the responsibility of the Police 

unfortunately the Police failed to prevent the escape of the accused us'ing ladder.

Nisar Ali Assistant Superintendent submitted that notifyinsJ Rooms 

MPA hostel, having no CCTV system, doors and windows of iron grills, was 

highly unsafe and that when the wooden doors and window's would remained 

closed tliey would unable to monitor movement of the accused.

Replying to a nitmber of questions tlie accused official stated ;hat he 

present in his room allotted to him in front of the room notified as Sub Jail and 

that one Chief warder and three Warders had been deployed foi safe tne secured 

custody of the accused MPA, and that a police constable would remair present 

with him round the clock and that the accused MPA escaped at aboiii: 4:30 PM. 

(Annexure-A)

2. STATEMENT OF NAWAB ATI, rHTPF WARDER.

0, j;-i-e-.'cnt ..

of
!i:-

\?■'

p:-
itm was

■■hr-,. •.i

If

Nawab Ali, Chief Warder (BPS-Il) stated on oath that 

detailed/deputed for duties in Sub Jail hfPA Hostel Peshawar on ■3i.(G.2022, 

w'here accused Faisal Zaman MPA, was required to be confined and tliat 

22.04.2022 he went to sleep at 02:00 PM after performing his duties .iml that at 

about 05:00 PM was awaJeened by warder All Akbar and informed that accused 

Faisal Zaman'has escaped and that all present staff searched all parts of the MPA 

hostel hut could not find the accused prisoner.

•)e was

on

Replying to a number’ of q^stiohs, the accused official stated that after -
* i

i • 'h

performing his duties.uptp 02:00 PM he went guards room and slept and that he ^ 

^^'as informed at aboufS.tOO PM by warder on duty that tire accused/ jirisoner is
r?s^.: !svd not present in the roora^Sub' Jail and that they searched all parts of the hostel but

■>!

could not find ih'im aiid that he remained unaware of any plan fiii; escape,

(Ajinexure-B) ;
3. STATEMENT OF ALI AKBAk WARDER.

• ' j . i ' •
Slated that the charges level against him is baseless, result of 

. and prejudicial misinformation and he deny the same and explained his position 

as follows:

r .

!

biasedsome

1. That initially he was recruited against the post of w'arder way back in the 

year 2013, since then has been performing duties to iJie entire satisfaction 

of the high-ups. He was never proceeded against departmentally. •

ft
1-

2

•ft.’
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2 That on eventtlii day, he was performing duties at Sub jail at MPA Hostel, 

jail R.oad, Peshawar where accused/MPA Faisal Zaman was brought and 

resultantly entered judicial lock-up. Sub jail having two rooms a door with 

same/single entrance/exit where he was discharging duties to keep watch 

on him. , '
3. The accused official stated that tlmough balcony/terrace of the Sub jail the 

sa d accused/h/IPA in connivance with the personal Driver fled away from 

;hr judicial lockup through the stair provided by him. It is important to 

nr-'rate here that the duty as assigned to him was that of internal in nature 

iuu-e external duty was the responsibility of the police personnel on duty

Vn
P ■■

(
t

i

It
ST ? ■

MiW- .
Bw

■T- ■A

i

outside the building.
4. That he was vigilantly performing his duties where through CCTV it 

revealed that the accused/MPA ran away from Judicial Lock-up in his 

pi-i\-ate Vehicle with his personal Driver and Guard, therefore. He cannot 

be . blamed, for the occurrence because the way as adopted by the

■ accused/MPA is not generally used rather it was the duty of the Police 

-personnel to handle/control the external security.

5. That all sudden, he was subjected for the departmental proceedings by 

i.sming the instant Charge Sheet and Statement Allegations under Rule-3 of 

the Government Sen'ants (Efficiency.& Discipline) Rules, 2011. In this

bi'ckdroj3 of the matter, it contended that the charge as leveled against him 

are ambiguous, and it is cardinal principle of law that the delinquent civil 

servant has to'be provided with full chance of defense by furnishing clear
• T ,

2
:*V ;I-IX: was
?'T.t:

4
ij!fc ;
r.i:

K
j

i.
f-.-
I
V'

ir: 3. >
i

t.' 7.:
■..k. i*.

4
S- i SX'lanauage of charges, .•f 

6. That on the^ day,i'k'd'Was performing duties alongside other warders. 
I'':orecver, i^'is civstal clear from the CCTV footage that the accused/MPA

? ; tv.■t

P'

I-

I

fled away from the judicial loclvup via balcony for which he should not be 

snniected to departmental proceedings because as a human being it is not' 

ibie to Veep watch on two opposite side of the a building. As other 

P^hce Personnel were also there to perform their duties and it was their 

pcnsibility to restrain the accused/MPA from escaping from the Judicial 

Lackup.

i
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Replying to a number of question .the accused official stated that he ' 

performed his duties from 12:00PM to 40:00 PM on the day of 

Q that he was infoimed telephonically by warder Ali Akbar at about 40:50 

PM regarding the escape of the accused MPA, and that he participated in 

seal ch of the suiTounding area to re-arrest the accused but could not find him, 

f Ar-iicicifre-D)

5. STATEMENT OF ROOHULLAH. WARDER

Pvoohullah, Wai'der Staled on. Oath that he was detailed/deputed for 

riiues to Sub Jail in MPA Hostel Peshawar and that on 22.04.2022, he 

: rrRrrnec! his duties from 08:00 am to 12: 00PM as per duty roaster and that 

he n.ade preparation for Jama Prayer after performing his duties and that he .

er made any, negligence in the performance of his duties and that on 

12-04.2022, at 04.30 PM he was not oh duty and that the incident of escape 

> f orisoner not happened due to his negligence and that according to prison, 

ruios. external security of the Jail is responsibility of the Police and that he - 

mar be exonerated from tlie charges and tlie departmental proceedings may 

be closed.

1
ll

j 15occun-ence

l

!

?

) ■

Replying to a number of Questions he stated that he performed his 

duties from 08:00 AM to 12:00 PM and that he had gone to bazar for 

slipping and that he was informed by Ali Akbar, warder telephonically 

regarding the escape of prisoner and that he paiticipated in search of all parts 

of the MPATio.stel but could not find the prisoner as he had escaped in his
■ ''y

•v'ehicle from the hostel. (Annexure-E)

•i

». .

;• .
I,

A

S'* 1!
FACTS OF THE CASE:- P

f

• >
1. Faisal Zamaid ^AFwds under, trial prisoner in Case FIR No.7 dated 

: 4.'^O.2020 U/S 302.324.34,427.21-1-ATA of Police station CTD Hazara and
I

i\
remained confined in DLstiict Jail Abbottabad.

2. Speaker of th;'Provincial Assembly of Khyber Palditunldiwa vide production 

No.PA/Khyber Pakhtunldiwa/Legis-l/produ:Orders/2022/7011 dated

114,03.2022 issued directions tliat Mr. Faisal Zaraan MPA to be produced at 'f
r O'.

!he Gcmmencement of each sitting of 2F‘ Session of the provincial Assembly 

ofKlnber Palditunldiwa.

Vi
/ ■IJ

piver

•.*
*.

i'. !
!_
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ffili?:! rc find him as per reported by Superintendent Central Prison Peshawar 

v.de latter No. 4612-'WE/ASH dated 22,04.2022.

To compliance of order of Special Assistant to Chief Minister for Prisons 

Klr.'bcr Palditmnldiwa regarding inquiry into the matter in hand, vide order 

> o.D:0/'S.A.CM/PR''SONS/F-2/22 dated 23.04.2022, the following queries 

eu' mentioned for clarification and conducting inquhy. Questions 1 to 7 and 

tt ei: mplies/explanation for digging out facts and reality of the case are as 

Linckr:-

:*5

I
r
I

v
1

t-1■

Oiiestions ReplyI

i

I inquire that who was the in­
charge of Sub .rail MPA Hostel 
P^'sitanar, • as he maintained the 
wsitor book properly, as he inspect 
rbe Sub Jail daily?

I r Nisar Ali, Assistant Superintendent Jail, 
detailed from Central Prison Peshawar 
as In-charge of that Sub Jail, along with 
One Chief Warder and 03 Warders.

! i
■V

.
t

The Security measures were checked 
u • not before the approval?

Relates to police Department & In- 
Charge Security; however their security 
measures were insufficient and very 
weak and room declared as Sub Jail as 
well.building was made secure.

I

P s proper NOC was obtained from 
Ilie .4ugust Court to shift the under 

i trial prisoner ■ from Abbottabad 
' r'isirict Jail to Peshawar Central .Tail

Pertains to District Jail Abbottabad 
however No NOC is required in such 
cases from trial court.

u) attend the Assembly Session?
That as proper.permi^sion/approva! 
V'-as granted from the' competent.

4 Yes, as per Notification No.SO(P&R)- 
HD/2-26/2021 /Decl/Sub: Jail dated 
30,03.2022. Room No.II ofblock-D
was notified/ declared as Sub Jail.

I

■ authority to declai'e the MPA Host^. 
I as a Sub Jail? 1' >• .'ch

for .how maitk^ days'ihe MPA Hostel Till end of 2R‘ session as per
i:' v.'cis declared las Sub Jail? notification.

,.Wby the pr soner was not shifted 
■ suddenly to the central Jail Peshawar 
u'hen the Assembly Session has been 
expired? And '
I'uriher inquire that when this 
incident happened what kinds of 

•imponant steps ■ were taken in the 
inatter?’

6 Pertains to Home Department however 
session was still in progress.

FIR was lodged by Superintendent Jail 
Central Prison Peshawar against staff of 
the Sub Jail. IG Prisons submitted 
report to Govt and inquiry proceedings 
against them and requested (CCPO) for 
his re-arrest of tlie accused MPA.

V

'F

?

^ •
7
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j;
Vpe-formed duty as efficiently as required'under tlie provision of prison rules, 

totally responsible for occun-ence of escape of accused MPA.

0, "/tiiev Warders Kashif & Rooliullali were also not present in the premises of 

■' Wd'- Hostel at the time of escape nor performed their duties as efficiently as 

•ec.uired under the prison rules due to the loose control of Assistant 

iaoenntendent Jail over staff on dut\'

h. ■> f'eps for proper control/custody of prisoners (MPA) at Sub Jail were 

eivher by Jail/ Police staff, nor.there was any co-ordination, nor proper 

tecui-in' plan for safe and sound custody of prisoner in question at Sub Jail, 

chaj4.:ed ounandaigm^siire ■were adbpted'for ensuring strict control and 

siipen ision over movement of prisoner and activities of accused MPA.

I c
I'.^nce ..i >'

?
I

II •>
r ■2

■ VI
I ■ *

( ?!
i!
C'

*
i'

jI •f

3.S
■(

/ 7 ; CTV cameras aj-e installed in corridor or his rooms or around the $

? - oecific building of MPA Hostel though which, the movement of accused 

v'lIA cut of his room of confinement
i
} *be monitored or supervised by staff,cani

rh; room of his confinement cannot locked from outside as required, besides 

.'vri-er door in the room

1

opening towards balcony; through which the 

..■ccu.^ecl iWA is.stated to be escaped by prison staff, which was only option 

• ^ -or him as stated by prison staff in their statements, otliemise there was no
.es-iicuoit/check on him for leaving his room and rooming around in the 

Di-eiTiises of MPA Hostel or outside MPA Hostel on his own sweet will and
I a

■tthrough police staff. The outer security of the that Sub Jail was the 

responsibility of Police staff deputed; at Sub Jail and his private vehicle as 

"•e.l as his personal driver was. also allowed by Police staff, giving easy and 

n-ec access to hm fdr. rooming aroi^d in'Peshawar City till late hours

as Annexure- F along with other.

niamer

I V;:

V
0as

->'ide;v from the record'dfthe Jail, endosed 

;;oc'jments. '' '

■T t
i

S. '-nle of pol ce and I/C of staff detailed for outer security in the escape of 

-1 hub jai], hieir disobedience, insubordination, vigilance and inefficiency 

.:! as non-adoption of any preventive measures or check on movement of 

pcd.ig outside the premises of MPA Hostel cannot be ruled out and is the key 

tccmi- in managing escape of accused MPA from Sub Jail witli the

< •; ■id.

ViJ
1

•t's

■

1 !
!.h'9 I

:
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,« •
frar Si:b Mi as well as failure on part on prison staff for taldng security 

niiia'^urs?/
>*

Steps, non-submission of reports of unauthorized & unlawful 
mo-reirents of prisoner and careie^ appro^hj^wards proper security and 
n.cgi gcnce by Police staff to Inspector General of Prisons are liable be

- under Government .servant (E&D) Rules 2011, therefore they may 

be awa -dcd the following punishments as recommended below:-

P’.m:;

1Msai' Ali. Assistant Superintendent {BPS-16) may be awarded major 
p malty of “Compulsory Retirement from sei-vice”.

av^-ab.AIi, Chief Warder (BPS-11) may be awarded major penalty of 

••.Cb-inprjlsorv Retirement from service”.

Akbar, Warder (BPS-07) may he awai’ded the major penalty of
•jienioval From Seiwice”.

- Ritilmllah. Warder (BPS-07) and Kashif Warder'(BPS-07) may be 

rwcrded major punishment of ^‘Reduction 

stale",

i '■

;

7. Ali

to lower stage in pay

2. A.lht outer security and security audit of that Sub Jail is the responsibility 

department and concerned officers and official, and detrimental forof p.U'.v

safe FiTi-l secure place of confinement, of prisoner in such like circumstances 

and m'e -. A committee comprising representative of Home Department and 

t'hce. prison and Elite Force officers0 may be constituted for 
icndation of proper place and building whenever required and for 

er and deemed appropriate t? avoid such like incidents in future.

I

recouv-

■'■''ho;'

Submitted ks desired for further necessarymction please

k '

'f

■ ’ i [•"

DrFI AY DIRECTOR 
INSPEY7 ' tRkTE OE'jPRISONS ' 
KHYFEk. PAKHTb^TWA 

1'ESHAAV.AR

»■ ;■

7-'
Muhammad ArifKhan

^ SUPERINTENDENT 
DISTRICT JAIL TIMERGARA

1'.
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fNSPECTOFlATE GENE'RAl. OF PRISONS 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

, 2^ 091-9213445
I-

, ^ 091^210334, 9210406
No7'^:'/' -TL

\
1^^

! •2-''-!.-n

.'Z’RDeif^,
WHE^AS, the follov^g accused officer/officials {under suspension) attached to 

i-'rison Peshawar proceeded ^gainst under Ruie-3 of Khyber Rakhtunkhwa Government 

a:-iS (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 on charges mentioned in the charge sheets
I

•;eived uooi'i them vide this office orders No. 14468-75 & 14476-83 dated 28-04-2022:

Mr. Nisar Ali, Assistant Superintendent-Jail (BPS-16):
2. Mr. NawabAli, Chief Head Warder (BPS-II) ;
3 Muhammad Kashif S/0 Fazal Mir, Warder (BPS-07)

,4. RoohuNah S/0 Shakirullah, Warder (3PS-07) i
5. Ali Akbar S/0 Bakht Muhammad Khan, Warder (BPS-07)
AND WHEREAS, an Inquiry Committee consisting of the following officers was

cc)i'i'..;iiul8d vide this office orders No. referred to above for conducting inquiry in the matter:

1 Muhamamd Arif, the then Deputy Superintendent-cufri-Superintendent District
Jail Timergera :

2 Mr. Hashmatullah, the then Deputy Superintendent -cum-Deputy Director. 
Inspectorate of Prisons, Peshawar, .

AND WHEREAS, the Inquiry Committee concerned isubmitted their findings 

ro which charges against accused officer/officials at serial No. 01, 02 & 05 above fully 

:>r.: ..cro and charges against accused officials at serial No. 03 & 04 above partially proved.

AND WHEREAS, the undersigned, being competent authority, issued the Show 

Notices to the accused officer/officials mentioned above and they furnished their replies 

Du: Ciiiud to prove their innocence.

AND WHEREAS, the undersigned, being competent authority, granted them the 

lupununiiy of personal hearing on 27-09-2022 as provided under rules ibid. During the course 

vji i.iui-sonal nearing, the accused officei/officials failed to prove ttieir inpocence.

NOW THEREFORE, in exercise of powers conferred under Rule-14 of Khyber 

i-CKii.unknwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules 2011, having considered , 

:-v charges, evidence on record, explanation of the accused officer/officials as well as 

■ o.to-imenaations of the Inquiry Committee and after affording the opportunity of personal 

■icc.ii'.ig, the undersigned being competent authority is pleased to impose the penalties as noted 

npei iheii names 

rA' NamG of officer/officials

■Nisar AN, Assistant Compulsory retirement from ’service with immediate 

Superintendent Jail (BPS-16) effect ;

f.'r Nawab Ali, Chief Flead Compulsory retirement from .service with immediate 

Warder (EPS-11)

Muhammad Kashif S/0 Fazal Reduction to tower stages in time pay scale for a period

of 03 years without cumulative effect,

Penalty av/arded

I.'

effect

Mir, Wa'-der (BPS-07)

I'.i
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.tl#
INSPECTORATE GENERAL OF PRISONS 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
^ 091-9210334,9210406 091-9213445

!

. '-'t* I

No.
", 1 .

Dated ? -'i <— n Q, -- ''/-■C'A V /.

Shakirullah, I Reduction to lower stages in time pay scale for a period 
! • i '
of 03 years without cumulative effect.

Akbar S/O Bakht. Removal from service with immediate effect

'vAiharumad Khan; Warder'

fWohullah •. S/O

'-Va-der{BPS-07)

i

Officials at serial No. 03 & 04 above (Muhammad Kashif ;& Roohulla’h Warders) 

^ ''erfiijy reinstated in service vi/ith immediate effect and the period of suspension in respect 

:fiiciai3 at serial No, 01, 02, 03^ 04 is hereby treated as duty for all purposes.

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF PRISONS, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

/,

Copy of the above is forwarded to:

S'ioretary tc the Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Home ST'TA's Department for 

liiiomiaiion. ,

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for information. 

il;e cLioerintendent, Circle HQ's Prison Peshawar for information.

N'c Superintendent, Central Prison Peshawar for information

Necessary entry may please be made in the Sen/ice Books of the officer/officials 

uiider pioper attestation.

I'.'iuhammad Arif, Deputy Inspector General, Regional Prisons Office Mardan for 

information. i

Mr I'lashmatullah, A.I.G Prisons, Inspectorate of Prisons, Peshav/arfor information.

; Orficers/Officials concerned C/0 Superintendent Central Prison Peshawar.

3 S' to Special Assistant to Chief Minister (For Prisons) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

for information. ,

F Conddential clerk for placing a copy of this order in C.R dossier of the officer at serial 

No. 01 above :

!

p

/rJJ■ "'If.
DEPUT>ifecTOR(E) 

INSPECTORAT^^NERAL OF.PRiSONS, 
KHYBER PAKHT DNKHWA PESHAWAR

' yY

;

!M4r;ri in iio .'ci ion'm 'nimimi-.kv oi^dhr-jamai.
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? SHOW CAUSE NOTtCE!

I, Saadat Hassan, Inspector Genera! of Prisons Khyber Pakhtunkhwa as

competent authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Discipline}Rules 2011, do hereby'serve

Jail (BPS-16) (under suspension) posted at Central Prison^eshawar

r

Servants (Efficiency &

upon you, Mr. Nisar Ati Assistant Superintendent

as following
That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted against you by the 

Inquiry Committee for which you were given opportunity of hearing:

That on

i
t
?
5
I

going through the findings and recommendations 

Committee, the material on record and other connected
of the Inquiry 

papers including your5
t defense before the Inquiry Committee

I am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions specified /n rule-3 of the
said rules'

(a). Charge of gross negligence /inefficiency fully proved 

upon ,ou ,ne ,o

; 2
to impose 

service ” under rule-4 of the said • •i

,3 You are, therefore, required to show
cause as to why the aforesaid penalty

should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire to be heard in person

if no reply to this notice is received within seven days or not more than fifteen 

(15) days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that

4.

parte action shall be taken against you.

A copy of the findings of the Inquiry Committee

case, ex-
■

5.
is enclosed

INSPE R GEN OF PffTSONS, 
R PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAKi
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To

The Home Secretary
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar

Subject:- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 29/09/2022 WHEREBY THE

APPELLANT COMPULSORY RETIRED FROM

SERVICE.

Respected Sir!:
Succinctly stated facts ^ving rise to file the instant 

Departmental Appeal against the impugned order dated are 

as under:-

Jhat the Appellant along with other officials, had been 

deputed at MPA Hostel Peshawar, that was declared as a 

Sub Jail for the Accused,MPA namely Faisal Zaman.

1.

That the said Accused MPA was allotted Room No 11 at 

Block D, MPA Hostel Peshawar which was given the status 

of Sub Jail. The Appellant and other officials were entrusted 

with duty to look after and keep watchful eye.on the Accused 

MPA.

2.-

3. That the said Accused MPA escaped from the MPA Hostel 

on 22/04/2022. Later on, it revealed that Personal Guard 

and Driver of the said MPA were the facilitators to make^ the 

escape possible.

I



. ••.

1

P
t.

4. That at the time of Accused MPA escape, the Appellant was 

performing: duty at, his office and was informed by his 

subordinates about the unfortunate incident.

The Appellant has taken all the humanly possible measures 

to recapture the Accused MPA but despite all his sincere 

efforts it went in vain.

5.

6. That the Department issued Show Cause Notice Dated 

28/04/2022 to the Appellant which was replied accordingly 

but to the utmost surprise of the Appellant, his bona fide 

assertions were overlooked and Appellant.was compelled for 

forced retirement.

That feeling aggrieved from the said impugned order the 

Appellant, now, file this Departmental Appeal for the 

redressal of ~his grievances, inter alia, on the following 

ground:- i ,

7.

Grounds:-

a) That equating the security scales/measures of proper Jail/ 

Prison and Sub Jail is impossible. An established Jail by alt 

means is considered highly secured than Stib jail in terms of 

security and look after of the prisoners.



A

iI?
m

b) While Declaring MPA Hostel Peshawar as Sub Jail for 

Accused MpA namely Faisal Zaman not all the protective
m

facilities were provided .MPA Hostel has large premises 

both territorially and corntructionally and to safeguard each 

and every corner - of the said Hostel there

I
i
ms - need _a

considerable numbers of security Personals. Unfortunately 

we were lacking reasonable numbers of security Personal in

terms of security and looking after the Accused MPA.

sfa
I?
II

I
t

cj That having some privileges and immunities

unable to escort the Accused MPA from Assembly to the 

Hostel and vise versa, as it was the responmility of police, 

hence , we could not keep an eye on said MPA all the time. 

Apart from this we are not given the schedule of Assembly

Session and possible departure and Arrival time table of the 

. said MPA.

we were
ft
Ii

d) That as stated above, a Personal Guard and Driver of the 

Accused MPA played a pivotal rule 

unable to
in his escape ,I am 

understand under what law and conditions they 

were allowed to keep the company of the said MPA.

e) That due to Jack of security Personals the Accused MPA 

has preferred an unusual route to make his escape possible, 
hence, stringent actions against the Appellant make no
sense in the circumstances.
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m
its n'ffi
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ii
‘si J) That the Appellant has neglected nothing intentionally and 

whatever happened is beyond his powers and approach.
m
il

g) That the Appellant has devoted his life for this Department 

by rendering, for

arbitrary order of forced retirement is

if

then 37 years service, hence.more an
nothing more than 

unjust conclusion of his services for the Department.

5?
m
ffe ■Iimk

h) That any other pounds may he raised at the

Personal hearing with the prior permission of your good 

office.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that keeping in view 

of a long service period of the Appellant 

circumstances,

by setting aside the previous order 

graciously be reinstated 

benefits.

time of
I

i

and in
this Departmental Appeal be kindly accepted

and the Appellant may 

superintendent with all back

the

as a

Dated:- 05/10/2022 Appellant

Nisar All
Assistant Sup^ntendent Jail 
(BPS-16)
Cell No 0301-5969884
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