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24" June, 2022

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Nabi

Rehiman, Deputy: Collector, Swat Circle for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the
desired relief to the extent of retirement of the appellant has

been otherwise granted by the department and therefore, this

~appeal has rendered fruitless. There is a submission of the

learned counsel for the appellant that the pension papers may be

submitted in the accounts office so that the appellant could get

/ the pension at the earliest pdssi_ble. Mr. Nabi Rehmat Khan,
w1 Deputy Collector Swat Irrigati'o:h Circle, Swat is present on

behalf of respondent No.l and submﬂted that the pension papers

have already been submitted in the accounts office on which the

learned counsel did not press this appeal. Disposed of

P T

accordingly. Consign.

Pronounced in open court in Peshawar an_d given under my
hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 24" day of Jure, 2022.

Chairman -
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Form- A . : g
FORM OF-ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No.- 225/2022
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings :
1 2 : - 3
L 24/02/2022 The appeal of Mr. Pervez thn presented today by Mr. Akhtar llyas
Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for proper order please. \
RE RAR-
7. This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

‘hearing to be put there on 0,5 -0 Y- Zo ). Q?' _

CHAIRMAN

05.04.2022 None for the appellant present.

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel.
Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 24.06.2022
before S.B.

A

(MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER(E)
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OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER SWAT
- IRRIGATION CIRCLE SWAT.

 POWER OF ATTORNEY.

Mr. Nabi Rehmat Khan Deputy Collector S.wat‘ Irrigation Circle Swat
is héreby authorized to attend / defend the Execution Petition No.350 of 2019 in the )
Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar on behalf of the:

undersigned till decision of the case by the Honorable court. _ . '
' Supermtendl g Fngineer,

Phone # 094% 240164,

uperintending Enginee:
Swat Irrigation Circle

Saidu Sharif Swat.




+ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

~ -

: : CHECK LIST .
L casemtie: Panven Khom s Txvigalion Depuhed legs SE-

S# CONTENTS YES NO
1 | This Appeal has been presented by: ___ 3 R4
, Whether Couhsel/Appel!ant/Respondeht/Deponent have signed the v
requisite documents?
: 3 | Whether appeal is within time? , v
' 4 | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? V..
5 Whether the enactment upder which the appeal i is flied is correct? v
6 Whether affidavit is appended’ . . v
7 | Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner? | v/
8 | Whether appéal/anne-xures are properly paged? | v
9 Wheth:éi'- certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, " v
g furnished? ‘
.10 | Whether annexures are legible? v
t 11 | Whether annexures are attested? v
‘ . 12 | Whether copies of anfnexulres are readable/clear? v
. 13 | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? v
14 Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and v
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?
' 15 | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? v
16 | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? x v
| 17 | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? v
| 18 | Whether case relate to this court? v
' 19 | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? v
20 | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? v
21 Whethér' addresses of parties given are complete? v
i 22 | Whether index filed? v
123 | Whether index is correct? v
| 24 | Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On | v
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974
25 | Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been v
sent to r85pondents’ On .
26 Wheth’er copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On
27 Whether cqples of commentslreplylre;otnder provided to opposite v
party? On : ;

B

ifulfilled.

Name: HKH’TP(Q \[i_.\.(PYS,A\"rC

Signature:

Dated: 2—((}) 2 B 2022




BEFOREO KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Parvez Khan,
Versus

Superintendent Engineér and others

SANGZZY 22D 2000 i

INDEX

Description Of The Documents Annex Pages |

Service Appeal Along With Affidavit ‘ - [— L,
2. | Copy of letter dated 19-07-2021 A 5
=. | Copy Of Deparfmenta! Appeal dated 25-| B 6

10-2021 |

Copy of Affidavit and Patwari report Cca&b 7—Q
5. | Copy of letter dated 14-12-2021 E C)
o. |Copy of Judgment dated 12-2-2019 F- /o — {3
. | Vakalat Nama o - / 4

AN
AZp'e/"a;\-f
Through

AKHTAR ILYAS

- ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

Dated: 23/02/2022

TF-287 DEANS TRADE CENTER, SADDAR CANTT. PESHAWAR.
03339417974
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© BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SANo. 22D o020

Parvez Khan, |
Vernacular Clerk,
Irrigation Department, Buner.

......................... Appellant

Versus Khyber Paldtituldava

Servi co-Tribuanal

Ve

‘1. Superintendent Engineer, oo Nn'z" O?«':?; 2
Swat Irrigation Circle, Gulkada No.1, Saidu Sharif, Swat. Datedg—" —1

2. Execvutive Engineer Swat,

~Imigation Divison, Gulkada No.1, Saidu Sharif Swat.

3. Chief Engineer (South),
Imigation Department, KPK, Peshawar.

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

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO ISSUE/GRANT PENSIONARY AND ' '. )
. ANCILLARY BENEFITS TO THE APPELLANT WITHOUTI P
m‘ed ¢0-ctany FURTHER AMOUNT OF DELAY.
N -
' >4y
7’“[")/{ Sheweth!
1. That the appellant joined the esteemed Department of Iirigation

way back in the year 1986 as such, he served the department for
almost more than three decades.

2. That the appellant performed the duties assigned to him with full
zeal and devotion and to the utter satisfaction of his superior.

3. That there was difference of date of birth in the CNIC and Service
Book of the appellant; the inquiry conducted by the department: e
the inquiry officer determined his retirement date 30-03-2021: and,
on the basis of inquiry report respondent No.1 asked respondent
No.2 for provision of clearance certificate in R/O appellant vide



..‘j‘ !

order dated 19-07-2021 (Copy of letter dated 19-07-2021 is
attached as annexure A).

4. That the appellant visited respondent-No.1 & 2 time and again for
issuance of retirement order and Pensionary benefits aliowed
under the law but they have turned deaf ear fo the genuine

request of the appellant.

5. That the respondents have not considered the genuine request of
the appellant, therefore, he filed departmental appeal on 25-10-

2021 to respondent No.3 (Copy of Deptt appeal is attached as
annexure B).

o 6 That on the respondents direction, appellant filed Affidavit vide

- affidavit No. 388/ dated 23-11-2021 and the Patwaries of the

Halga (to whom the appellant handed over the change) have

also submitted their joint report (Copy of Affidavit and patwari
report are atached as annexure C & D).

7. That the respondent No.l once again sought report from
- respondent No.2 vide letter No. 4604/14-E dated 14-12-2021(Copy
~ of letter is attached as annexure E).

8. That feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy, the
o appellant seeks indulgence of this Hon'ble Tribunal, inter alia, on
the following grounds.

~ Grounds:

A That inaction of the respondents are highly deplorable and
‘against the norms of justice, hence not tenable.

| B. That the respondents are deliberately delaying the pension case - |
o ~ of the appellant for no fault on his part.

C. Thatitis a matter of record that there is nothing outstanding and

~ the arrears shown outstanding against the appellant is actually

the arrears of land lords in the halga of appellant and in this

- : respect the appellant being halga patwari forwarded the list from

- time to time. No stich of imagination, the arrears of a land lord can

be made basis for withholding the pension of the appellant.




. That the controversy of orreofs has already been resolved in S, A
No. 436/2017 dated 12-02-2019.: ‘A similar stance of the

A
5'131 -

e
1

respondents have been deprecated by Honorable Tribunal in

Judgment (Ibid). (Copy of judgment is attached as Annexure-F).

. Thatitis settle by now that a pension is the right of civil servant as
a civil servant has gave his blood and sweet to the department in
his golden days: pension is not a bounty of the state to be given
to a civil servant as a grace, therefore, with holding of pension -

and that too for mvolld reason is not recommended under the - L

law.,

That action of the respondents regarding withholding of pension

is not valid rather based on the wishes and whims of the

respondents.

- That respondents are unnecessarily delaying the payment of
pension to the appellant which clearly suggest that the

respondents are trying to settle personal score with the appellant. -

. That section 19(4) of the KP Civil Servant Act, 1973 clearly says:

“If the determination of the amount of pension or gratuity
admissible to a civil servant is delayed one month of the date of
his retirement or death, he or his family, as the case may be, shall

be paid provisionally such anticipatory pension or gratuity as may -

be determined by the prescribed authority, according to the
length of service of the civil servant which qualifies for pension or
gratuity, and any over payment on such provisional payment shall
be adjusted against the amount of pension or gratuity finally
determined as payable to such civil servant or his family” But such
a clear law has been ignored by the respondents.

That respondents have violated the law on the subject and the .

appellant has suffered for almost considerable time.

. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law
rather has been discriminated which goes contrary to Articles 4

and 25 of the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973.

- That the appellant seeks leave of the Tribunal to urge oddmonol
grounds at ’rhe time of arguments.




Prayers:

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of
instant appeal the respondents may be directed to
process pension case of the appellant and make
payment to him with all ancillary benefits to the
appellant. . '

Any other remedy to which the appellant is found
fit in law, justice and equity may also be allowed.

Apbellcmi
Through

AKHTA§1%§§i///’

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

&
W

CH Z KHAN

ADVOCATE

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby verified and declared on oath that
the contents of above Service Appeal are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief and nothing has been concealed from this
Hon’ble Tribunal.

onent
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OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER.
- SWATIRRIGATION CIRCLE. SWA”

Nr“:f' "‘:"/ T s
Dated 7% /5772021,

The Executive Engineer
Swat Irrigation Division |
Swat.

PROVISTON OF CLEARAMNCE. CERTIFICATE/NOC IN R.l_ESi"E(.TT OF MR,
PERVAIZ KHAN YERNACULAR CLERK.

Please refer to the subject cited above and in light of enquity compiled by the Sub
_ Ofﬁcer irrigation Sub Division Shangla, to determine the authentic date of birth /
frelirdment. in respect of the above mcuuonﬁrl official. His date of retirement is determined |c

3-2021 by the e'muuy officer.

You are requesied fo pravide the L]LClidl'lCC cerlificate / NOC 1o pave the way for
i ! i y
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j \‘%\'\

SR A U

supert "(\l\ wding Engineer,
Ph/Fax #IM0946/9240164,
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SWAT IRRIGATION CIRCLE, SWAT
GULIADA NC.1, 5401 SHARIF, 5WAT,
3~ ‘72_5437, Email: awaiiris

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER

N

cle@lzmail.oon:

SREonymie detail of the above cited official such as:-

1

1. Complete detail of the paid salary.

2. Total arrears to be paid.

(95

Complete detail of abiana recovery of the offcial’s Halqa.

4. Complete detail of paid and io be paid abiana by the official.

f

RUE COPY

lc,
. The Executive Engineers,
Swat lrrigation Division-1, Swat.
j:‘" - Subjects- | RETIREMEMT OF PERV ALY, KHAN VERNACULAR CLERI,

:i
i
3
5

8

»

Copy 1o the Deputy Collector Swat Irrigation Circle, Swat {or information.

Vo _% oy nae. ' Pated 1{1_/12./2021:

s, s 1 gy tid AN
Wt S Y

SUPERINTENDING ENGINKER

5

CATTESEDTOBE

Please refer to the subject noteri above, you are hercby required to furnish the

SHPERINTE&DH‘I G ENGINEER




L pwer (@)

BEFORE 'lIIl: IKHYBER PAKHTUNKLE iWA bLRVICL TRIBUNAL PbSIIAW&K.; .

, /\ppLaINo 43 /2017

' Da!(, 0{ Intltlullon 04.(}5.20!7 e
' Dul,ol l)cuslon <12.02.2019' |

Pervez Khan, Patwari Swmt hubauon Dwmon Postcd at Imgauon Department

Buner.at Daggcu - , - (Appcilant)
| s VERSUS A . ,
bLlpL-llﬂlLlldlﬂ" l_nnnu,u Swgl Irrigation (,m,lt, Swat Gull(dcla No.1, Saldu l‘Sharlf ;
Swat and four others. ~ - - o R (Respondcnts)
S a - T T

Mr. Akhtar tlyas,

‘Advecale I _ e 'For:hppcllant. .
: M. Ziaullah, ‘ . L A R
Deputy District Attorney -~ . Forréspondents no. 1 to'3:

Miss. Naila Jan,

.

Advocate B e - For respondents nb.4 and 5.7
MR, AHMAD HASSAN, ' cie MEMBER(Executive)
MR. llAMlD FAROOQ DURRANI C1~1A1RMAN -

IUDCM}*NI

AHMAD HA‘SSAN‘ M.EM’BER.- _Argumcents of the learned counsel for the

‘parties hedrd and record perused. ' ] : ) ' )

ARGUMENTS -+

2. ;  Learned counsel for the appellant argued that -he joined the Irrigation
; - Department as meAuri on 22.02.1986. Bcing on the top 01" the seniority list his
case was placed bLl()IL, the D(,pmtlmnml Promollou Comrmtte(, in its mectmg held

on 30.11.2016 1o consider him. for pxomohon as. Vunacuhr Clerk (BPb -08) but

b was ddcl|cd/d|>qualllu,d du,t. Lo wual\/oulsLandmg amount Abldﬂa to the-tune of -
Rs. 2948965/-. On the other lmnd ;umms Lo [hL dppc,llcmt were promoted. He ﬁled
: departmental appeal on 12.01.2017, which remained unanswered, hencc the
' ¢ . o -‘ r‘“ T ‘1‘-? ,’\
A 2 end o l'.':—:
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¥

Jurisdiction

instant service appeal. The said post was required to be filled by promotion.on the

basis of seniority-cum-titness [rom amongst Pulwaris huving five years service as

sich in circle where the vacancy aceurs,

]’l'lc'gmund of deferment was not in
accordance with Lthe crileriu laid duwn n Lhc suvmt. lLllCS Morcovcr an olhcm! m

the saime d(.pmtmunl gainst whum arrears to the tune oi ]\s 10. OO millions were -~ -

oulstand]mD was promoled vide order dated 10. 03 2017 llcatmcm metcd out to

the appellunt dppc.u(.cl o bc. (.llbL.lllLlli‘ldl.Ol)

—at

3. On the other lumd ludmcd Counsul Iur prl\'alc respondents no. 4 and 5

anc,uc,d that duc o pom petformance of the cq)peilam hl.‘) casc Ior promotlon was

previously du,lun(.d by the Dq)mtmcnml Promotion - Commntlu’c on. 03 04 2014

Lhu DPC i its mectmg, held on 30.11 2016 but

Again his case was cuhsiclcrcd-'by

deferred on the same’ ground. Seniority is not the sole criteria for promotion. The

of this Tribunal is burred . undcf Section‘4(b}(I) of Khyber

/

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,

N . Q
: .

. . I
Learned Depuly Disteict Attorney relied concurred with the argumc,nts_

ddvam.ui by the IL,.]I ned counsel for p| Ivale xuspondults no. 4 and 5.

CONCLUSI,ON -

[tis not leputcd Liml as the name of the appdlcmt was reﬂccted at- the top.

of the senior ity Im of PleJHb 50 iu:, case for p:omollon .to the post of Vernacular

Clerk (BPS-08) was placL.d bcio:c the: DPC in its meetmg held on 30.11 2016 for |

O
conmduulmn The DP(, conmducd hh case but was du[crred/dlsquahﬁed on

o AL A At e et e s L e



2 aTnd

Algad s g

R
3
2
4
B
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5
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Vernacular Clerk. Dmuunmatugy attitude of the

Sthat o

department.

account of weak. recovery and outstanding arrears of abidna. tg

2948965/~ ST

6..

Vunauuldl Clc:iI\ wlm.h 15 u.plodu(,ud below:-

“'ljy promotion, on the b

asis of thc suuonw-cum fitness from
amonest the

Patwaris having five yvears service .sysu.clrurthe
“Circle wher L the vacancies oecurs”

Q

7. Moareover, uas  pér. promotion policy  of llie":'p"rbv_inciai "-"governmcnl‘_,

promotion of u civil servant can be- dLluu,d pnov:duj as inter-se-seniority is

thpulcd/s.ub_;u(lmc (llbLlPllﬂdiy proucdmbs are pundmg against him and his PER

d()hS]GI 13 mu)mp[c,tc. -On lhu steength of clbOVL mslructmns ‘the" case of the

z "--.'- .

appt.liani was \V[Oﬂbfy dblbllLd mevu

Khan,
’ 0
pending was p:omotud vuJ-., order dalcd 10.03. 2017 On the same dnalogy Mr.

Muhamnmd l\uI\hb.u and. Mr. Maduu [gbal were also promou.d ‘to the post of

rcspondz.an was estabhshcd
1
l _
beyond doubt. It goes aguinst Article-25 of the constitution, Learned counsel for

private respondents no. 4 and 5 and lcumcd Dcputy District Attorney were

repealedly confronted on the point whcthqum per SOPs laid down by the

department, collu,uon ol /\bmlm was the sole I‘prOnSlblllty of

the patwau or

otherwise? However, they were unable 1o give any salistaclory reply. We presurme

- arrears, responsibilities squarely lies on Zilladur and other high officials. of the.

ma case of| xderlucal hature I\/Lr Aabm i

Patwari ngzunsl whom Abiuna arrears fo the tune-of Rs. 10.00 million were

low paid -employce alone cannot held responsible for accumulation of




As a sequcl (o abowc,,lhc appeal s .
' Q

(IllLLlLd to pluu, the case of Lht. appeliant before Lhc Dp

File be consigned to therecord room.

ot :\X
D // ¢ r“" 1—\

CHAIRMAN
ANNOUNCED » -
12,02.2019 E

i
|
|
|
|
j

Bpels 2, Tl

— o 2RI e

promotion 1o the post of Vernacular Clerk. Parties are teft to b
I }

au,x,pu.d and. the lprOﬂd(.llLS dze

C to consider him for-

ear their own costs. -

(AHMAD HASSAN) -
“MEMBER

(HAMID iAl(dOQ DleRANI) 3




VAKALAT NAMA

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

NO. /2020

' Eb)_\/eJl _ 'U/\QN\ Appeliant (s)
| VERSUS -

Q W‘l%olo/d" EY@'MQM Respondent(s)
I/We, \A’PP'Q/MQUO{’ , do hereby appoint and constitute |

'AKHTAR ILYAS, AHC, CHANGAIZ KHAN, WAQAR AZlZ, SEHLA NOORA,'AA
Advocates, Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to -

arpitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter,
without any liability for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any'
other Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our
behalf all sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the
above noted matter. The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our -
case at any stage of the proceedings, if his any fee Iefi unpaid or is outstanding.

against me/us.
W.

Dated: 2302 ~D.> D>
¢ Afpp/%{o(/vd )

CLIENT(s)
| E ) y - ACCEPTED G{/v
/ '
AKHTAR £YAS, AHC C AlZ KHAN
. BC:11-1572 BC: 19-1507
WAQAR AZiZ | ‘ SEHLA NOOR
BC:19-1468 ' BC: 19-1462

OFF. TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER, SADDAR, PESHAWAR CANTT.
Cell # 0333-9417974

" :ﬁi;y'rf:l\.
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%, BEFORETHE KHY'BER P AKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
e - PESHAWAR -

Misc. Application No. Jin
S.ANo. 225" /2020

: ' Pervez Khan
Prp® o cone w0
L R U VERSUS

superintendent Engineer and Others

e APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF IN
THE TITLED SERVICE APPEAL

Sheweth! -

1. That the oppéllonT has filed a service appeal which is
pending adjudication before the Hon'ble Tribunal and
which is not yet fixed for hearing.

2. That the contents of the Service Appeal may be
considered as an integral part of the present Interim Relief
Petition. |

3. That the appellant has retired from his service on
03/03/2021 but the respondents have neither determined
the amount of pension nor they have handed over the
rightful pension of the appellant/petitioner in accordance

with law which is clear .violation of the rights of the
petitioner. | '

4. That as persection 19 (4) of The KPK Civil Servants act 1973,
if the pension of a civil servant is delayed beyond one.
month of his retirement or death, as the case may be, the '
respondents are under legdl obligation to pay the
provisionally assessed amount according fo the length of
service but in the instant.case, the respondents have shut

their-eyes and they are reluctant to obey the dictates of
law.

5. That the- appellant has a prima facie case '_ogoi,nst the
respondents. - -

6. That the balance of_'c'onvenien'ce,leq'_ns_ in favor of the
appellant. R DAt

7. That if the Interim Relief »\“N‘OS =not grqr-m,’[ed{fih_‘jjd‘VOr: of
appellant, he would suffer ireparable loss in‘the shape of
violation of his legal and Constitutional righfs. -,
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8. That there is no legal impediment in g.rd’nﬂn'\g.'of the Ihf:é’rim:_" -

Relief, rather it would be in The best interest of justice to
O||OW the same.

It is, therefore, mosi humbly prayed that on- the‘_"‘ie."‘”
acceptance of this pehhon Hon'ble Tribunal may be
pleased to direct the respondents to pay the anticipatory

pension provisionally to the appellant/petitioner. o

, - Appellant
Through \j{cy
AKHTAR ILYAS

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER,
PESHAWAR CANTT

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly affrmed and declared on Oath ‘that the
contents of the above petition are true and correct to the best of my :
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

Hon'ble Tribunal. .
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the amount of pension nor they have handed over the |

rightful pension of the appellant/petitioner in accordance

with law which is clear violation of the rights of the
petitioner. ‘

That as per section 19 (4) of The KPK Civil Servants act 1973,
if the pension of a civil servant is delayed beyond one
month of his retirement or death, as the case may be, the
respondents are under legal obligation to pay the -
provisionally assessed amount according to the length of
service but in the instant case, the respondents have shut

their eyes and they are reluctant to obey the dictates of
law. o

That the appellant has a prima facie case against the
respondents.

That the balance of convenience leans in favor of the
appellant,

That if the Interim Relief was not granted in favor of
o.ppellont, he would suffer irreparable loss in the shape of
violation of his legal and Constitutional rights.
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8. That there is no legal impediment in granting of the Interim
~ Relief, rather it would be in the best inferest of justice to
allow the same.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the
acceptance of this petition, Hon'ble Tribunal may be
pleased to direct the respondents to pay the anticipatory

pension provisionally to the appellant/petitioner.

Appellant

Through \%W
AKHTAR ILYAS

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER,
PESHAWAR CANTT

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly affrmed and declared on. Oath that the
contents of the above petition are tfrue and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothmg has been concealed from this
Hon'ble Tribunal.
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8. That there is no legal impediment in granting of the Interim
Relief, rather it would be in the best interest of justice to
allow the same.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the
acceptance of this petition, Hon'ble Tribunal may be
pleased to direct the respondents to pay the anticipatory

pension provisionally to the appellant/petitioner.
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