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24‘'’ June, 2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Nabi 

Rehman, 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 possible. Mr. Nabi Rehmat Khan, 

Deputy Collector Swat Irrigation Circle, Swat is present on 

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

have already been submitted in the accounts office on which the 

learned counsel did not press this appeal. Disposed of

accordingly. Consign.

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

\

(Kaliirmrshad Khan 
Chairman

/

/ ; .
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

22512022Case No.-

Order or other,proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.-

321

The appeal of Mr. Pervez Khan presented today by Mr. Akhtar Ilyas 

Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

24/02/20221-

This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on
2-

CHAIRMAN

■/

/

V

None for the appellant present.05.04.2022

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel. 
Acjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 24.06.2022 

before S.B.

(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 Swat Irrigation Circle Swat 

is hereby 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.

Superintending, Engineer, 
Phone #094^240164. '

SaperiniendirfgEngineet 
$wet Irrlgatior^ C ircie 

Saidu Sharif SwaU
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR"

CHECK LIST
; Case Title: v/s

S# COIvlTENTS ,.YE5 NO
This Appeal has been presented by:1

Whether Couhsel/Appeilant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the
requisite documents?_________ |_________________________ '
Whether appeal is within tjime?
Whether the enactment under vvhich the appeal is filed rnentioned?

2

3
4

Whether the enactment under vyhich the appeal is filed is correct?5
Whether affidavit is appended?6
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent jOath Commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? ;
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, 
furnished?

7
8

f 9 X.

Whether annexures are legible?. 10

Whether annexures are attested?n
Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?; 12

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and 
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?_______ _______
Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

; H
i

15
Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?

16 X

17
Whether case relate to this court?1 i8
Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? 

Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?
^ 19

20

Whether addresses of parties given are complete?21

Whether inde;: filed? y^i 22

Whether index is correct?i 23
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On v'24
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974^ 
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been; 
sent to' resporidents? On_____________________________________ i
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

I
! 25

26

Whethpr copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? On - ._________ ______________________ . ___27

I
It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been 
fulfilled.

Name: Al^lHrTAg

Signature:
Dated:

!
t
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BEFOREO KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARV\
, <r ]

S.A No.^^ 720??

Parvez Khan,
h-^

Versus
j>•f ■

Superintendent Engineer and others1

INDEX
S# Description Of The Documents

Service Appeal Along Wiih~Affid^Tt

Annex Pages
1.

I^Lf i

(■;

Copy of letter dated 19-07-20212. A 5
Copy Of Departmental Appeal dated 25- 
10-2021 ____
Copy of Affidavit and Patwari report 

Copy of letter dated 14-12-2021

3. B

4. 7-2C&D ;

5'. 9E I

Copy of Judgment dated 12-2-2019 F /0-/3
Vakalat Nama

;•
■ i;

App^ant
Through

AKHTAR ILYAS
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

'•V

Dated: ^/_a^2022
■r**

TF-287 DEANS TRADE CENTER, SADDAR CANTT; PESHAWAR
03 3 3-94 1 7 9 74

\
i

: T,
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

2^2crS.A No. ./2022
'!

■‘J

Parvez Khan,
Vernacular Clerk,
Irrigation Department, Buner.

Appellant
Versus

3^3
Diat-y No-------1. Superintendent Engineer,

Swat Irrigation Circle, Gulkada No.l, Saidu Sharif, Swat.

2. Executive Engineer Swat,
Irrigation Divison, Gulkada No.l, Saidu Sharif Swat.

3. Chief Engineer (South),
Irrigation 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 WITHOUT 

FURTHER AMOUNT OF DELAY.\

Sheweth!
1. That the appellant joined the esteemed Department of Irrigation 

way back in the year 1986 as such, he served the department for 

almost more than three decades.

•V5

.!/
i.

2. That the appellant pertormed 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 ot birth in the CNIC and Service 

Book of the appellant; the inquiry conducted by the department; 

the inquiry officer determined his retirement date 30-03-2021; and, 
on the basis of inquiry report respondent No.l asked respondent 
No.2 for provision of clearance certificate in R/O appellant vide

T



f
order dated 19-07-2021 (Copy of letter dated 19-07-2021 is 

attached as annexure A).

4. That the appellant visited respondeni'No.l & 2 time and again for 

issuance of retirement order and Pensionary benefits allowed 

under the law but they have turned deaf ear to 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).

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

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

Halqa (fo whom the appellant handed over the change) have 

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

7. That the respondent No.l once again sought report from 

respondent No.2 vide letter No. 4604/1 4-E dated 1 4-12-2021 (Copy 

of letter is attached as annexure E).

8. That feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy, the 

;v appellant seeks indulgence of this Hon'ble Tribunal, inter alia, on 
the following grounds.

1

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 

; of the appellant for no fault on his part.
1.

C. That it is 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 halqa of appellant and in this
respect the appellant being halqa patwari forwarded the list from

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

be made basis for withholding the pension of the appellant.
can

1t
I'
•I .

t
■ .-S'
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D. That the controversy ot arrears has already been resolved in S, A 

No. 436/2017 dated 12-02-2019.' A similar stance of the 

respondents have been deprecated by Honorable Tribunal.in
Judgment (Ibid). (Copy of judgment is attached as Annexure-F).

E. That it is settle by now that a pension is the right of civil servant 
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 invalid reason is not recommended under the 
law.

as

i:

:1

F. That action of the respondents regarding withholding of pension 

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

respondents.

G. 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.

H. 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.

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

appellant has suffered for almost considerable time.

J. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law j 
rather has been discriminated which goes contrary to Articles 4 ' 
and 25 of the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973.

K. That the appellant seeks leave of the Tribunal to urge additional 
grounds at the time of arguments.

.1

J

:i

t/:
•4

-'1

J;

ii



I ;
:V

# '

■i

Prayers:
'i;

•1

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.

3 ,r
i.

■ :

as-
■!/

Appellant !

Through

AKHTAR ItYAS 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
&

j

;
CHAGAIZ^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

\ y
•

\kOath
->■ 'i*';

a'



OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER. 
■ SWAT IR.RK::aTION circle. SW'AT'

No. /25-iVl.

The Execiilive Engineer 
Swat Irrigation Di\Nioii 
Swat.

mO^^[STON OF CLEARANCE. CERTIFICATK/NOC IN KESFEf T OF MR 
PERYArZ KHAIN VERNACUL.aVI^ CLERK

s;•Va
Please lefer to the subject cited above and in light ot enquiry compiled by the Sub

Officer ■irrigation. Sub Division 'Shangla, to determine the authentic date of birtli /

ggehicintni. m rc.sjDcct oi the above mevitioned olTicial. His date oJ' retirement is determit^ed i e 

p .1(1-03-202] by the enquiry o.tTicer.
Ifi .
1.1

\ou are requested !o provide the clearance ccrlificate / NQC io pave Ibe way for 

issuiiiicc of lii.s refire.inent order accordingly.
t< ••
' I

!

SupeiaHt^icling Engineer, 
Pb./Pax //A()046/9240I64,

\ 6

or, <y/

.y.W c. c/ jTWc^-'/■

/S
1 :.y /' >./

.■»

.s

I r

}.

;2ij7
./

/ A/ :

iniap\ A >j C'

< iV";I
_y

rnJ.NfCa'afW 0
If

\ •v
ITt-f aA/ ■; I:0 —:. .< /a' U i'iA:

V 4

!l,'

7!

i
;■ :,}.1

/ •:



J

>
1f.

/'■• n<
J /■'Vi*

; u ^/
i

/ / yTCy w U^O £^-VI—.v’-^' (7-
S' cD/-•» , ;>

. r, ■

Jijy(, ^ O,ly -o
t 7

(7^^^'*' ^,. '* ,y "
;fe^;

/ ddJj

'dyrjy ^ /'^ c:'// J4d:ry ■'_.0‘l^/
;■ yci'^o-;'' ty^^.

/
y!:;SP

■ y /

(j^UdiJ^'^
y^y j> yy-J

''Oyiy’uf
/,r o(J ' ^ (j^- c/ : y>

yyiyy-y y:
kd ^/

/2y ;, /(.r y i

,077 C^yy-^/ r
> / o>-Vy/TTf’> rr <7

yy' y &ly^ y c/y r y/ y

) [yy

y‘J’’

{jjy\ /.^ 'M cB yj^yUfyai'/-’ yy-'' y-
:• c// (0/...>

i ^ y dIB- jiy y ^y

^yy y y*
yA

yJP Ij/■p^ y ,_s>

I

,:yi'*

^ Lj^LQ(lJy Jyyy
•• u. ^

Vy; . .'•»
yy cyj-.<> LJ*^ y'uy

■—*>

yy y''r(y
\\ I e>

r ' V /
:i.'IkLi^ y .-s'*

y. Jy > y/o/ >y/ c^'y



■f "■'

^Mk-c !/7.Ik'^l\ ^c^'zr. Krfn
i-i'/ ?t' /r IW•l !»;1 iV:(^ B :. ■ ss Til•P 5^' Mil;;S\•:‘*p.:;' ,* ♦

if- •i: -•

rf^

i■

Im-.---fi}?

J>'/§i' \
.•t

#
er

1-i! gjp
!♦♦100 iIP?'l

Rupees
?S

l*fmm LVi

SiJM ♦
•>“£•

ivv’ ► •tvk m
f^-‘-p;... *:/

*' 7^h(}:^3 LjJ d ' ? . fo3^^0/<r9 r^’

tj - /> -/y.^ ^

s»< <»t -

5:■' f.®

■• i.vM 0,.wv^

mr t
t

/

\

vC5^'\:.K,, - ^ .
io9^'•,'. • or?v\'

: 'X i l -. 'i. .. «"2or9 

^1^''
■' -i.

! ■

t
M*-.

-r r
i

<cjkrll
v^ -/

’j
' 3

=!4-w- >.>
iJ-Ij;^

./' ^
!(»■/ ^lltj ,

gs.i I

■ i
" «'l

■i

?
f

L j j

• »

^|,
‘

23-
‘̂l>>0>y i?

mm1
i!

z-'^yyouMiCtjL^

°i'?ii./^ '7

r

tr' y^*A2
JS^O/’ ^0/^£2P,'j'^

I-»6J- 

fSioi.
-0^'i

o
d

I
(*

*;fi

;

. ^ KI

■LI*J^- < > - }



9^'

B /V)'^— T> ,1-4^> > m-
t.

. ; j- . -^ . ■,

y" lJi.'^-’-> ■—
$ n

;> -

^Kf^.-'.

---- ».

6 <^>7? ^iPjy ^ Jr
:V i-1 J .

rWi-iV-i•i
p3K:

!

f' >
■.i?

//<r r•--* o2>) *¥

tA V
•s,

■i.'*^4
I'

i

l« 6i /jy; 0

- o.i>>-y 'Vi ^
&

y .y: ;-> C;J

■i

L-;■;

^ ,
n

5-"IC
f^ r' „

d? cTc
y r^ /5V

i- t
(

::•
'///

«

I \*.
t >,I

■ 1, ^
» .-■i^

*.'■

ATTES BE
TRUE copy

m\y/i .y,C rj /

f. ^

.»«Wv» m^.O'i c\ \ ,.



}

OFFICE OF THE SUFSRMTENBING EMGIP^EER 
SWAT IRRIGATION CmCLE, SWAI'

GTJLSC^DA NO.l, 3A?X'U SHARIF, SWAT, 
l-'hone No. 094{'> - %40i64, Fa:-: No. 0946 - 72S437, Ematl: 3-.'aiisT-;ircle@r;ii.ai!.co;7^

Dated /^inpjmHci. ./14-E.

Tc,
S The Executive Engineers,

Swat Irrigation Division-I, Swat.I
4

sasE'iSubjecl:- RETKREMENT OF PERVA..jiZ- KHAN VERNACHLAR CLERIC. ir

i .D

Please refer to the subject noted above, you are hereby required to furnish the 
’'itbni/r'.oie detail of the above cited official such as;-

1. Complete detail of the paid salary.

2. ’I otal arrears to be paid-

3. Complete detail of abiana recovery of the offcial’s Haicia.

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

5'' •:.:q4
1 •_

ISAll r-
•3."

'miwtmm.

G:

s ;■

\
STITT,

SUPEi^NTENDlNG m^iNflTR.
A..-

Copy to the Deputy Collector Swat Irrigation Circle, Swat for information.

A

SliPEPJNTEW»ING KNGTNEKR

I

K*

//cA
i

TfSF :

\:'my 4TTES
TRUE COPY

■rs
■■■

■AXa.;
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BRFOllii THE KHYBI’R PAICHTUNKHWA SERVICE TIUBUMAL.PESHAWAfc--
(i

. f; ■Appeal No. 43 1/2017
•H

Date of Institulion ... 04.05.20i7 

... 12.02.2019 \Dale bf Deeision

Pervez Khan, Patwari SWat,-ima,aLion Division, Postediat Irrigation Department, 
Buner at .DaggiU’.: ... (Appellant)

VERSUS■;

Superintending Engineer, Svvat Irrigation Circle, Swat, Gulkada No.l, Saidu'^harif, 
. Swa.t and four others. (Respondents)

T

Mr. Akhtar Ilyas, 
•Advpcaie

. Mr-Ziauhah,
Deputy District Attorney

For appellant.

i

For respondents no. 1 tO'3.

Miss. Nailu Jan, 
Advocate For respondents no.4 and 5.

MEMBER(Executive)
CJ-IAIRMAN

MR. AHMAD HASS AN,
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DUfCRANI

JUOCIVI IfNT

AHMAD 1-IASSAN. M.EM'BER.-. Arguments of the learned counsel for the

parlies heard and record.perused.-

ARGUMENTS

Learned counseMor Uie appellant argued that-he joined the Irrigation 

Department as Palwari on 22.02.1986. Being on the top of the seniority list his 

placed before the bepartrnental Promotion Committee in its meepng held 

on 30.1 1.2016 to consider him. Mr promotion as. Vernacular Clerk (BPS-08) but 

dcfeiTed/disqualified due to wealVoutstanding amount Abiana to the tune of 

Rs. 2948965/-. On the other hand juniors to the appellant were promoted. He filed

2.

5

? case was?

.!

wasi-.

i
12‘.01.2017, which reinained untmswered, hence, diey depanmciual appeal on ° attest-edI

I
I 'akhw#! .KiiyOciri-a 

Serv-i::e jVir-.mri,
€

I
.:>■
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insr.anl service appeci. The said post 

basis oi sen I oiM 1 y-corn-i I tness l.rom ;

required to be filled by promotion, on the 

amongst Patwaris having live years 

vacancy occurs, The'ground ol'dcrerment 

acco,dance with the criteria laid down ,n die service rules. Moreover,

department.against whorn arrears to die tune oi'lfs. 10.00 millions ^ 

outstanding was promoted vide order dated 10.0T2017. Treatment 

the appeMaiu appeared, to be discrinnnatory.

was
-iT*

service as
i such in circle where die

was not in/

an official ini
the same

were

nieted out to

3.. On the other htuid .learned counsel for private respondents no. 4 and 5 

argued that due to poor performance of the appellant, his-case'for promotion was 

previously deterred by the. Departmental Promotion ■ Committee on. ,03.04.2014.

Again Ins case was considered by the DPC.m its meeting held on 30.11.2016 bur':

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

jurisdiction ot this Tribunal is barred under Sectiorf4Cb)(I) of Khyber 

• • Pakhtunkhwa.Service'fribunal Act, 197d. • ,
7

4.. Learned Deputy District Attorney relied concurred 

advanced by the learned counsel for private respondents no. 4 and 5.

with tlie .arguments

CONCLUSION

5. it is not disputed that as the name ol the appellant was reflected at the top 

ol- the senioriiy list of Patwaris, so his case for promotion jto die post of Vernacular 

Cleik (BPS-08} was placed before die DPC in its meeting held on 30.11,2016 for
6

consideration. Ihe D.PC considered his case but was deferred/disqualified on

4

I<>

■J v;Vi'r•fosa,

i

I
7

*1
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nccoLim- of weak. recovery-and outstanding arrears of abianaf^olj

2948965A.

6.. ■ Atteruion is invited to the criteria laid down for promotion-to

Vernacular Clerk which is reproduced below:-
^•
t "‘By proDiotion. Oil, .tlie basis of the seniorB-v-ciim-fitiiess from 

•miiipLLilljLiMwaris havin^ live years sorve.-.. ^i,.
Circle where the --------vaenneies oeeiirs”;

a7. Moreover, as per. promotion _pplicy' of, the'- provincial • government,
i

promotion ol a civil servant can be-deterred provided as inler-se-seniority is 

disputed/sutyud.cc. disc,pi,nary proceedings are pending against him and his PER 

■ s incomplete.-611 the strength of above insinictions, the-caseiof the 

appellant was vyrongly deferred. Moreover, i 

Khan, Paiwari against whom Abiana

dossier

f.
case ollidentical nature.iVIr. Zabta 

arrears to the tune of Rs. 10.00 million

in a

were
0

puiiding witis pi'omoLcd vide order dated 10.03.2017 

^L' Muhammad Rukhsar and. Mr. Mazhar Iqbal
On the same analogy Mj-.

were also promoted-to tl;ie post of 

VeiTuicnhir Clerk. Discriininalory altitude of the respondents was established

/-

beyond doubt. U goes against A.riicle-25 ot the corislitution. Learned counsel for

private respondents no. 4 and 5 and learned Deputy District 

lepealedly contromed on the point whether as 

department, collection ol' Abiana

Attorney were

per SOPs laid down by the

was the sole responsibility of the patwan or

otherwise? However, Ihcy were unable, to give any satisfactory reply. We presume 

a low paid employee alone cannot held responsible for 

arrears, responsibilities squarely lies o.n Zilladar and other high officials. of Uie

■

*
ls that

accumulation of .
I
i

department.1
PI"?

I
!

l.AA

v'scrvi-ei' .[ nvi y-.rij^
-iWU

tt
f--Atirra3w

f ...■ay? .y v-
5i:

\
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:

As cl seqiic! to. above,, Hit: appeal 

Cliicctcd to place llie case ol Hie appellant before the DPC

IS -accepted and- the respondents
0

to consider him for- 

pi-omoiion 10 llie post of Vei-naciilar Clerk. Parties rue left loJjeaj- tlieir own costs, 

file be consigned to ihc record room. ,\

••M
) .

■■■-j k,

(Aim\D HASSAN) 
•'MEMBER"\

(HAM.LD b'AK.d0Q'DU.RIA^Nl) 
Ci-EURMAN •

ANNOUNCED _
12,02.2019' 0
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u
VAKALAT NAMA V*.>

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

NO.. ,/2020

CJa-^Xaa

VERSUS

Appellant (s)

€jLV Re$pondent(s)

f

i/We, do hereby appoint and constitute
AKHTAR ILYAS. AHC. CHANGAIZ KHAN. WAQAR AZIZ. SEHLA NOOR.
Advocates, Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to
arbitration 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.

'V'.VV

1/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 left unpaid or is outstanding, 
against me/us.

Dated: 2-’^ .
A

CLIENT(s) *,

ACCEPTED

CHANGAIZ KHAN
BC: 19-1507

AK
•BC:

WAQAR AZIZ
BC: 19-1668

SEHLA NOOR
BC: 19-1462

i

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

-A
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□ pppiPF THF I'CHYRFR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PFSHAWAR

Misc. Application No.____ _

S.A No. 3-X-r /2020

in

VPervez Khan
V'fwvtt

Diary No.VERSUS

Superintendent Engineer and Others

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF IN
THE TITLED SERVICE APPEAL

K\

Sheweth!

1. That the appellant 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 buf 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 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.

5. That the- appellant has a prima facie case againsf the
respondents. _ T

6. That the balance of convenience Jeans, in favor of the 

appellant.
7. That if the Interim Relief was-not granteduh Javor of 

appellant,, he would suffer irreparable loss indhe, shape of 
violation of his legal and ConstifutiOndl rights. ,

\ •
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8. That there is no legal irripedimeht 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.

Appellant

Through

AKHTAI? ILYAS
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER, 

PESHAWAR CANTT

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly affirmed and declared on Oath that the 

contents of the above petition are true and correct to the best of fny 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

Hon’ble Tribunal.

D&0rnent

Kh
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rffORF THF KHYBER PAICHTIINKHWA $ERV1C£IR1&UN^
PF.SHAWAR

Misc. Application No, 

S.A No______ _

in

,72020

Pervez Khan

• VERSUS

Superintendent Engineer and Others

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF IN 

THE TITLED SERVICE APPEAL

ShewethI

1. Thdt the appellont has filed a service appeal which is 

pending adjudication before the Hon’ble Tribunal and 

which is not yet fixed for hearing.
contents of the Service Appeal may be2. That the . ^ ,

considered os an integral part of the present Interim Relief
Petition.

3. That the appellant has retired from his service^ 
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 os per section 19 (4) of The K.PK 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 ossessed amount according to the length of 
service but In the Instant cose, the respondents hove shut 
their eyes and they are reluctant to obey the dictates of 
law.

on

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

respondents.
6. That the balance of convenience leons in favor of the 

appellont.
7. That if the Interim Relief was not granted in favor of 

appellant, he would suffer irreparable loss in the shape of 
violation of his legal ond Constitutionol 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 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.

Appellant

Through

AKHTA1? ILYAS
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER, 

PESHAWAR CANTT

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly affirmed 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.



BEFORE THE KHYRER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVIOR TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Misc. Application No., 

S.A No_______

in

,/2020

Pervez Khan

VERSUS

Superintendent Engineer and Others

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF IN
THE TITLED SERVICE APPEAL

Shewethi

1. That the appellant 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 amaunt of pension nor they have handed over the 

rightful pension of the appellant/petitioner in accordance 

with low which is clear violation of the rights of the 

petitioner.
4. That os 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 retiremenf 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 ore reluctont to obey the dictates of 
law.

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

respondents.
6. That the balance of convenience leans in favor of the 

oppellant.
7. That if the Interim Relief was not granted in favor of 

■ appellant, 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 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.

Appellant

Through \

AKHTA1? ILYAS
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER, 

PESHAWAR CANTT

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly affirmed 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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RFFoi^E THE t^HYRFR PAKHTUNKHW,ASERVICE TRMINAL
PFSHAWAR

Misc, Application No., in

,/2020S,A No.

Pervez Khan

VERSUS

Superintendent Engineer and Others

application for interim relief in
THP TITLED SERVICE APPEAL

Shewethl

1. That the appellant 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
considered as an integral part of the present Interim Relief 
Petition.

3. That the appellant hos retired from his service 
03/03/2021 but the respondents have neither determined 

the amount of pension nor they have handed aver the 

rightful pension of the appellant/petitioner in accordance 

with law which is clear violation of the rights of the 

petitioner.
4. 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 instont case, the respondents have shut 
their eyes and they are reluctant to obey the dictates of 
law.

5. That the appellant has a prima focie case against the 

respondents.
6. That the balance of convenience leans in favor of the 

appellant.
7. That if the Interim Relief was not granted in favor of 

appellant, he would suffer irreparable loss in the shape of 
violation of his legal and Constitutional rights.

contents of the Service Appeal rrioy be

on
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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 

qllow 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

AKHTA1I ILYAS
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
TF-287, DEANS TRADE CENTER, 

PESHAWAR CANTT

AFFIDAVIT

It is hereby solemnly affirmed 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.

Deponent
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