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Implementation Petition No. 980/2024
S.No. | Dale of order i Order or other proceedings with signatu-.:c-z c)Eiju.dge. T o
proceedings '
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1 | 05.09.2024 The implementation petition of Syed Abdullah |’

Haider submitted today by Mr. Muhammad Aslam
KhanTanoli Advocate. It is fixed for imglementation
report before touring Single Bench at A.Abad on -

24.09.2024. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has noted

the next date. Parcha.Peshi given to counsel for the:

petitioner,

By order of the Chairman

daee




BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execuhon Petition No“?ﬁ .......... N

Syed Abdulloh Holder Ex—Junlor Clerk Disfnc’t Police Haripur.
T reseresseessees (Peimoner)

VERSUS
< |

. ’,“.

" 1. District Police thcer Honpur | :
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad., -
3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, -
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~ BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

vher Pakhtukhwy

' ExeCuﬁon Pe’n’non No...

Syed Abdullah chder Ex-Junior Clerk District Pohce Horlpur R/O 3
_Vlllcg.e Changi Bandi, Tehsil and District Honpur

civescsencene \.'..(Pehtioner) {
| VERSUS " -

1. District Pohce Offi icer, Haripur.

" 2. Regional Police Officer; Hazara Region, Abboﬁobod
-3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pokhtunkhwo Peshawar.

EXECUTION PETITION IN SERVICE APPEAI. NO. 280[2023 FOR 5
IMPLEMENTATION"™ F~JUDGMENT/DECISION*DATED" 24-06-2024 OF [
THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PRAYER ON_ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT EXECUTION PETITION THE
REPONDENTS:MAY=GRACIOUSLY~BE:DIRECTED-YO - IMPLEMENT THE
JUDGMENT/DECISION - DATED 24-06-2024 OF THIS. HONOURABLE {
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PROVISIONALY/CONDITIONALY _SUBJECT TO
- OUTCOME OF CPLA BEING FILED BY THE RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Shewe’rh

1. That pe’u’noner/oppetlon’r filed subject service oppeol ]

before this Honorable Service Tribunal against the order 1

ddted 20-10- 2022' of Responderﬁs whereby pefitioner/ +

'- oppellcnt was oworded the punlshment of “dismissal from !
service”" by ’rhe DPO Honpur/Respondent No] and his ¢

deportmen’rol appeal was not responded.

2.  That ’rhis Honorable Tnbuncl on. acceptance of subjec’t i
service appeal. issued judgmen’t/dec:is;lon dated 24-06- ¢
2024 with the order that “In view of the above situation, |

instant service appeal is accepted. The impugned order |

dated. 20-10-2022 is set aside and appeliant is reinstated 1




o

:m‘o service wn‘h cﬂ back benefits. Cosfs sheH follow the |

event, Consrqn”

(Copy of judgmem‘/demsion dated 24 06-2024 is attached

as Annexure ~“A").

rThd’r on re'ceip’r of o’n‘es‘red” copy .of the

Judgment/decmon dated 24~06 2024 of this Honorable

Trlbunol the .oppellcn’r verbclly requesied the

responden’rs time & again and even ‘through wnt’ren duty

- report dated 05-07-2024 and registered duty report dated 1

30- 08 2024 for implementation of the, judgmen’r/decmon

but of no avail. (Copy of duty- repoﬁ*'duted 05- 07-2024 3

and 30 08-2024 wwﬂhmreglstryr recenpi“ are~aftached as

Annexure- “B & C")

That r'esponden’rs instead of . impleme_nfcﬁon of ‘.’rhe '
_judgmenf/ dec_-isic_)h of Thi's Honereble Tribunat constituted
~a Scrutiny Committee dated 29-07-2024 wherein it has
been deCIded '10 fle a CPLA against the i

]udgmenf/der.:tsson dated 24-06- 2024 of Honorc:ble KPK

Service Tnbuncl before the Supreme Court of Pakistan.
(Copy of ‘the~minutes~ of*rmeeﬂng-Scruﬁny Commiﬂee
dqied 29-07-2024is-attached:as Annexure- “D").

That despite petitioner’s incessant . approaches dhd
subm:ssmn of written du’ry report ‘dated 05-07-2024 to
respondenfs he ‘has not been gron’red the decuded

rights/benefits of his service. Owing to )‘hls

- petitioner/appeliant olongwﬂh his fom:ly fc:c:mg fi nencmol

dls’rresses




.67 | Thet fhere iS no stay order from 1he' Apex Supreme Cour’r i

- _)' _ © of Pakls’ron cgcunsf the Judgmem/deC|Slon dofed 24-06-
) i 2024 of this Honorable Tribunal and in such a posmon

._Judgmem/decmon in its letter and. spirit. Hence " this

Execuhon Petition on The fol!owmg

& AV

" GROUNDS .

A} That as this Honorable Service Tribunal in ifs

. judgment/decision.it is mentioned that “In 'view- of the

- above _ situation, instant service appeol is accepted.

- The impugned order dated 20-10 2022 is seiL as;de and

appeliant . is remstated fm‘o service w:fh aﬂ back

benefits. Costs sth follow the event. Consign”.

B} . That thereis no stay order from the Apei Supremé

Court.. of Pekgstqn .ggdinst fhe JUdgment/deci_sion
do’réd 24—06—'2024 of this. Honorable Tribunal and the

some i5 in. Feld Respondenfs are legally bound fo 3

_comply with the scud Judgment/deC|51on

respondehfs are legally bound fe implement the said

i

c) That | departmental .. authorities/respondents  are

reluctant 10_..pc1y any. heed io }he judgment/decision

dated 24-06-2024 of this Honorable Tribunal hence i

instant execution petition.

D} | That petitioner alongwith _his family is facing financial
distresses - because of . nonsmplementation  of

judgment/ decision of this Honorable Tribunal.




- PRAYER:

Dated:0$-08-2024

B That insfdnf Execution Petition is well within time and this

Honorable Tribunal has got every Junsd|c’r|on to:

enTen‘o:n cnd odjudlco’re Upon the same.

s, Therefore | humbly proyed that this Honorable Tribunal may
' gromously be p[ecsed o occepf this Execution Pefition and
~issue  necessary prd_ers/d;rechons to the- respondents” io

implement the judgment/decision dafed 24062024 of this.

Honorable Tribunal in ifs true letter and spirit. /-

Pt ITlON R

THROUGH .
(MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOU)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

 ATABBOTTABAD

| A_F..FILA_\L'I

Abdulloh Haider peh’noner do hereby under’roke/solemnly

‘_.‘ affirm Thot the contents of foregomg pefition are true qnd
‘.correc’r to ‘fhe best of my knowledge and belief and nothing

has been conceeled or suppressed from this Honoroble '_

- Tribunal. | o | % 3
Du’red<'-~§08 2024 - DEPONENT =

i,
)

e
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Service. Appeal No. 2802023 fified "Syed Abduliah Hyder-versus Provinciol Polie Officer. Kinber
Dokl » g 0. AL 3 *. bl " ¢
showar ond others": decided on 2.06.2024 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim P
/

¥ f :’%’
Arshad Khan. Chairvian,~and - Mr.. Aurangzeb -Khattak - Member- Judicial. ‘Khyber Pothtunkinea Sery (S L‘:'.',FF?}%-. s
e %
. (4 2g,

ooy o bt e O T N e g 3%
'KHYBER PA WA SERVICE TRIBUNAL/% { £

AT CAMP COURT, ABBOTTABAD

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN ... CHATRMAN T
AURANGZEB KHATTAK ... MEMBER (Judicial)
Service Appeal No.280/2023 |

Date of presentation of Aﬁpcal .............. 06.62.2023

Date of Hearing...c.cceevsenviaorees crrvevesesons 24.06.2024
Date 0f DECISION. ....ouuvamrmemuumesmrennnirases 24.06.2024

Sycd Abdullah-Hyder, Junior Clerk, District Police, Haripur, R/o
Village & P.O Changi Bandi, Tehsil & District Haripur..(4dppellant)

Versus .

© | Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police-Officer, Abbotl_:abad......,............(Respondents)

———

' Present: - - : _
Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli, Advocate.......... +«reener JOF the appellant

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney .....For respondents

ersmeseusswRsssvabRROsRRlOy sovacerancve a.--l-oa-vtnodnnv-n.----c--.q-c--oooint

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER

. pAKHTUNKHWA-SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

AGAINST ORDER DATED 20102022 OF THE

DISTRICT =~ POLICE _ OFFICER ‘BARIPUR
WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED
FROM SERVICE IN VIOLATION OF LAW, RULES
AND REGULATIONS- GOVERNING TERMS AND
CONDITIONS OF APPELLANT’S SERVICE.

JUDGMENT

S e ————————

 KALIM ARSHAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: Brief fucts of the case, a3
per 'avcnne;xt;s' of the'ébpeal, arg that appeliant was serving as Junior
Clerk in the office of District Police Officer, Haripur; thafor_x the basis
of his alleged im;rolvemen_t in a.'crinllinal case, he was issued .char.gg.-

ATTES

L IR RS
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Service Appeal No. 28012023 siiled “Sved Abckaliali Hywler versus Provincid Police Om:xr. &

_ ) . Kinbe
Pokhnmkinrn, Peshmpar and pihers”, decided on 24.06.2024 by Division Bench compriting of Mr. ?&m;
Arshed Khan, Chairman, and Mr. Aurangech Khatiak, Mawber ndicial. Khyber Pakhnmklnea Service
Tribrral, Peshawar ar Camp Couri, Abbottabad. ‘ L.

sheet -on 10.08.2022, ‘which was replicd by him by denying tﬁé
gl!ggations- leveled: against him; that vide order dated 20.10.2022, he
“was dismissed from service; that feeling a.ggriéved,' he ﬁled-

déparhncntﬁl appcal on 02.1 1'.2.,02.2, which was not responded, hence,

i S  the instant service appeal.

02 . On receipt of 'th_e‘-appeal_-and il:ﬁ admission to full hearing, ﬂze N
respondents were summoned. _Respondents~ put appearance and
' contested .'thg-ap.peal ﬁy ﬁling-*written'replf ra'ising th.erein nurﬁerous
L logal and factual objections. The defense setup was @ total denial of
the claim of the appellant. | o '
- 03. We ﬁave- heard-learned couﬁls;:l‘for the appellant and learned -
~ Deputy Distrigt Attomef for the respbﬁdent;;.. _ - |
04 .'I\‘hc learned. counsel for the aj:vpellant reitérated the facts and-.
_ .g'rounds detailed in the memo and gfo_und_s of thc'.app.cal while the .
- 1r;#;ned D_istrict' Attqr’ﬁcy- controyérted ﬁc _salrrie by supporting the o

jmpugned order(s)

- 05. The appeilant was proceeded departmentally on the basis of
charge sheet, wherein, it was alleged that:
“It has come inlo the notice of/t}ndersigned after perusing
" case FIRs No.345 dated 06.08.2022 U/S 188 PPC (LSA) %
~ (PS Sarai Saleh) and 349 dated 09. 08.2022 U/S 504, 505,
506, 188, 208,295-4/153A, 147, 149, 7ATA/16 MPO PS
Sarai Saleh, that you hold an illegal "Majlis” at your home
without obtaining any permission from the competent
forum. Similarly, you Wwere. also found involved in
discovering an illegal, untraditional and un-sche.duled .
procession, being part of a disciplined force, you cfxd'nof
“bother to follow the due process of law for orgamzing the
same. Your these acis/commissions are highly abjgctiormble-

——
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&rnrﬂ:c Appeal No. 2811’2021 fhled *Syed Abdnliah Hwder versus Provinciol Police Officer, Kigher
Pokhtunkhwe, - Peshanear and others”, decided on 24,00.202¢ by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim

 Arshad Khan,: Chatrnan.--oud - Mr- Ammg::b « Kintiat.- Member Jodicial k’lohr Fakhnmiinea Sarvice
Tﬂhmaf Peshawar ot Comp Conrt, Abbottsbad, -

- and gross misconduct on your part in terms of lhe IGzyber
Pakhtunkhwa - Government Servants - (Efficiency and

" Discipline) Rules, 2011. Hence, charge sheeted”

- After issﬁancc of charge_ sheet, The DPO ordered for inquiry, which

was accordingly conducted, -wherein, the Inquiry Officer had given his

the enquxry officer held the’ appellant guilty, While in the statement of

aliegations, thc District Police Ofﬁccr, Haripur has held that the

. findings that on 02. 08 2022 the appellant had arranged sound system, |

appcliant had arranged “Majlis” at his home. Besides, nothing has

- -been specified in the statement of allegations as well as in the inquiry

report that there was any illegality or objectionable act, committed by

- the appellant in the said Majlis.

06. - As the appcl}ant “was-proceeded and pcnahzcd for his aileged R

holding Majhs and there is ncthmg in the inquiry report regardmg any

| 1licgahly of the appellant regarding the above occurrence, thcrcfcrc,'

the appellant seems to have been pcnahzcd for anothcr mcldcnt and
not the one he was' charged with. The Inquiry Officer fallcd to collcct
any evidence- rcgardmg the- allcgatlons leveled agamst the appeliant.
No witness was cxammcd by the lnquu-y Ofﬁcer thcrcby depnvmg the
appeliant of cross-exammatmn and thus unfalr treatment was mcted

oul. The whcle proceedings; cspecially, the mqun-y procecdmg is thus

* full of dents, hence, nct 'sustamablc.

07. The Supreme Court of Pakistan in & case reported as 2023
SCMR 603 titled “Federal of Pakistan through Chairman Federal

Board of Revenue FBR House, Islamabad and others™ held that:

3 d HINEI’{ ’

abchrea by

‘i ol [;u"}r"r 4
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~ Service Appeal No. 28042023 tlifed “Syed Abdiwlioh Hydder versur Provinciol Polive Officer. Kigher )
Pokhtimidnia, Peshawor and others”, decided on 24.06.2024 by | Dm.lfm Bcndc mpri:hg of Mr. Koltw hd

Arshad Khon, Chetremn. aind Mr. Avrong=b Kkatick, Memb l. Khyher kiwa Service
Tribunal, Peshawor of Camp Court. Ahbotiabad,

“8. The primary objective of conducting departmental
- inquiry is lo- grasp whether a clear-cut case of
misconduct is made out against the accused or not.
The guilt or innocence is founded on the end result of
 the inguiry. The learned Service Tribunal may
| ' observe whether due process of law or right to fair
| trial was followed or ignored which is a fundamental
5 - - “right as envisaged under Article 10-A of the
Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 |
(“Constitution”). In a regular. inquiry, it is a ‘
. precondition that an evenhanded and fair opportunity
should be provided to the accused and if any witness |
is examined against him then a fair opportunity ‘
C.A.33-K/2018 5 should also be afforded to cross
examine the witnesses. In a departmental inquiry on x
the charges of misconduct, the standard of proof is
that of balance of probabilities or preponderance of
evidence. Where any authority regulates and performs
its affairs under a statute which reguires the
compliance of the principles of natural justice then it
should have been adhered to inﬂexibly.
12. As a fall back argum d counsel for
|
|

the appellant insisted that tf rhe Ieamed Tribunal had
detected some discrepancy or lacuna in the inquiry
proceedings due to non-recording of evidence or not
affording the right of cross examination to the
respondent, then the right avenue was to remand the
matter to the competent authority fo conduct de nove
inquiry, _rather than _gronting the relief of
- - reinstatement with conversion of major penalty into
minor penalty. In our considerate insight, the remand

of a case to the lower fora_cannot be claimed as g'
vested right, but it is always the province of the Cour

or Tribunal to first figure out whether any materm
error _or defect was _committed by the Court in the

|

order or judgment which really and adversely a{Zected " i

the corpus of the case and caused serious prejudice or |
injustice _to the party requesting remand on _some

essential questions of law or facl which was ignored
by the courts below while deciding the lis. In our

analysis, we have not found any error on the part of
" the learned Tribunal, rather it is the inquiry officer

who had committed grave procedural errors. We are

sanguine that the inquiry officer cannot be expected.

to be trained as_a judicial officer, but when the

inquiry is. canducfg under some statute or enabling
rules, then it is the onerous duty and responsibility

Page4-
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Service Appeal No, 280/2023 riried ‘.S)ué Abdvtiah Hyder wersis Provinciof Poiice Officer, Kiyber

f . Pesh and athers', decided on 24.06,2024 by Divtsion Bemck comprising of Mr. Kalim
Arshad Kb, Chairman, and Mr. Aurongoeb Khanak. Mewber Judicial. Kipher Pakhmihry Service

" Tribunal, Peshaear at Comp Covrt, Abbottahad.

0[ the inquiry officer that he should be conversant
with the applicable rules before accepting and

performing the task of an inquiry officer and should
also observe the principle of natural justice and due
rocess of law. Due fo the defective inqui

(deliberately or-undeliberately), the ultimate sufferer

would be the department which initiated the
departmental __proceedings on__the charges of
misconduct, Sometimes by dint of patent faulls,
blunders and/or procedural lapses, the accused is

exonerated with the blessing of benefit of doubt.
While conducting the inquiry, the procedure and

~ parameters provided under E&D Rules should have
been followed. The purpose of remand is not to
provide an opportunity to_rectify the lacunas or
deliberate _omissions _or violations _in_the inquiry
despite __availability __of __unequivocal __rules
enumerating the procedure for guidance of inquiry
officer. However, we feel it appropriate to note down
that the matier of a departmental inquiry should not
be conducted in_a carsory or perfunctory manner
and in _order ip -improvise the-norms and standards
of departmental inguiry under- the Civil Servants

" Act, 1973 and E&D Rules or-in_ other enabling

- Rules, it would be advantageous that a “Handbook”
of inquiry procedure be compiled by the appellant
with the excerpts-of all relevant-Rules including the
rule_of natural justice and due process of law
enshrined under Article 10-A of the Constitution for

- the step-by-step help and assistance of inquiry
officers or inguiry committees so that in future, they
may be well-conversant-with-the precise procedure
before embarking on. _the task of an_inquiry and
conduct  the inquiry _ proceedings __without
ambiguities.”

08. Therefore, the instant matter could mot be remitted for Glling

- the lacunas, especially when there is no solid ground for penalizing

the appellant. The whole 'propess shows that the impugned action of
the depattment was not justified.

09. In view of the above situation, instant service appeal is

-—

accepted. The impugned order dated 20.10.2022 is set aside and the

: X FTRC D
Khyiver Paiblaustin s
Serviee Trihunn?
Feabhawar
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Senl'ee Apeal No. 28072023 tiled “Swed Ahdullols Hyder versus Provinckal Pofice Oﬁ‘mr Kinber
- Pakitunfnse - Peshowar - ond others ™. duia&dar?‘f)d.?ﬂ?(bj ﬂmllrm meﬁhgqfﬂr Retirn
7 Kiyber . P Service

Arshed Khan,. Cholrman,-and  Mr. - Asrongeeb - Khorak, « b
Trituinol, Pesharar at Camp Conri, Abbottahed, :

 appellant is reinstated into service with ail back benefits. Costs shall

follow the event. Consign.

10, Pronoun‘céd'_in open Court at Abbottabad and given under our

. hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 24" day of June, 2023.

- KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman
_Camp_ Conr_t, Abbottabad

AURANGZEBM

L e Member (Judicial)
st ¢ VES7leyy © Camp Court, Abbottabad

nct Annhmhaﬂ--—--— PZ '7 %

-~ s !"‘JJ"""

Tots ‘l---" —raey S

: . —
Nawme T : Vg/ 77
Date of Cosnphat 0™ 7 . (?3/7 /’)?
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Dta o7 _ '
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25“‘ Apr. 2024 l.- Appellant hx'persoli- present. Mr. Amf Masood -Ali" Shah, |

| Dcputy District Attomey for the wépondents present. o |
2.  Former made a request for ad_]oummcnt as l'us oounsel was
not. available today. Adjoumed To come up for arguments on

24.06.2024 before DB at Camp Court, Abbottabad. P.P gwen to

. (Muhammﬁd Akbar Khan) | (Kalnn Arshad Khan)
" *Mutazem Shah * : ~ Member(E) - - Chairman . _
Camp Court, A/Abad Camp Court, AIAbad

: v B
. ‘;“.\ e ."\ )
“'5&( 5 wﬁ:% * the parties.

-

- 8.A No.280/2023

CORDER |
24“’ June. 2024 . Leamed counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif

Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the

i respondents present and heard.
2. | Vide our-de_tgiled:judment of today placed on file,
instant .service-a.ppeél' is accepted. T ﬁe impugnbd_ order da_ﬁgd.
20 10. 2022 is set aside .and the appellant .is rema;.tated into

'scrv1ce with all back beneﬁts Costs shall follow thc ‘event,.

Consxgn
3 Pranaunced in apen Court at Abbottabad and given .

under our-hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 24" day of

June, 2024.

(Auran attak) -
Member (J) . Chairman
Camp Coutt, Abbottabad ~ Camp Coust, Abbottabad

*Murazen Shah*
3
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' DISTRICTPOLICE: OI'I'ICER ' . me
HARIPUR
Ph: 099*—920!00)’0[ Fax-09956147 4, Email:-dpoharipurl@gnruil.com

ABBOTTABAD ON SERVICE APPEAL NO.280/2023.
- 1n compliance with the AIG, Legal, CPO, Peshawar office letter No. 371/Legal dated 25.01 2024

The meeting of the Scrutiny Committee was convened at the office of undcrsngned on 29.07.2024
at 03:00 hours. The following participants attended the meeting:- '

-

1) Mr. Muhammad Gulzar, DSP, Legal, Haripur.

2) M. Shah Jaban, DSP HQrs: Haripur. :

3} ' Mr, Yousaf Khan, DSP Investigation Haripur.

4) M. Ashraf Khan, Office Superintendent DPO Office Haripur.

5) Mr. Kashif-ur-Rehman Incharge, Estabhshment Branch DPO Office Haripur.

Jud;,ment of honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Peshawar, Camp Court,

: Abbottabad on Service Appeal No.280/2023 titled “Syed Abduliah Hyder, Junior Clerk, Dlsmct Polige,
. Harlpur 1/0 Village & P.O Changi Bandi, Tehsil & District Haripur VS Provincial Police Officer,
i ber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others”was gone through in detail and relevant record was perused. .

The appellant namely Syed Abdullah Hyder, while posted at Pay Branch, DPO Office Haripur, involved
in cases vide FIR No.345 dated 06.08.2022 w's 188 PPC/ % LSA PS Saraj Saleh and FIR No. 349 dated

- 09.08.2022 u/s 504/505/506/188/298/295-A7153-A/147/149/7-ATA/16 MPO PS Sarai Saleh, that he held

itlégal “Maijlis™ at his home without obtaining any information from the competent authority. The
appeltant was discharged from the case vide FIR No.345 dated 06.08.2022 u/s 188 PPC/ % LSA on ‘
rechnical/legal points on the application of Special Public Prosecutor, Haripur. However, in the
dlschargcd order, it-was not mentioned that the appellant had been acquitted humbly from the case. Itiis
also wonh mcnt:omng that the case vide FIR No.349 dated 09.08.2022 u/s 504!505!506!188!298/’295-
A/153-A/147/149/7-ATAN 6 MPQ PS Sarai Saleh is under trial in the competcnt court.

‘The case was contested and the honorable Service Tribunal, Camp Court, Abbottabad vide its
judument dated 24.06.2024 accepted the service appeal by set aside the departmental punishment and

' dppeuant is remstdted in service with all back benefits.

Since, the matter is of lmportant nature,.therefore, the scrutmy committee unammously decided
that the case is fit tor T:lmg of CPLA m the Apex Court and recommends for doing the ncedful in the
mattu
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