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The quaﬁtinh of low pregsed in this second

Eppeal is that the comits below eroasly erred in

rﬁlying upnn Yx=88 order in pon-saiiing the lalntiff,
That is :an order »agsdd by the concerned euthority
onder seso. 29 nt the E.l.fR..et. Tt i® at:ted that
the sni!  order wae passed with:iut {mp]eadiﬁg the
Qlﬂjptiff. The order 1& sald tobe bad for this
rnn;uﬁ and fer viclatirno of netural justice. The
Torward
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Plalntiff'a reeedy in to get Lx-A5 deciared

inoperative and not biwdinhg on him in aprrepriate
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