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(10) 799 J fa Quaas &= HHfent fiee # feere Uer dfor H, B Hger an

&8 f8g® udT J| HaeT Jn &9 HEd U3™ *3 Udtnad € eaT g€ d4 fe3r famrr Ji
FII UHEIIST ©aT A1t It Y'gHaT WigHTd 9€ o3 IIE WTed § 9€ 94 f83T Aer J
3t feg mifgags §3ges< & mual feferradt & dan At Jue &t nifamr €< €
g979d Jar # {7 f€q I9-Tgat eu@T J2ar M3 waleaiet mruet srugerdt, AfgHdt #t
fon I3 a9 F9d &4t I AFE! YmUden € Guedl & aeUTH 996 M3 WasT € Huest
QYT & II6 TS fefenradnt § dan e e B &t foeamms fedt ardt 3

(11) ymaaa3T € Tdts enrar Un it aredhut 39 83t 3 »idl <urge Je,
fom gm <% forrar Stz fapar Ht fa erymT g9H w3 for &% 93 eRsTed ot At =ar
&% A9 J96 &9 fours & fE3 e Ids, udtaaadsT g efudt fiig &3 fés famr J
faGfa €g fom '3 Ty st & Aot fan I3 Jon et uzm w3 for S9s J9d Mes3
& BH € 5o BEt miBeT Trdter 31 feg udths frmfrer 39H '3 mrurfazs J fAn & 986 &t
It AHTEs &t I UdmaadsT & 8F € »muE i3 &t Afadt e Shodr famr 31 famge
Het € witfls e4® €7 €mieT 996 3 Ufgst udtnad & ga9d HI fg §9 yrusen € y=at
dt fimrs 3% A9 91 udtHad fen rey fe @ 3ge3=t & fhae fom =t fiieg adt
fgar waer fatfa §33e3< 3 o GHiees € sars &t ymiden & &3 3
SHgnie™ J13T JI 799 feg €818 g9d99 dfde st Aiet J, 3F nwiar Gffeeat &
T v fe9 ualeafiet & as3 grae € wug '3 v OHleedt & eugT g 3
feaara gg fagr aean fon ot udimaaasT © Uy 3 T aF Aes &9 ot 79 &t 31

Suda3z 3, »irt fde udths feg It g adt B9¢ »3 ferg yrdw a9 fee Til
WA HLE

N3G HEl w3 #THT JgIHT 7.7
gaH
UATs w3 397 @1 9, - E39e737
2000 " CWP 383 10710
23 3294, 2000

F93 € Hlewd, 1950 - F&. 22 #-yag AFas ewsT Y, 2000—
WHE AT B em8 B yHIGEH
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dTH - farae gt € mdls eud Bl #ar e T8 udIHad - 37 31 8396737 35T 5 &
BT STgH 9 farae Bl € mdls BFe emfe €7 A3 637 »3 &7 It EAd e7aH € 318
fomae get Aacifede Ay #1357 - BRd 3317 Wiz J& 3 gme Jf farae gt € »dis
WS T YR J137 yer Yt e yTrlaeH € Bugy ©f USST 3T 98- YHUGSH €
Y & @Bl goe I8 € 39737 3. 5 3 e [opT €S ge J9 237 o — [grae
Rt € wdfis yinaa & e fap el

HIgw 7er 3 fa ymlden € Guddt &g Jet va adt afg wier 3 fa Svffleest
2T WAl TOH AT JI8T BE € U™ faguas 13 a® Isl ufas us™ '3,
SHfteegt ¥ YA U3dt i3 BTt W € 3% PMET, 2000 &8 gwd Je &t migwt
T9H Ire € B3 JEt JI fHE Tue gt et oidts Higmr Afer 3, 3t fow 3 feee,
Sleeg &' f98-U33 € &8 AHIE mETde ©TaT Adt YHTe U33d oH 396 € 83 Jet JI
©39e3 589 5 & PMET-2000 B¢t nusTe! 395 2 f88-U33 € o8 Jet gt Het
w1 Fadifede myr &dt 3T M 8RS B8R uzmi '3 enysT eroH fee feg & adt € it
fg §7 <t et fee esT & gdt 31 ufasdt <@g, OFd famge demardt € 3fa3 mmuer
e GH AH It Ht A€ E73 &3t Uitz I 3 ¥mie § 39973 389 2 § 98 U3d
At

(Ut 9 M3 10)

wdl 1o @ HisH 7Fier I fa Yymiden € Gugat 3 fige feg fHe dfem 7 Ager I

fa Gte=eg <t vasT = foger On it € Hegg feg fizr aer grdter I far enmar

TYE et wigHt erfeg St At I fa€fq feg € »ug I fan '3 &t fige Svffleea 3

It .1 E.-2000 i €=t 3 ug Gn 28 ferfsars fdg yruzs it Afge € mug '3

Ty &t yfafon & arar edle wateafiet »ie Jug Arfefhm, edtede €8 »ifan gu faar

AT J1 fer B, HeU3 waleafid & &1e en3en’ € 578 »aH! STaH A JaTEe ©

T2 usm gt 73, for e 396 fog J fa aateafiet evmar Ardt yrlden fieg aas &t
g3 I »3 fer & Afto adt 77 AT

(uT13)

UTHETIIT 28 TS WS 9398

UPiH ueer@n, 859737 359 2 %3 3 B HeTde!

Tt W3 IH, WmEae, B gges 359 4 B

1 3. o, 8590737 359 5 Bt Hedae A

fegar

HTGH! TGS, 7.

(1) for ydtms fE9 Haety Hw udtnsd & 93w fHw Hgt (FemeesT & 4) i3
HeElY d9 (ARgE3T &: 5) @ @HeT €< Hedt 83937 &: 1 3 3 &t gget 5 € J9s
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Zet AadtGdt € qu e fde & Har At 31 ian elean et € 3fg3 Ams 2000 et
wH.H . d9n (e 'S FF it @4 mfent wier 9)) fer € &% of, §3 FF it €
wifls Ga3 dan fE9 TrusT o< ot Qudas € 3ge3=r @ fume fagen ot Har izt 3

(2) 35 gat T NS TBq1, € T B THAT W3 HId! Madfed F1H4,
Ufenrsr £33 Ans 2000 et i ft dtonm /€t Fowm /.8 i omm. (vmageeard) Sant
(A=¥ &. 2) Uaeg H3as st Sre Jaege Bt (fem 3 ¥mf@ PMET-2000' <+
fenm Ater J)1 fen 3 gmie, §33€3 399 2 € TEIH IHSd & Id F6d €
wateatiet, it zHa, §39e3 593 3 (fen 3 gmie 'galediet @« Afen 7T J) &
wrut 33€ PMET-2000 Sa=m8< &t »ifgaras ft3m

(3) udtHag 3 d19 378d USf8d IS, AITYT &d1d, Bftmrer 3 10+1 »3 10+2 €t
Yy i3t vl Bast € TreT ft amie fHw, ffa #3393 Aoat de € &73, unag
HISTd ©ATTT - MTigs5d &84 10 (42) 3P-96/714 TH3t 16 Aaedt, 1997 evrar UsHs Yyers
At aret Wh g wmarelt € @93 Je 994d- 8319, GHS minadt tht g2 18 weft, 2000 3
yfgst FF §et € 3fg3 PMET-2000 €8 g d< &€t »yet wigd! M7 994 MBBS
Jon &9 Tus sEt gt fedh 25 75, 2000 3 Wi a3t €8 »iq) 81 & 39 FF Het
feg 7=t Hl 7eas deddt € 3fa3 AHH A, don feg Tud =t feeafeg 21
ABTEL, 2000 & M3 It et Bt 22 8T, 2000 & ISt | feeafeSnrt €t AHi-
Araet geg fedt ot ft w3 fom &t 3maftott bt @ €393 & Afes &t dis i 2
& Un €9 7a3a 3fen wrdt 994, udtHag 31 9@, 2000 § 7698 derardt widfls Jeft
FigAfga et gwg Ifen, ud Tue adt & Afanr fatfa Afge fee 228 <f mars yu3
95 T3 GHteeT 8 759% Het »idts €93 dan fieg s fe3T famr Hhl €9 1 nEms,
2000 3 gaT feedfeg et ama Ifenr, fan tHat & Aee. Het AR Iruadht et
nifls & BEt feeafel I 98 tHar a wie derardt midfls f3s Hiet /s, fagt fad €
AdaTdt HSta® arsH, ufents w3 feq Aaardt Agtas asq, »ifzrg fea Hh
feeafel =t gmg adt I° fatfa Ot & Aeds demrdt »idts 893 dan feg erusT fonr
Hh 937 A HEt (78 599 4), AU o9 (A9 &899 5 3 feq fefodr drgr &
mene. deardt »itts 893 dan feg ws fa3r famm udthag 3 < »ig YUz 938
TEt »iaely J9 &t SHteedt de g et ot fem »marg '3 fa G fer At € nidfls
&3ter nacifede o8t J9s e mmes ot Hll ueimad & § 3303 389 2 evar fen
UAHs '3 EsT €< 3 feaarg 99 fE37 famr Ht fa 7€ G feeafel set o dfemr H
3t FF {3t € »idls Hiet ufgst dt gt ad As| Aerged &: 4 3 5 uHadasT
g &It * '3 faar famr J 3 gra3a fHw Hat (Fergem3T &° 4) 1 »am3, 2000 &
e et vitfls TEAfed wet awg adt Ifenm Ht »3 for 5% AeU3 Aadifede/HAT
U33 adt feue va| €n ot warsT, uge w3 €93 dan few mvs I <t ffer @ aas, 61
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T &t wrete. it »ifls €93 don feu Tud met Afge mdt few mvs &t otz
AfeT| §39/fU=3 U339 & {et i3 BHET 99 68 I 36 B9 F it mitts e st &
Aot /ll BAg FF Het € 3fa3 83 39t a5 et fear famr H fabfa Srd 18 wef,
2000 3 #t for 3 ufast Het Aacifeae €t anft avs adt it Ht, /=@ PMET-2000 S€t
maHt T 396 & mradt W3t fAR fa ymlaen feg sanret aret Mt w3 wactfeae <t
fH3t 15 a3, 2000 & 8 39€3T 583 5 ©aT UH H13T famr GHE eu®T € € Mg
&t gerfort 77 AgeT Hl, g&ifa mfaar yHre U39 YHUFEH € »igHd PMET-2000 €
&3 € MsTs 3 gmie gurdT 7 J9s ©f &3 i fegt wet '3, ydtwaaasT & Hieus €t
T 226 € 3103 foH »es3 © miuTgs wfaaTg 8§39 €t Har it

4) UIHT, 9Mans, 9 andt w3 fitus, 91g difde i ista® asm, edtede 3
AeEed 354 | € 39< feust fams wfeg ofis J1 8o @8 vis fedt ot 3 fa osw
fHw W3t (7ere 389 4) feeafe€ T g I Hal 1 »Ems, 2000 & iyt =t '3, 81
& Hoctfedet €t A9 i3t ot w3 fer 3 gwie Or 3 9 IRt € Hagt »idl AeHs =1
feamu Un oftznl feg €9 ot 39 '3 O3 dan =t Ifent fapm w3 Aaadt Astas
T, »37g fed 333t 3 famiml Wi et »ifls grudnrt 35 Hiet et qrasw i et
(729 599 4) & AIad! HElas asH, »ifzHa feg e fEsT famm Mt M3 adft €
Sffeeal, ety J9 (AeeT3T 594 5) M3 fefon dnsT § eugr fE3r fapr Hi Aaardt
HE1a® asq, ufenms nivaety €t Gteedt J -d9 B¢ 3 wene fet 3fa3 3e 93 fasr
famr faGfa 6 3 &fer Aodifeae o8 odf 3 vl 7€ uhag feeafe =<t Un
Jfemrm, 3t FF et € mitts At {36 Hiet udtmaaasT 3 <u Hfge feg GHteerat enmar
It it S| BElU o9 (AeTEET3T & 5) 99 6F <8 &fmr fapwr fg €1 & 833w
&2 3 € HEft, wgeT3 §1959 eIt w3 W et »idts wigH! fEdt M GRa Ubmiete-
2000 &9 472 »ig Y3 13 Asl €T g959 e it 3fo3 e ot & waft fafa
507 3 viqt & SHteedt & feeafel et gafont famr Hh FF et € 3fas3, EFer o
Hidh® 589 4 '3 Ht w3 fer »igrTg, €7 & €93 Jon feg erusT fE3T famr H

(5) vl &g (A= & 5) & v foudt fanrs fiS9 udisg € Uy = fedu
Fafent faor fa fsuet aftaag agemud & §F g vt W3t € »mfes @93 =+
Aacifede €< 3 feaara 99 fe3r Hi, fAH 3795 BH & Tau™3 €< et Hgd Je7 fumm
fer nierg3 e ffa fae udtns) fer g 3 &, 2000 (398 migHdt R/5/1) € gaHt ardt
Aatag &3 famr ot w3 fsudt IHmag, Ige™YT & BF endT T8 mawdl €7 I86
WEHT SHST dd6 Bt fagen faar famr /h feudt afimeg, agemyuag 3 feg 15 o,
2000 = feq yHre U39 wdt 3T (vidt »ma/5/2) ©n 3 et Uiss € Tes @
TITEeT J| O €39e3 399 2 § €33 don ey T met fas U39 € 5% €93
Hactfede Mt Farfen /i §H8 emie i3 f 678 fordes Wewe it € 3fg3 mdt =a
&% migHt fedt ot w3 €°39e3T 589 2 eniar ergsT faar fam Hh

(6) wirt ydHagazgT @ <ofie Hivdt mgar 9398, Ae™esT 399 | »Et s
(1) 1997(5) S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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mFtHEs M3dde 7eds, Ung i sffeg Hig Hw, Aege3 359 2 M3 3 € feees
=fts Ht Utan. ueedgnr & "fent J1 Ifle M3HT 9, §7 39973 589 4 € Tdls w3
Hreg »reht 3 fHareT, ©739e 3T o899 5 2 <di® 94 I8 w3 fde udths < fgaras <t A9
9 9 Ia|

(7) utmsg € Tdts € Hedt fiarfes foo J fa gasw Hw HEl (FeeesT ¢ 4)
g fegr famm e ymlaen € fewdt & Gswe t faGfa §9 1 »@m3, 2000 &
IJUFIs 3fg3 IORfEar B¢t grmg Ifemm Hh FF Jet. ymiaen, PMET- 2000 € U937 6
3 fog mie Jer J fa feeafel € mH, Sviees g Yl U39 »3 Jo &1T ensea Un
95 € 3 It J 3 F TS BT GHEl BT feguras AiFt 7 Al yHUden € U9 6
(& feo feg & faguraz otz famur J fa 7 Srffeerg mftafes it '3 fonadtars 39 '3
T3 J= 9 mines afder 3, 69 Hie et emier 793 a9 e<am 3. s uaHa
39 Ted vy feust fanrs feg 37
©39e3 589 1, & 79 € I fagr J fa ene. gt mifls gudnt f3s et 3¢t
feeafe€ 1 mam3, 2000 & St aret Ht w3 ga3w fHw Hat (e &t 4) Gr st @
feeafel st gmg adt I2 Aal Adl ©F wigAg OF fes Gn €t @t °3 Gn =t feeafet
It aret Ht »3 €7 € Fodifede’ €t 3REld 996 3 gmiE »3 AeWs © feasu g fams
fog Jufentt 6w g e Jerardt 3faz Wifdhn s dan Bt gfenr famr wh €3ge=r
299 | ©dT BT JIE foHfg3 A3 € HEaHd, Ag UHaddsT € Uy 3 §°39e73 594 4
T EHZ T TS § g1 o <! Undft fiET ot warsT Bt s

(8) Comi AU I3 (ATEE™IT &. 5) § €H& €< BEt B 39e3" 5599 2 & &
Tifsd © meu &5 Un ot ot 1 usts '3 nr@e 3%, feg Ymleen € Sy-2y Queyt <
fenf3z 39 '3 A9 995 & 83 J, fan S5 67 <9 faguras was Hues & mHs Jal
I fod mgAg Ts:-

"HI32YIS T3t
1. gefest & fonrs 3% Uz 3 Mruet 98 feu3 feg gaH 33 m3 18 Het, 2000 €t
(et a1g sTed B wateafidt, »itH3rg & 91 .
SHteegt & I95 € B3 J:-
(a) PMET-2000 &8 g9 J ¢t m3 fon g d-»mastéeg PMET-2000, GNDU,
H3HT & Ire Bt nigHt gran (fam €t mirgdt fhat 18 Weft, 2000 )1

(b) feeafel-aH-gys ggH W3 PMET &3t € »ats 3 gmie 15 9&wel, 2000
39 BFUHS, gdtede & 3re &l

2. »yet M3tHe 98 Y3 996 3 g™ ferg Aattm3 fagms fe 9d w3
fora 18 18, 2000 & st YT & Al w3 gmie e fbeafel € i Un

(1) 1997(5) S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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Fdl
3. xx XX XX
4. xXx XX XX

5. 7gd 3t f3-U3T € &% »iyet Qo it U gas € Ae3 o8t &df offsT
d, 3t 25 Hef, 2000 39 GF € aIA-aH-feAf33 »idg IT98 IMaETded & 3|

6. SC/ST w3 I3 Iyt Hait Bt emier U Aacifede € a8 Inastded
PMET-2000, GNDU, »TH313 & A< B¢t »ia+Ht gan g fesm mrer 91 fen
3q, miadt It et € ¥’ B¢, PMET-2000 € &30 € #56 3 gmie
BFUHS, gdtede & St &t 3aetamer anfv AN i i3 7 @8
feeafeG-aH-enysT egH &9 fern fagg & i3 7 Faer J1

7. XX xxX XXX

2. 2HS/EYE Et WarsT

(i) xx XXX XX
(il)) xx XXc XX
(iii) §Ud ©n I® fan & it o7& A3 GHieedt § I feudht mast & udht
Faat IrdtEnt Is:-
(a) U € AN Gffeeg &t BHg 17 7 &t It it 9 7 31 enEs,
2000 & # fer 3 ufgst GHg ydt gaat Itet J1
(b) €9 73 SHieeg fagt 3 99 st fefimt e fa dfhmedt, fefmam,
gieG&H 3 »igaHt fEg 10+2 Ueds =t fon € garg &t ifunr feg
we-we 50% (SC/ST &7 Aeu3 GHteeat @ s &9 45%) 3% »ia
Y3 13 I61 PMET B¢t 85 € War 9=
(c) fEa GHteea 7 waz i B¢t gaag Ifenr 3 U3 famer a3t ez
&t 3 famr J, & wmETet 39 '3 PMET fe9 S € feams fedt &
At 3, ug Brer &t €< dt wiis oftsT arear, A€ €9 Gudas warzr
HJ3 § H3H<S 496 € HY3 UH Jdar| Gudas Uar () feal

(d) xxxx XX.
3. it fad €t g
J9 37" & It migentt Ayt garge &t mirgdt that 18 et 2000 3

3.1UAe AFta® eueT aAe (PMET-2000) f@9 e &< €t Har 998 @&
Sffeeg & ymlaen € w3 g €3 I° faguas mugtans ean' '3 »must
3+t Ire € 83 It
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3.2 (i) SHte=g fg3-U3g gaH & MuE JF &g gaar »3 ferg gue & dm €
% Imam 600 (fge & ® qu®) »3 3. 300 (e f9s | qu®) SC/ST
SHteegt =t nifizHg feu o= war fa gams fsHis sdee o
gfHea™d, Id 376d €< Waleaiiet, »3ng € JIq f&9 IfAeds AD &g
Irgstéed, PMET-2000, 39 &&d €< Waledie! & Ifneds 231
nH3Wg 7 319 378d €< Waledhet, iH3Ha € Jn I8ea '3 18 He, 2000?5
HH 5 <4 34

(11)3g €t A3 fan & Igs 3 e Y3 Jert »iddt & de 99 fear
Arear| 2dt 3 g9 wet fouz fhat »3 Al ovrar #iiisst wateafhet € esr
SHe s (UhiHetdh) € a8eg '3 HU 39 '3 migwftt &t Ay gt w1
ECIUNEY

&2 1. Oteed § g9 foHs 39ec € BB UH »usT ydr &H »3 U3T &
grdfter dI

2. (a) wateafvet gifie feg »igeft & Yt 7t amrae e 2t et Jet faherdt

&t &t I

(b) fa&- U39 &9 A9 TIT AUHE M3 AURE 39 '3 fou & Idfie Ia|

(c) »I=t, 7 far @ U migdht I, d€ a9 fedht Freafin

3.3 At €91 575 39 ¢ f98-U39 g0 € &% Jat fE3 ensed d¢ gfie Is:

a. Steeg Et & Tt ulge-mrarg @it St (67 sarasHa 3) & €
A U SHfees orgr ER3y3 A aeht 98 mi3 fan He3T yus
FBA/MAgs € s enar 3rdla It ot a5 + fer AH Ig g A
fug®t =9 I IT Ts, I3 & f¥q anft Une fiFft 72| fad-u3g, T
I3, IHd-aH-UsTE eaH, feeafeQ gan w3 € f§3-U3d eoH € &8 oHt
A3 A gs, e et aret #qp f<9 aH| GHteeg &t Ireiat BR fonadt
gt AT JFft Arehrt Ittt 95 7 f88 U33 e & 3AE 99 faar
JI

b. wateaht/gas enrar wrdt Afga/afeg Rasdt Hadifede &t fea Inetamer
anft fam fe9 Svteerg <t 7an it Tamret At § (Bt &t 7an it &
et I3 Ag3 AtaTg &dt 3T A=ar|) g wifar Aacifede wateafhdt 3
W&ﬁﬁﬁwﬁl/éas m/m@ﬂgﬂtr&?ﬁeaﬂaﬁﬁéaz IGEREE
feeafe® € mH won 3t TomGe T waleafhl/das ewar wdt
HAgsHs/aTed Aasd! Aactfeae €t g anft Un gaat I<dfh

c. FEU3 waledhl/das & F@Amme € flug/mdt 3 wadifede
Indtager anft fer yge set fa Gteea & 10+2 ym st J =f fem €

(1)  1997(5)S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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gargg &t it ayr it wret ardftet 91 2000 fEg 10+2 7 fer € g9rgg &t
ity fe9 A de @& Bffeeat € W fe, feq feguras eaH '3 fusst
g g9 9 ArEr € AfHusndt 3 fer yge Bt i Aadifede My Jaar
Ifter J1

d. Ug®t =79 gwa IT FeA/mrE € AHtus/dt 3 99 »ege € Aey e
Hactfede €t yHifes yurfez At anfh

e. SC/ST #t 39 fomae Het € mifts 98 395 = GHteed 3 for yHlaen €
Has 7 fe9 ufggiaz i3 wigHtg mHde »ifgardt enar ardt Het Aadifeae
dt feq 3ndtager anft Ayt gt wrdtet di

f. U39 . 1/3/95-3PP-11/9619, 3t 6 °5, 1996 (wdandad) fe9 AHs UAe
AJaTg Enit JEfest wigATa UAe fo= rfadt raditfeae <t sadtager anf

frgt ©Hfteerat &1 SC/ST #f I3 Iu<t et & Aadifede »igar utfent famr J
H fa f58-U33 € &% gHS i3 9 Aadifede € 9H MaHTd AHIg wfgerdt
g At &t 3T famr I, € ¥R '3 fegg &dt ozt wream fem B,
SHfeeat & Aew fEdt Aiet I fa B mmud 193 fe Gfes wacifeae/mie
96 7 7 JIQ

32 Hacifede/eraredt dint @dace It AHTE wifgardt emraT 3Rdta St
At grftent Ia|

& 4a. QteeTgt & g Hacifeae Ay &t 998 Idte A¢ 39 wateafet enmar
ferm 39 '3 &t Hiamr ater 31

b. 733 Jet BHteeg 3t Areardt A Aadifede wife Un J9er J 7 GHEl migw
feg Areardt & sarfent 7 guthem Ifem ufen wieT J #f gafegrg et ot
ytfemfr dteT J 3F GHg dan €9 TugT &< 3 9 fa3 Ar=an

c. Mugdtt migeftt w3 fsguraz ittt 3 gmie yuz It wigdnr '3 fegrg
&t dizT wrear w3 GHieeat 3 fast fan HosT € de 99 fegr ar=an

d  xx XX XX

c. XX XX XX
f XX XX XX
XX XX XX

g-

5. PMET 3¢l @arz' w3 MBBS/BDS/BAMS (WadeerddhT) oant &t
THIT,

(1) Sffeeg & Wt fee gwa de =et Sug 39 '3 I9 &8d €<
feu WarHeld. € a3 W3 d= 3 sme MBBS/BDS/BAMS Jdart feg

(1)  1997(5)S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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TS Bel 24 39 '3 fsgura3 »iaHt grart '3 migHt gt udfh wateafiet €
feguras fewHt w3 HI3t & »igHa|

(11) TysT UAe H3las eusT die (PMET) fe8 Yu3 »iat € »ignd fsguas
Sfteerat €t gt tarsT @ wiurg '3 Ayt & 3T AR aaht Hiet @
HHE g, Iudaas € gdq et &g BHleeat €t fan3eg wasr faguras
3t wreath

st & et € e g, BT &t rlfyg GasT 10+2 »iaefia Jor €97 U3
YEds € w3 feguras it At m3 GHteear & Ubiietd feg we-
Wz 35% g Yyru3 o3 3¢ Trdite aal

gt AT /@ A AT /A AT, dort ST TS et wigHt sont € 3%
H'd YHE-U3d gt € Murg '3 grieigas & Har ditdt 7 adt 9, § A3
Jar gmie € us™ '3 i3 9 fan &t 'R '3 fegra adt o3t mr=an

(111)fgaa=e deardt (ies) et fa8 I9s = GHileedt & g gdie wateafht
we J%8 Afet, edlede fod ¥t goH &g »u@ eme 7 fowde it
(ies) & s & war@er wrdler JI HFtas/Ses/mudfed I feg
TYY Bt 4T 39 '3 feguaz gon '3 imn A T a3 T el gEifa
faage Hic '3 Tye B =8 GHfeeg Ubnidtdt st nigHt o9 faaaers <
MUE EMR § TIATEdI

(112) e ¥ U3™ '3 H2 (ies) fEu ot Iudiat &dt oSt aafl/feass
ot fadt aaft farae aeardt € fyse T Hatiar UA™S & JaHT wigH™d
At 575 3T AT

w3 Jfgrer gt dae 1994 € Hizgswdt 389 10053 &1 fen migrm,
It §2t (ies) € GHleea § Qs & Wz € mug 3 M Rt €
Siffeea’ ® a3 ufgst »my it 9 fegrfonr e grdter 9 w3 feg gt
it (ies) feT Hiet Jeafhnfl BTt et feg Siffeea fied Guat & o €
wWEHTG I famrr 31 fog Tysr gran G3ta Aet &t & s d<an arsifa,
&g =g fgude demardt Hie € fuge eug J¢ Bffeeg s ameE e uBm '3

T6ds it &9 3gets &t &3 Araan
(9) ywidaen € §ug fe3 Quant € fenf3s 7 3 fast Jet v &t afg Aater 9
fg GHte=ar evrar f3-U39 eaH M JaEe Bet € usm faguras o3 e as| ufa®
usm '3, §Hffeeat 3 18 He, 2000 & A 5 =4 34 PMET-2000 f€8 Iig I &€t nigwt
T9H YA U39t 3 &1t & € o8 I & 33 IEt 31 Gfleee 5 fasusI € v
AHGE WETIST ©rdT Ardl YH'e U3d ot 96 & 83 gt J1 §H § »idl miaHt gan e
it It Tt BEt e ane €1 83 IEt JI fon € a3 dt, Sffleeet € 39 B,

(1)  1997(5)S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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Agd WarzT Yo UH 395 €7 A3 maH! €9H € 378 &dt 3t 7 Haer J, 3t &3t
FH-ferfg3 »ig 93 25 3da I IMIFTEeT & Ive &t mirfamr fEt aret 31 He, 20001
T UM, 7 fa W eld1.-2000 € a3 Wietae 3 gmie € U™ J, Sffleeat 5 feg
3 g9 edle galeafiet »e Jug wifth, edlede feu feeafe@-an-guar ean 15
T8, 2000 39 7t IgTCT €t B3 J1 , fgwges deard! € 3faz GPHteeg € emie €
wTg '3, GF § € J9 7493 € UseT Idat Ut J, maEr3, feeafeG-aH-msthns gan
feg gt 7t € fiad 39" i3 fere AHIEs feg engreat e anfinft o&t ggaT|

(10) fern an feq, Hien FieT J fa, €398 583 5 3 A< GHS dg 56d €<
wateatiet, »fi3ng fg PMET-2000 €t »iawt fedt vt 3t fg6-U33 € o Jet &
It et € Aadifede Ay &t o3t H ©Fd GF usmi '3 enisT eroH feg feg & ot
aftmr Ht fa g gt fet fiee enst & gdt 31 89 ymlaen & Qudas 83 3 ydt 3
7 d M3 fen 395 O for mey €9 foudt forrs fee mindtags fe3r J1 Gr €
WA, =2 §9 ufast =g Ui 1.d.-2000 Bt »iustet ags ot e dudt Hf, ug
it izt € wmafg3 =93 = Aadifede ot oot 99 A, fafa feg fsudt afhmag,
JdEHYT ogT Ardt st 3T fam Hh feg €€ At Ht A< OFS e wiee3 @ Tus T
833 Hadifede yuz &3, - 3 A&, 2000 € MeH (598 mgHd Md/5/1) BnraT, GRS
©vg T 39 fes /i
15 &, 2000 & gHSI3a WizF3 € »mHig3 € @93 € Aacifede € 3% § 3973 359
2 € T8 Bt 3 U3g9-aH-fEeafe@ eoHl de JHdt € 9nahs 1.8 .uaHd <8
Tifeg foudt s 29 & Gt 3 Afgt mie it 3 falfx Ot 28 faar famr 3 fa
Ay J3 (ASTEET3T & 5) 28 oS it wigHt feg On & »mush Svleerdt T eier
3T i AodEt 839 w3 wirare! Wt @it el fafa €9 FF it € 3fa3 Tuer
&= T3 Sfteeat &t met fiee Midhs =89 4 '3 H, Brs e fesr fomm feg feg &
Tar@er J fa, ufoet =g, §39e37 & 5 3 fagaes deardt € 3fa3 MU emie Br
AH U 137 Ht 7iE BHS A Ui de 3 emie §739e37 8. 2 & niaHt fedt /i

(11) fegst T@3t € Hesag, 8333 &89 5 ot awfiedft a9 @& feges
=dfts 3 18 Weft, 2000 3 sfedaedt @ gu f£9 PMET-2000 &9 oig I wet faa-Usg
M I8 € Ufd® Us™ & 929 J9s T YHUGSH € YEU '3 fegd I35 Sl Ag
Holge Bt It dfim adt S fabfa, GF € migng, 67 us™m '3 gt et =
>H 935 €t 83 gt Hl| ATEed . 2 3 AIed EA3Tedt €1l BH € nigATg, feg g
us™ J 7 Faledidt § a3 g mifsH gu €< e Hee Jdar »3 fer ads dad fen
Aey fE9 yHUgen €9 fsguaz 83 § st Hienm wrer grdter J1 Un 396 &' fedu;
yAsaasT ot aHfeadft g @8 feoes @t ovmar feg doerg 3fte it ot I fa
©39e73 589 5 & YHUdeH €t 7gd3 § IEl-UT J96 € feaws &t fedt 7 maet 3

(1)  1997(5)S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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w3 wfadt EArdt yHiaen € Guatt € user & fiae feasfua I24f, gsfa SHteea.
fon 3 fegrer, GHE ngHTg, 87 39€73T 589 5 € HS § ALId JdaT YHUSeH € Gugyt
& AUS € 99199 J=ar|
(12) '3 AW g<t faat emrar Un ATt ardhnit Sadtt '3 Wit fiegasa, Ae-
AHS J w3 Jida3T &8 fegrg 996 3 gmie, A1 §39e73T 589 5 € Uy 3 yHUdeH €
SueTt Bt 3U I fagHe § ARIAd JI6T HRIS BdeT J| YHUFSH € Heras Sugy
Sug fems feg & i3 famrr J, ug B I feee! 55 fise s, 69 ©
TJ9ge € uH fee & gers fegr arer grdter 31 ymugen € Uar 3 g fog faar faprr
J fa 99 3q" &8 ydtt migentt Ayt gg8e &t »madt it 18 weft, 2000 HH Iradhnt
Hehft vitfls €8 87 emie dd6 @& GHieedt § Areurs 3T famr Ht faGfa fom feg
fagr famr J fa GHteeat & e fagt @ SC/ST #f I3 Iu<t Het € Aadifede muar
ytfen fapur 71t 1 fa fa3-U39 @ o5 143 Aadifede 2 eIH wigHTd AHTY wmfgardt @mrar
7t &t &3 famr H, o fegrfon adt #am feg for 395 J fa GHte=at & »iu@ fd3
&g ndt radifede ot Jas At M J9s & Ae9 et ot vl ymlsen € U9 5 e
feg & faor famr I fa fomges Jeardt (ies) Bt 98 d96 T8 Gteedt 3 fomaes
derardt (ies) Bt MuE € & ™S 3% A I3 38d 2 '3 A 13 AT T
TyBT graH feg T gdter I faguds gaH '3 4d 39 '3 dan f&T s et
PMET &3t € »®s 3 gme 93433 myf 9da e Ail feg »id fasr famr 9 fa
Tyt Hiet '3 Ty &< @8 ffeeg Wk gt et wigdt gav &g < auSags
g myeE ¥mR § Targedll YHUdeH € Budtt feg »ial fog agus it aret I fa
aE € U3™ '3 Het (ies) feu et 3ueisl st oSt medf/feas3 ot fast A<t
feot mast & use & 395 © &I o ger J, feg ymAlsen € Uar 3 feg e famr 3
fagfa foeg mifre 39 '3 €fmr famr I fa wiget, 7 fan & U8 »gdht Is, & 3 a9
fagr ar=an|

(13) ymiaen € Gudas Guent 3, fige feg fife dfenr a7 Haer J fa Svffleea
t GarsT @ fsge €r A © Hegs & iz e grdter I fan ovdT er® &t wigHt
Tfeg it Aret 9 fabfa feg €9 wiog I fam '3 & fge Gvfleea 3 Ut gt & .-2000
& fiftr &2t 3, ug BF 23 feufsars e yuz it ifae € mog '3 ens & Yfafonr
& g gdte wateafhet me Isw Aifen, edlede @8 »ifan gu fasr arer J) fem =,
HEU3 waledidh & d1e ensed € 3% f98-U33 7 ga8< € €< uzm gt
3, fafa wateafet emmar 7rdt ymiaen feg aws € 393 J w3 fon g Afanr st
7 AgeT JI

(14) w3 fen fardtde § fanifeq ens ovraT <t AHgEs fHeer J1 T798 yaag
& UTg Cadias galediie] A8ad w3 Jatfee , (1) feg fage € Uar § e I foy
WEATT ST fapr wt:-

"8. wHEEN WY AJZT S8 UHTS ITH M3 I3, 1993 (4), #mAsHa 673 feg fen

(1)  1997(5)S.L.R. 163 (F.B.)
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nes3 © B9 €5 89 3 YnHlaen f&9 Hge Susar € vrfed w3 geifsa dan
& fegraaT Hh 89 3 feqg fegra fonr fa dan fife e st ardt i3 ymlaen
feg gas & 393z I »3 fen feo et 3uetst adt it 7 maeh o iy
T&H HITTH] eF7de galede! w3 Jat &g, 1994 (2) SLR 581 (Pb. & Hry)
&g fen mee3 € 89 I3 €8 §9 3 feu feua four fa ffq Gffeea &
At @nraT fen AT IrdfteT Jl

(1
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Ty g fEe AuSTet 13 famim I w3 fEq forfas AH '3 BH € »ads A
&= &t foaazs adt fedt 7 At J1 €8 99 3 ufost € g5 g9 feu yaee
feug & Hagdt fEst fa Jan fem Tvs st tos ervsT it 3 ufgst At
A3 ymlaen € migng et Aet grdiet 9 w3 feg fa g ymiden feg
fedt gefezt € »irurg '3 i3 wrer gdter 4, aas € 393, AfYs J7F 95
yar gateatiet ufewrst 1995 (5) SLR 803 (Pb. & Hry.) f€9 gamar fem
WeB3 € 35 59 & frg fegg four fa Tuys wt fifq e wie fidt fiadt 7t
gdtet 3 3 forg smiw e sefen st 7 Aaen . Uss g% §9F evmar
yareTe g feast fegrat € user 1996 € Hizgsmft 589 6756 fEg A3 &t
T e J9 8% 89 e i3t et J1 few 331, fog feuetfen fapr a5 3
fg »mH =g fiftr 1997 Bt A9 g9n9 fe9 mHs Quedt fieg ags &t
I3 I M3 O o mudt v use fF At gt 31 993 © Afeus €
wgae 226 mMdls wfgarat €t =93 &9 wies3s ovar It Ru &t oSt =
Aot 7€ & »iget & Har 996 Tt Jet Aue, fenfas it W3 mat fam €
nfeg Mt YUz gt aeht I 92 379 It 7 far 99 B9 575 Iert
e, G AHi-Aget & ydt 397 578 urser JfiFt et IrdiEt 31 #ag faduse
F-naFtdea A AIHTE mETadt a5 &t udtem I fa fa an < 6t 3 Faer 3,
YHUdeH 7 HY&T 9904 €9 HHS Suddt € migng efed 13T famrm &dt
Hient 77 Ager J1 gdng &t rast &t GsWwe g9q e T migdt &
fige de 3T AT 3

(15) Twmiag feg #qf € Udle 18i &t e 3t ardt J:-

“18. H9aT goHg <t 2uzT A I »3 fene dus & Yfaadt ¢ fen feT wHE
HHfenT &t Ararga3T entgT Aifen AT grdler 3 & 9 winfew 7 a8 @8
VU3 eniaT 1 §Jat feniad et J Aaer 3 # for & wast <t iyt o
Enrel »1g. 1977 HYdIH ddc 2279 feg faguar midhg, 1 engr i3 ae
fadtast & & »%° T fog geg g9er I, & & FEET M3 musret o feg
Adte ggeT JI" 799 feees T var Un it ot €8l 3 Aelae a9
fent AteT 3, At 799 Hag, »dlde’s 9™ FgaH3d galedine], 1995 (1) SLR
80 1E9 f3<tas g ewrar €f arg gzt <t yser fit At I, 3t a7
feere fE9 AU I35 I AredTdt 99Hg feg AHS J| 7dd HY&' 99Hd feg
Hoe feemg g wmaret ufen Fier J, 3 9793 € HieUs € wigee 226 €
witfts Hadt €t 293 J9e JIT fen we®3 envrgr ferg de &3 7 Aaer JI
et fer mes3 3 gdng feus Gudy feg AU g9at udt 7 g+ maet feg 6F

(2)  1999(4) S.L.R. 233 (F.B.)
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& gag feyer uan feg viems3 fen 39t & gt g9 Bt &t I gt
J9e fouH g8 =@t mEraet & gthar sdt Hs Faet m3 & Jf fewn g gamar
foy At I m3 & At fog wess Afeus @ wigae 226 € wdfls madht <t
293 ga¢ JIT »mye fegrat & AHIE wETaet € feurat § g Haet J fam 3
gaHg fanmg &3 J1

(16) uda3z v fdg It arehrt feusnt & e guz™ g8 Fdaea
W8 HUTSH, YA wife (2) € HHS &G wdl 1o fam 31

(17) STz IIat JId, wHl §3Ie3 &. 4 3 TS € Bel B3I 3. 2
€t graeret § gaddrg due Tfl faSfa §33e3 5. 2 & ymiaen fe Hge ygut
OB J9d §39e3 . 5 § ey fesr Hi, GHer ¥y e g9 fe3r famr 1 .
ASEE3T 399 2 § faden fE3r Ater J fa udtiag & 67 € €@ migAd gt et
wifls AFs 2000 Tt MBBS d9n f&g ewr fagr a1 for udtas = faueta At gar
&% 13T AteT J| TH3t Y, BEEt 979 aet men &dt I<ar|

T . WS, g

fSAa&HT:-AETsd g7 fag wigera A3 fapur fanrt
fogst de% HaengH &gt Gast <t wust gmr
feg myse 39 It Huz I w3 forer far 39 €en
Tt oy &t 3T 77 AgeT| AT feardd w3
mfgaras W<t s, fonit fadd = wiargHt ARads
YHTed J2am M3 mHS BT Jds Sl for & 3adg
fadt ar<afh
CEL)

3. 3 Hel w3 »d Hi. g 7. 7.
FETH
MD wateafiet w3 f8q 39, — §39e737
HIsgsT/i 583 14632,
6 ErEg, 2000

93 €7 AIeTa, 1950 - I8T. 226—Yy<H Yifw™ € »rarg '3 d i s (S el) dan
feg evsT—yHaa ©f 53-Y3T & mAlad 93— HaisT et Ha3T € I 318

(2)  1999(4) S.L.R. 233 (F.B.)
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T YHET— WSIRIMNS &7 HagsT das 8T eme—BH Mgid '3 eST Yifomr
utgst Jt 3t aret I — wateattet 3 for Bt SHE ageTeeE € [5ger e fapT Ji
y2masa

(2)  1999(4) S.L.R. 233 (F.B.)



