bDig(iBtally,@igned
Y G ™

SHEEEH#AKSHA
Location: HIGH

COURT OF
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NC: 2026:KHC:38908-DB
WP No. 34547 of 2025

C/W WP No. 32293 of 2025

WP No. 34521 of 2025
AND 1 OTHER

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU

DATED THIS THE 27™ DAY OF JULY, 2026

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.G.PANDIT

AND

THE HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE K.MANMADHA RAO
WRIT PETITION NO. 34547 OF 2025 (S-CAT)

C/W

WRIT PETITION NO. 32293 OF 2025 (S-CAT)
WRIT PETITION NO. 34521 OF 2025 (S-CAT)
WRIT PETITION NO. 34530 OF 2025 (S-CAT)
IN WP No. 34547/2025

1.

BETWEEN:

UNION OF INDIA

REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY
MINISTRY OF FINANCE

NORTH BLOCK,

DELHI 110 001.

THE CHAIRMAN
CENTRAL BOARD OF
DIRECT TAXES (CBDT)
NORTH BLOCK,

DELHI 110 001.

THE ADDITIONAL DIRECTOR
GENERAL OF INCOME TAX

(EXAM AND OFFICIAL LANGUAGE)
DIRECTORATE OF INCOME TAX
(EXAM AND OL) CENTRAL BOARD
OF DIRECT TAXES

MINISTRY OF FINANCE
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DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

EARLIER 5™ FLOOR, MAYUR BHAVAN
CONNAUGHT CIRCUS

NEW DELHI 110 001

NOW, JAWAHAR LAL NEHRU STADIUM
PRAGATI VIHAR,

NEW DELHI-110 003.

4. PRINCIPAL CHIEF COMMISSIONER
OF INCOME TAX (CCA NOW PR.CCIT)
CENTRAL REVENUE BUILDINGS
QUEENS ROAD,

BENGALURU 560 001.

(BY SMT. V. RAJINI, ADVOCATE FOR
SRI PRAMOD B., CGC)

AND:

SHRI B. CHANDRASHEKAR

AGED ABOUT 61 YEARS

S/0 LATE SR. GM, BATTIMALLAPPA
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR (O.L), RETD.
PRESENTLY R/A 5D 802

PROVIDENT SUNWORTH APARTMENTS
BEHIND RAJARAJESHWARI

MEDICAL COLLEGE AND HOSPITAL
VENKATAPURA, KENGERIHOBLI
BENGALURU 560 060.

WP No. 34547 of 2025
C/W WP No. 32293 of 2025
WP No. 34521 of 2025

AND 1 OTHER

...PETITIONERS

...RESPONDENT

(BY SRI T.C. GUPTA, ADVOCATE FOR C/R IN CP.NO.3327/2026

(CAVEAT FILED AFTER FILING OF WP))

THIS WRIT PETITION IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226
AND 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO SET
ASIDE ORDER IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION 170/00095/2022
DATED 05.10.2023 PASSED BY THE HON'BLE CENTRAL
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL (BENGALURU BENCH), APPENDED
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AT ANNEXURE-A TO THE PETITION, AS ILLEGAL AND ALL
PROCEEDINGS IN FURTHERANCE THERETO.

IN WP NO. 32293/2025
BETWEEN:

1. UNION OF INDIA
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY
MINISTRY OF FINANCE
NORTH BLOCK,
DELHI 110 001.

2.  THE CHAIRMAN
CENTRAL BOARD OF
DIRECT TAXES (CBDT)
NORTH BLOCK,

DELHI 110 001.

3. THE ADDITIONAL DIRECTOR
GENERAL OF INCOME TAX
(EXAM AND OFFICIAL LANGUAGE)
DIRECTORATE OF INCOME TAX
(EXAM AND OL) CENTRAL BOARD
OF DIRECT TAXES
MINISTRY OF FINANCE
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE
EARLIER 5™ FLOOR, MAYUR BHAVAN
CONNAUGHT CIRCUS
NEW DELHI 110001
NOW, JAWAHAR LAL NEHRU STADIUM
PRAGATI VIHAR,
NEW DELHI-110 003.

4. PRINCIPAL CHIEF COMMISSIONER
OF INCOME TAX (CCA NOW PR.CCIT)
CENTRAL REVENUE BUILDINGS
QUEENS ROAD,
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BENGALURU 560001.
...PETITIONERS

(BY SMT. V. RAJINI, ADVOCATE FOR
SRI PRAMOD B., CGC)

AND:

SMT. RAJINI T.R.
AGED ABOUT 55 YEARS
W/O SHRI C.N.PREMARA]J
WORKING AS ASSISTANT DIRECTOR (OL)
OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL
CHIEF COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
(CCA NOW PR. CCIT)
CLENTAL REVENUE BUILDINGS
QUEENS ROAD
BENGALURU 560 001
PRESENTLY R/A FLAT NO.165
NHIG B 2ND BLOCK, V™ PHASE
YELAHANKA NEW TOWN
BENGALURU 560 064.
...RESPONDENT

(BY SRI T.C. GUPTA, ADVOCATE FOR C/R1 IN
CP.NO.3326/2026 AND ACCEPTS NOTICE)

THIS WP IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226 AND 227 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO SET ASIDE
ORDER IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION NO.170/00094/2022
DATED 05/10/2023 PASSED BY THE HON'BLE CENTRAL
ADMINISTRATIVE  TRIBUNAL (BENGALURU BENCH),
APPENDED AT ANNEXURE-A TO THE PETITION.

IN WP NO. 34521/2025

BETWEEN:

1. UNION OF INDIA
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY
MINISTRY OF FINANCE
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(BY
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NORTH BLOCK
DELHI 110 001.

THE CHAIRMAN
CENTRAL BOARD OF
DIRECT TAXES (CBDT)
NORTH BLOCK,

DELHI 110 001.

THE ADDITIONAL DIRECTOR
GENERAL OF INCOME TAX

(EXAM AND OFFICIAL LANGUAGE)
DIRECTORATE OF INCOME TAX
(EXAM AND OL) CENTRAL BOARD

OF DIRECT TAXES

MINISTRY OF FINANCE

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

EARLIER 5™ FLOOR, MAYUR BHAVAN
CONNAUGHT CIRCUS

NEW DELHI 110001

NOW, JAWAHAR LAL NEHRU STADIUM
PRAGATI VIHAR,

NEW DELHI-110 003.

PRINCIPAL CHIEF COMMISSIONER
OF INCOME TAX (CCA NOW PR.CCIT)
CENTRAL REVENUE BUILDINGS
QUEENS ROAD,

BENGALURU 560001.

SMT. V. RAJINI, ADVOCATE FOR
SRI PRAMOD B., CGC)

AND:

1.

SMT. MEENA AJAY SRIVASTAVA

AGED ABOUT 58 YEARS

W/O SHRI AJAY KUMAR SRIVASTAVA
WORKING AS DEPUTY DIRECTOR (O/L)

2026:KHC:38908-DB

AND 1 OTHER

...PETITIONERS
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OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL CHIEF
COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX (CCA)
CENTRAL REVENUE BUILDING
QUEENS ROAD, BENGALURU -560001
PRESENTLY R/A F-2, INCOME TAX COLONY
OPPOSITE TO SPARSH HOSPITAL
INFANTRY ROAD,
BENGALURU-560001.
...RESPONDENT

(BY SRI T.C. GUPTA, ADVOCATE)

THIS WP IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226 AND 227 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO SET ASIDE
ORDER IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION 170/00096/2022
DATED 05/10/2023 PASSED BY THE HON'BLE CENTRAL
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL (BENGALURU BENCH),
APPENDED AT ANNEXURE-A TO THE PETITION, AND ALL
PROCEEDINGS IN FURTHERANCE THERETO AND ETC.,

IN WP NO. 34530/2025
BETWEEN:

1. UNION OF INDIA
REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY
MINISTRY OF FINANCE
NORTH BLOCK, DELHI 110001.

2. THE CHAIRMAN
CENTRAL BOARD OF
DIRECT TAXES (CBDT)
NORTH BLOCK, DELHI 110001.

3. THE ADDITIONAL DIRECTOR
GENERAL OF INCOME TAX
(EXAM AND OFFICIAL LANGUAGE)
DIRECTORATE OF INCOME TAX
(EXAM AND OL) CENTRAL BOARD
OF DIRECT TAXES
MINISTRY OF FINANCE
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DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

EARLIER 5™ FLOOR, MAYUR BHAVAN
CONNAUGHT CIRCUS

NEW DELHI 110001

NOW, JAWAHAR LAL NEHRU STADIUM
PRAGATI VIHAR,

NEW DELHI-110 003.

4. PRINCIPAL CHIEF COMMISSIONER
OF INCOME TAX (CCA NOW PR.CCIT)
CENTRAL REVENUE BUILDINGS
QUEENS ROAD, BENGALURU 560 001.
...PETITIONERS

(BY SMT. V. RAJINI, ADVOCATE FOR
SRI PRAMOD B., CGC)
AND:

1. SMT. E. MEERA
AGED ABOUT 61 YEARS
W/O SHRI U. VIJAY MENON
EARLIER WORKING AS
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR (O/L) (RETD.)
OFFICE PRINCIPAL CHIEF
COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX (CCA)
CENTRAL REVENUE BUILDINGS
QUEENS ROAD, BENGALURU 560001
PRESENTLY R/A P-2, PERODY PALACE
KODICHIKKANHALLI,
BENGALURU - 560076.

...RESPONDENT

(BY SRI TARSEM CHAND GUPTA, ADVOCATE)

THIS WP IS FILED UNDER ARTICLES 226 AND 227 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO SET ASIDE
ORDER IN ORIGINAL APPLICATION 170/00093/2022
DATED 05/10/2023 PASSED BY THE HON'BLE CENTRAL
ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL (BENGALURU BENCH),
APPENDED AT ANNEXURE-A TO THE PETITION, AND ALL
PROCEEDINGS IN FURTHERANCE THERETO ANE ETC.,
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THESE PETITIONS, COMING ON FOR PRELIMINARY
HEARING IN 'B' GROUP, THIS DAY, ORDER WAS MADE
THEREIN AS UNDER:

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.G.PANDIT
and
HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE K.MANMADHA RAO

ORAL ORDER

(PER: HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE K.MANMADHA RAO)

The W.Ps.No.34547/2025, 32293/2025, 34521/2025 and
34530/2025 are directed against the order dated 05.10.2023
passed by the Central Administrative Tribunal, Bengaluru
Bench,(‘the Tribunal’ for short) in Original Applications
No.170/00095/2022, 170/00094/2022, 170/00093/2022 and

170/00093/2022 respectively.

2. Since the issue involved in all these petitions is
substantially identical, they are heard together and are

disposed of by this common judgment.

3. The petitioners herein are the respondents and

respondent herein is the applicant before the Tribunal.

4, For sake of convenience the parties herein are

referred to as per their rankings before the High Court.
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5. The brief facts in W.P.N0.34547/2025 are that:-

The respondents were appointed as Junior Hindi
Translators on different dates. In W.P.No0.34547/2025, the
respondent was appointed on 28.05.1992 in the pay scale of
Rs.1,400-2,300/-. The pay scales of Junior Hindi Translator,
Senior Hindi Translator and Assistant Director (Official
Language) in the Central Secretariat Official Language Service
(CSOLS) were revised to Rs.5,500-9,000/-, Rs.6,500-10,500/-
and Rs.7,500-12,000/- respectively, pursuant to the Office
Memorandum No.F.70/11/2000-IC dated 14.07.2003 issued by
the Ministry of Finance, Department of Expenditure,
Government of India. The revised scales were given notional
effect from 01.01.1996 and actual monetary effect from

11.02.2003.

6. Subsequently, the Ministry of Finance, Department
of Expenditure issued Office Memorandum No.F-70/5/2003-IC
dated 29.03.2004, clarifying that the benefit extended under
the Office Memorandum dated 14.07.2003 was specific to the
posts borne on CSOLS and could not be extended to similarly

designated posts in other Departments, establishments or
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subordinate offices. The said Office Memorandum was
challenged before the Central Administrative Tribunal, Calcutta
Bench, in OA No0.912/2014 in the case of Dhananjay Singh v.
Central Excise. By order dated 09.11.2006, the Tribunal
quashed the Office Memorandum dated 29.03.2004 and
directed extension of the benefit flowing from the Office
Memorandum dated 14.07.2003 to the respondents herein. The
said order was challenged before the Hon'ble Calcutta High
Court in W.P.No0.728/2007 and the writ petition came to be
dismissed on 02.05.2008. The matter was thereafter carried to
the Apex Court in SLP (Civil) No0.17419/2009 connected with
Civil Appeal No0.1119/2013 and SLP (Civil) No.37255/2012,

which proceedings came to be dismissed on 25.07.2013.

7. Relying upon the aforesaid proceedings, the
respondents submitted representations dated 04.02.2014 and
25.07.2014 seeking extension of the upgraded pay scales. As
the representations did not result in the relief sought, the
respondents approached the Tribunal. The Tribunal, by order
dated 15.10.2015, disposed of the Original Applications holding

that the respondents would be entitled to notional benefits from
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the earlier admissible date and actual monetary benefits from

17.03.2015, being the date of filing of the Original Application.

8. The respondents thereafter preferred Review
Applications seeking reconsideration of the order dated
15.10.2015, particularly in relation to the date from which the
actual monetary benefits were to be extended. By order dated
06.02.2017, the Tribunal declined to condone the delay of
about twelve years and consequently held that the benefit
would be available only with effect from 17.03.2015, being the
date of filing of the Original Application. The Review
Applications were accordingly dismissed. The Tribunal,
however, further observed that if the aforesaid benefit had
been granted to equivalently situated employees as a matter of

policy, the same could be extended to the respondents as well.

9. The aforesaid orders dated 15.10.2015 and
06.02.2017 were thereafter implemented by the petitioners.
Pursuant thereto, the respondents were granted the benefit of
the upgraded pay scale notionally with effect from 01.01.1996
and actual monetary benefits with effect from 17.03.2015,

being the date of filing of the respective Original Applications.
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The respondents, however, thereafter submitted further
representations dated 11.04.2017, 08.05.2018 and
30.07.2021, relying upon orders passed in favour of allegedly
similarly situated employees by different authorities and
Benches of the Tribunal, and sought extension of actual
monetary benefits with effect from 11.02.2003. The said claim
was subsequently rejected by communication dated

08.09.2021.

10. The said claim came to be rejected by order dated
08.09.2021. Aggrieved thereby, the respondents instituted the
respective Original Applications before the Tribunal. The
Tribunal, by the order dated 05.10.2023 under challenge in
these writ petitions, set aside the communication dated
08.09.2021 and remitted the matter to the competent authority
for reconsideration after taking into account the orders relied
upon by the respondents and after affording them an

opportunity of hearing.

11. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners would
contend that the subsequent Original Applications were barred

by the principles of res judicata, since the very claim had
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already been adjudicated upon in the earlier proceedings and
the orders dated 15.10.2015 and 06.02.2017 had attained
finality and stood implemented. It is further contended that
there was no policy decision extending the benefit of actual
monetary benefits from 11.02.2003 to all similarly situated
employees and that the instances relied upon by the
respondents were only cases of implementation of individual
judicial orders. Reliance is also placed upon the opinion of the
Department of Expenditure permitting implementation of live

orders of the Courts or Tribunals to avoid contempt.

12. It is further contended that the Tribunal, while
directing reconsideration, has virtually treated the individual
instances of extension of benefit as constituting a policy
decision and thereby entered into an area falling within the
executive domain. The petitioners also contended that the
claim was highly belated and that the Tribunal ought not to

have reopened a matter which had already attained finality.

13. Per contra, learned counsel appearing for the
respondents/employees in all the writ petitions would support

the order of the Tribunal and contend that the subsequent
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Original Applications arose out of a fresh administrative
decision dated 08.09.2021 passed upon the subsequent
representations submitted by the respondents. It is submitted
that the Review order dated 06.02.2017 itself contained an
observation that if the benefit had been extended to
equivalently situated persons as a matter of policy, the same
could be extended to the respondents. According to learned
counsel, the subsequent representations specifically brought
several such instances to the notice of the petitioners and
therefore the petitioners were required to examine the material

placed before them and take a reasoned decision.

14. It is further contended that the decision of the Apex
Court dated 25.07.2013 in the proceedings arising out of the
Dhananjay Singh’s case (supra) had already settled the
question of parity in the pay scales and that similarly situated
employees in different regions had been extended the benefit.
Therefore, the respondents were entitled to have their claim
considered on the basis of such instances and that the Tribunal
has rightly remitted the matter for fresh consideration. The

respondents would further contend that the plea of res judicata
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has no application since the cause of action in the subsequent
proceedings arose from the fresh rejection order dated

08.09.2021.

15. Heard learned counsel appearing for the parties and

perused the material on record.

16. The principal contention urged by the petitioners is
that the Original Applications which culminated in the order
dated 05.10.2023 were barred by the principles of res judicata,
since the respondents had earlier approached the Tribunal,
which by order dated 15.10.2015 had adjudicated their claim
and the Review Application thereafter came to be disposed of
on 06.02.2017. The said orders were implemented by
extending the benefit in terms thereof. However, the connected
writ petitions arose out of the subsequent representations
dated 11.04.2017, 08.05.2018 and 30.07.2021 and the
consequential rejection order dated 08.09.2021, whereby the
respondents' claim for actual monetary benefits from
11.02.2003, founded upon the alleged extension of such benefit
to similarly situated employees, came to be rejected. The

Tribunal, therefore, was examining the legality of the
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subsequent administrative decision dated 08.09.2021 and was
not called upon to reopen or modify the orders dated

15.10.2015 and 06.02.2017.

17. It is of significance that, while disposing of the
Review Application by order dated 06.02.2017, the Tribunal,
having declined to condone the delay of about twelve years and
having confined the actual monetary benefit to 17.03.2015,
further observed that if the benefits had been granted to
equivalently situated employees as a matter of policy, the same
could be extended to the respondents as well. Pursuant
thereto, the respondents submitted the aforesaid subsequent
representations, placing reliance on various orders and
instances concerning similarly situated employees. The
Competent Authority considered the claim and rejected the
same by order dated 08.09.2021. It is against this subsequent
order that the respondents instituted applications before the

Tribunal.

18. The distinction between the two rounds of
proceedings is material. In the first round, the Tribunal

determined the extent and date from which the respondents



-17 -

H‘G'KA NC: 2026:KHC:38908-DB
b4 ) WP No. 34547 of 2025
C/W WP No. 32293 of 2025

WP No. 34521 of 2025
AND 1 OTHER

TS e T
CNR: KAHC010744022025

were entitled to the benefit, and the said determination
attained finality and was implemented. In the second round,
the respondents did not seek reopening of the said orders in
the abstract, but questioned the subsequent rejection order
dated 08.09.2021 on the ground that the Competent Authority
had failed to properly consider the instances relied upon by
them in support of their claim for parity. It is in this limited
context that the Tribunal examined the validity of the order

dated 08.09.2021 and directed reconsideration.

19. The order dated 08.09.2021, which was the subject
matter of challenge before the Tribunal, was required to
disclose consideration of the material placed by the
respondents in support of their claim. The respondents had
specifically relied upon orders whereby, according to them,
similarly situated employees had been extended the benefit of
the upgraded pay scales with effect from 11.02.2003. The
Competent Authority, however, rejected the claim essentially
by referring to the opinion of the Department of Expenditure
that the Department would implement the live orders of the

Courts or Tribunals in the cases of the concerned respondents
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herein in all the petitions/applicants or petitioners so as to

avoid contempt.

20. In our considered view, the Tribunal cannot be said
to have exceeded its jurisdiction in directing such
reconsideration. The Tribunal has neither declared that the
respondents are entitled to actual monetary benefits with effect
from 11.02.2003 nor directed payment of arrears or interest.
Further, the Tribunal has not modified the entitlement already
determined in favour of the respondents. What has been
directed is only reconsideration of the claim by the Competent
Authority after taking into account the material relied upon by
the respondents and after affording them an opportunity of

hearing.

21. The contention of the petitioners that the Tribunal
has treated the individual instances of grant of benefit as
constituting a general policy decision is also not borne out from
the order under challenge. The Tribunal has observed that the
expression "policy" occurring in its earlier order could not be
construed narrowly and that the instances relied upon by the

respondents required consideration. Such observation, by itself,
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does not amount to a declaration that a binding policy
extending the benefit to all similarly situated employees exists.
The question whether the instances relied upon by the
respondents were pursuant to a policy decision, judicial
directions, administrative decisions taken for compliance with
judicial orders, or on any other basis, remains open for

determination by the competent authority.

22. It is observed that, the contention of the petitioners
that the matter falls within the exclusive policy domain of the
executive does not furnish a ground to interfere with the order
of remand. The Tribunal has not directed the petitioners to
formulate or amend any policy relating to pay scales. Nor has it
undertaken the exercise of determining the financial or
administrative implications of extending the benefit claimed by
the respondents. The competent authority continues to retain
the jurisdiction to examine all such aspects and to take an

appropriate decision in accordance with law.

23. The plea of delay and laches also does not warrant
interference with the limited order of remand. The effect of the

delay in the respondents' original claim had already been
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considered by the Tribunal while determining the date from
which actual monetary benefits were to be made available. In
the present proceedings, the Tribunal has not itself granted any
additional monetary benefit for the period from 11.02.2003.
The question as to the entitlement, if any, of the respondents
to such benefit has been left open to be considered by the

Competent Authority.

24. The petitioners would, therefore, be entitled to
place before the Competent Authority all their contentions,
including the effect of the orders passed in the earlier
proceedings, the absence of any general policy decision, the
opinion of the Department of Expenditure, the distinction
between benefits granted pursuant to judicial orders and
benefits granted as a matter of policy, as also the question of
delay and laches and any other ground available to them in
law. The order of remand does not foreclose consideration of

any of these aspects.

25. The direction issued by the Tribunal is only to
reconsider the claim of the respondents and to pass a reasoned

order in accordance with law. The Tribunal has not granted the
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respondents any additional monetary benefit, nor has it
directed the petitioners to extend the benefit with effect from
11.02.2003. Further, the Tribunal has exercised the jurisdiction
vested in it under the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 and
has confined the relief to reconsideration without adjudicating
upon the entitlement claimed by the respondents. We,
therefore, find no error in the order of the Tribunal warranting
interference by this Court in exercise of its jurisdiction under

Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution of India.

26. In view of the aforesaid discussions, we find no
ground to interfere with the order dated 05.10.2023 passed by
the Tribunal. The challenge raised by the petitioners to the
order of remand is devoid of merit. The writ petitions,

therefore, deserve to be dismissed.
27. Accordingly, we proceed to pass the following:
ORDER

(i) W.Ps.No0.34547/2025, 32293/2025, 34521/2025

and 34530/2025 are dismissed.



20

H“_:'KA NC: 2026:KHC:38908-DB
Ol it 0 WP No. 34547 of 2025
C/W WP No. 32293 of 2025
WP No. 34521 of 2025

AND 1 OTHER

TS e T
CNR: KAHC010744022025

(iif) The order dated 05.10.2023 passed by the
Central Administrative Tribunal, Bengaluru Bench, in the

respective Original Applications is upheld.

(iii) The Competent Authority shall reconsider the
claim of the respective respondents in all the petitions in
accordance with law, after affording them an opportunity

of hearing, and pass a reasoned and speaking order.

(iv) All contentions of the petitioners as well as the
respondents are left open for consideration by the

Competent Authority.

No order as to costs.

Pending interlocutory applications, if any, stand

disposed of.

Sd/-
(S.G.PANDIT)
JUDGE

Sd/-
(DR.K.MANMADHA RAO)
JUDGE
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