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OL That, the impugned or-
der is contrary to the law, facts
and circumstances of the case.

02. That the learned trial
court failed to appreciate that in
the applications/ responses sub-
mitted by the petitioners, the pe-
titioners have accounted for non
production of the documents and
therefore, the learned trial court
was not right in directing filing
of affidavitsonissueswhich did
not lie within the domain of the
learned trial court. From the ob-
servations madein theimpugned
order, it appears that he learned
Magistrate is conducting a rov-
ing enquiry against the petition-
erswhich isnot permissible un-
der law.

03. That, the impugned or-
der isillegal and improper in as
much as the learned trial court
ought to have restricted the ad-
judications of the application
ws 91 of Cr.PC. in terms of the
authority given to the learned
Magistrate under the said provi-
sions of law.

04. That, the impugned or-
der isimproper in as much as it
further flairsup themalafidein-
tention of the respondent No.1/
complainant to wreak personal
vengeance against the official of
theOICL. Thelearnedtrial court
ought to have taken into consid-
eration the ulterior motive of the
respondent No.1 in pressing
upon the learned trial court to
make such observation.



