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Mohammed Laffar, J 
 

This Order is pertaining to the application dated 14/09/22 made by the learned 

Counsel for the Petitioners in terms of the Rules of the Supreme Court Rules 

1990, seeking leave to appeal to the Supreme Court against the Judgement of 

this Court dated 29/08/22. 

In summary, the Petitioner has challenged the Economic Service Charge imposed 

on him by the Respondents for the year of assessment, 2016/2017. Having 

scrutinized the petition, affidavits, documents, objections, written submissions 

and the oral submissions of the learned Counsel for the Petitioner, and the 

learned Additional Solicitor General who is representing the Respondents, this 

Court decided to dismiss the application on 29/08/22, on the basis that the 

Petitioner is liable to pay the Economic Service Charge for the year 2016/2017. 

The learned Counsel for the Petitioners are seeking leave to appeal against the 

said Judgement upon several questions of law as set out in his motion dated 

14/09/2022. 

We heard the learned Counsel for the Petitioners in support of this motion, we 

heard the learned Additional Solicitor General who appears for the respondents 

as well. 

Having considered the impugned Judgement of this Court dated 29/08/22 and 

the oral submissions of the learned Counsel for the Petitioners and Respondents, 

we are of the view that there is no substantial questions of law to grant leave to 

appeal against the said Judgement. 

Thus, leave is refused without costs. 

 

 

 

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL 

 

S. U. B. KARALLIYADDE, J. 

I agree. 

JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL 


