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This bunch of petitions involve issuance of show-cause notices for
consignments categorized as Afghan Destined Transit Cargo. Apart from
this bunch, earlier a number of petitions came before different benches
of this Court and were disposed of accordingly. Learned counsel for
petitioners however submits that now adjudicating forum has already
been carved out/established and the matter ought to have been referred
to such forum for adjudication and this itself cease the jurisdiction of

the officers who issued impugned notices.

We have heard the learned counsel and perused material

available on record.

In substance petitioners have challenged show-cause notices
under Article 199 of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.
Apart from issue in hand, in general show-cause notice issue was dealt
with earlier by a Bench in the case of Dr. Seema Irfan v. reported as PLD
2019 Sindh 516 and the applicability of the referred case would score of
jurisdiction of this Court insofar as show-cause notice is concerned as it

does not fall within the exceptions carved out in the judgment.

Apart from it, identical show-cause notices, as referred above,
were dealt with by a Bench of this Court in CP No.D-5258 of 2013 and
the same was disposed of with directions that the petitioner may
approach the authority concerned and he (petitioner) may be given fair
opportunity of hearing. Similarly, learned Single Judge in Suits No.254
and others has also, while relying a judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court
passed in Civil Appeal No.36 of 2006 dealing with the identical show-
cause notices, left them (plaintiffs) to the jurisdiction of the authority
issuing notices, however, they were given opportunity to raise question

of jurisdiction and limitation, apart from the merits of the case.

Similarly, petitioners herein are also sailing the same boat

however with reference to additional question of availability of
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adjudicating forum, they are also at liberty to take such defence while
responding the respective show-cause notices and the authority may
decide the queries raised in the show-cause notice in accordance with

law after hearing the petitioners.

With these observations, petitions are disposed of accordingly

along with pending applications.

Office is directed to place copy of this order in all connected

petitions.
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