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2 The petitioner's c xl 1 has contended that the
petitioner's casto i.e. 'Bha 5 covered under Vimukt
Jati whe are given faeili'bim the State Govt, of
Uttar Pradesh at par with Sﬁhaﬁ ?ét_'?'*f-‘:va,;}- ‘But the
petitioner has not shown to us 1 *"?L‘?‘E sion of his
caste in the list of scheduled ;ﬁa;ae‘.h.
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that the petitioner did not belong to S I, category

the obldler cancelling the offer of app:
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