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therein. Consequently,. we find no substance in the said appeals and

revdzions before us, which are hereby dismissed.
) > = ([alo"

JUSTICE HAZIQUL KHAIRI
CHIEF JUSTICE

JUSTICE DR. FIDA MUHAMMAD KHAN

JUSTICE SALAHUDDIN MIRZA.

Approved for reporting.

| R
Justice Hazigul Khairi
, Chief Justice.
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Our attention has been drawn to a typing mistake which has

crept in the eighth line of para 14 at page 11 of this judgment wherein
instead of Article 199 Article 109 has been typed. |

2. We order that the same may be corrected to read as Article 199.

/ I
JUSTICE HAZIQUL KHAIRI
Chief Justice

JUSTICE DR. FIDA MUHAMMAD KHAN

JUSTICE SALAHUDDIN MIRZA



