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For Petitio.srs
Mr. lftikhar Hussain Advoci'tte a/w Mr Fazal M Sher&ani Advocate
Mr. Mehfoozyar Khan Advocate
l\.4r. Shafqat Zaman Advocate
Ms. Fozia Rasheed Advocate

For Respondents
Mr KafeelAhmed Abbasi Deputy Atlorney General
N/r Hussain Bohra, Assisiant Attorney General.
l\.4r Muhammad Zubair Advocate
Irr. Javed Hussain Advocate
Mr. Mohsin lmam Advocale
I/r Muhammad Aqeel Qureshi Advccate
N,4r. Azam Nafees AD (Au,1,t) I I O I & l-lR Karachi

Admittedly, these pelitionr primarily seek to vitiate criminal proceedings
pending trial bBfore the compelent courvs, and have mter alia obtained the
concession ol bail as an inlerinr measure, before the civil tax banch of this
Court. The crux of the petitioners' case is that notwithstanding lhe registlation ol
criminal proceedings, vide the respeclive FlRs, and submissaor ol challans
before the competent trial courl. il was incumbent upon lhis Colat to delermine
the viability ot lhe criminal proceedings and regulate th. custody of the
accused, wa,b exercising jursdiction under Article 199 of lhe Constitulion.

This Court has disapproved of such unmerited recoLiise ta w.il
jurisdictior i. Syed Jawad Arshad vs. Federation of Pakislan & Alhe$l
("Arshad"1aad hald, in view ot a preponderance of binding authority2, lhat the
ordinary coxse of criminal proceedings could not be allowed to be deflecled by
resort to wrii iiraisdiction as lhe statutory fora are competent to determine the
viability of the relevant crimt.al proceodings and regulate the custody oa the
accused. lt is observed that the l?lio of .4/shad is squarely applicable herein

ln view heteof and in mll,rtls muldndis application of the reasoning and
rationale so assigned in ArshaLr. it is found that no case has beon set {o(h
before us lo marlt the invocalior of the discretio writ jlr,sd;rtion oa lhrs
Court; hence, the subject pellti(llrs, along with applications, are h?reby
dismissed. The otJice may plac. a copy hereof i h listed petitjon
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lrrdSmenr d.ted 03.09.2021j cp 0 1o83 of 2020
t a.b.fitnad Abbasl ts sdo enaa xahu a orners ropcde! as PLo 2oto sdp,oM card 969. Pe, Hair^r.t
,aaa,ra,t J. tl Ghulafi Uutunnad vs Muzamna! Khan & Ott:66 ragrdea as Pro ,967 srpftne Coun 31 / Pet kta.l
&16: &a3rh J n ANul Rehaun tutwa vs Su[a, E Orhe/s Gponei ai PLD 19E1 SC 522 Pet I'luha'rn ad Alb'
Znlat ,/. ia Abnd Ak aln v. Srf.td Juqa ?custang Lanom E Olhr.s E Olhrls r.po.l€d a. l9a2 scMR 522, A t'tabr,
Arrr.t rs Ar(6 S6on Chrs!,r, ll Ooe/s.epo.red 5s PLD t992 suplonc co$ 3*. ?at chaudttry tja. Ah e4 ! /'
,.1 s&d.rxhrr,id sr,'ern vs $rhaiun,d ashtal & aha.s t.podsd as 2006 sc{,a rtr?
t Par $oz u ansan ,t in sr6d ,q05, Hr,ssa Stisrr Gr!r& vs PEc a olne.s Gp.nen a. 2021 scMR 425. Mthanvnd!
Fia, t<han vs Ajns/ t<han & A!,a&./,.po.ted as 241, saM/? ,05
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