09.2023 1. l.carned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Mubammad

Jan learned District Attorney for the respondents present.

2. Arguments on amendment application heard. Appellant through
“instant application scck amendment to the extent to allow him to
complcte his continued public service upto 60 ycars of retirecment as
~ fundamental rights guaranteed to him under Article 9, 18, 25 and 27
ol the Constitution as per dicta set by Supreme Court of Pakistan in
Jits reported judgment 2010 PLC (C.S) 820. Learned counscl for the
“appcllant argued that he just want to amend the prayer part mentioned

abovc without changing substance, character of the case and causc of

T

action sct out in the appeal. He further argued that from the intended
amendment neither nature of the appeal nor cause of action will be
change. On the other hand, Icarned District Attorney argucd that
appellant is cstopped by his own conduct and through the instant

application for amendment, he just to delay/linger on the matter.

~

3. Having regard to the arguments of learned counsel for the
‘appellant as well as fearned District Attorney for the respondents, we
come 1o the concluston that order-vi Rule-17 confers power upon the
court to permit the party to amend his pleading subject (o; {irst from
the proposed amendment, nature ol appeal and sccondly cause of

action will not be change.

4, - In the instant case from intended amendment ncither nature
nor causc of action will change and addition in the prayer will not

alfect the merit of the case, therefore, application in hand is aceepted.

’A’alcvwﬁdl;‘

?

3 Appcellant is directed. to submit amended appeal within a “weck.
"!_é-‘;g ‘. Adjourncd. To come up for arguments on 18.01.2024 before D.3. P.P
133 .
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