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The General Manager 
Pakistan Stock Exchange Limited 
Stock Exchange Building 
Stock Exchange Road 
Karachi. 

Dear Sir, 

We are in receipt of the attached order passed by the Honorable 5enior Civil Judge Lahore in 
respect of the case filed against NIB Bank Limited by Gulam Mustafa Shad (ex-employee). 

Our lawyers are in the process of assessing the details of the case and we will make appropriate 
disclosures as and when the position is clarified. 

You may please inform TRE Certificate Holders of the Exchange accmdingly . 

Company Secretary 

Encl: As above. 
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Shabl'd Ali K!?..nkh~ 

'I'l~is is fi'w11 suit, bc ~cyislcrcd. 

2, Preliminary argyments heard, Record perused. 

3 Alongwith the suit, the petitioner/plaintiff has filed an applicatioll 

U/O 39 Rule I,  2 JJPC for grant of ad-hterim.injunction which is duly 

supported by an afdidavit. The pctitionerlplaintiff contends that he 

alongwitlr otller staff of SAM department oT dafcnda~t No.1 iichicvcd 

- the targct given but i1zdntives in this re@ has not been given and 

Athout sddr&sing the grievance of the plain&ffand bthcr ernployces of 
SAM dc&tmu~t pmkrrcd to wll Lljc EODM on 23.01.2017, Tor 111cr~cr ' 
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rioW they,have again called EOGM on 1 1.05.2017. Learned counsel for 

Qe petitioner/plaintifF has submittad that the defendant No.4 is just a 

proforma defendant, hence notice to the defendant No.4 is not nmssary. 

The petitioi~cr/plaintiff is seeking injunctive order against said EOGM 

dated 1 1.05.20I7. The contenti011 ixised by learned c unsel for.,thc 4 I 

pet; tior~erlplainti ff needs consideration, Therefore, 

' 'afidavit and other appended documents, subject to 

quo qt~a thc stlit plwpcrry bc miiirlk~inrsd t i l l  ncxl. 
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(Shahid hfhyarI 
Civil Judge 1' Class,,&aPae 
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