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CHAPTER- 2

QAZI HUSSAIN AHMAD IN THE SENATE OF PAKISTAN,
1990-1996

As already mention in the previous chapter, Qazi Hussain Ahmad was chosen as a senator in the
first time in 1986-1990, in his first period he did not complete his 6 year tenure as a senator due to
parliament was dissolve in 1990. He selected as a senator again in 1990-1996. He completed his
tenure as a senator and resigned in 1996 against the corruption of the government of PPP. After the
resignation Qazi started movement against the corrupt political system in Pakistan. According to
Main Tufail, Qazi Hussain Ahmad was a very competent parliamentarian. He played a vital role in
the first period of the senate to made legislation and gave a lot of work as a senator in the favor of
Islamization. He did not hesitate presenting the motive of his party (Islamization). He opposed
those bills which were presented before the House just to hurt the fundamental rights of the citizens
or restricted the Nizam-i-Mustafa in the country. This is clear from the debates of Qazi Hussain

Ahmad in the Senate of Pakistan.

2.1- Kashmir Issue and Qazi Hussain Ahmad

Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought to raise a discussion about Kashmiri people and Kashmirian rights:

Point of order: We have all forgotten Kashmiri people and we are all silent about Kashmir issue. Before me Jatoi Sahib
said that Kashmiri people have made example three months before to boycott Indian parliament but Pakistani media
remained silent. when various newspapers from Sarinagar and videos made various agencies came here in Pakistan
then we knew” Fire in Kashmir” and blood is everywhere in beautiful vale. After that, I informed foreign minister but
no vain and even our prime minster did not like to talk. Rajiv Gandhi said in front of him that there is no need of
census and election in Kashmir. But our prime minister didn’t say any word. It has cleared that kashmirian people did
not participated in elections; it shows that they want to join us. Therefore we want justice there. Their demand and their
objective is so clear that in any court of world hear this case then decision will in favor of Kashmir people.UNO role
and SAARC countries have to play their role and for this our country has to take steps. It is our moral duty to
cooperate with Kashmirian people. Jamaat-i-Islami (JI) Amir Qazi Hussain Ahmad warned on against any compromise
on the Kashmir issue”.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that the people of Kashmir had been fighting for freedom from British
rule, and with their struggle about to bear fruit they were not willing to let the princes fill the
Vacuuml.Although many princes wanted to be "independent" (which would have meant hereditary
monarchies and no hope for democracy) they had to succumb to their people's protests which

turned violent in many provinces. Kashmir could choose to join either India or Pakistan. Most of
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the populations of the Kashmir are Muslim and they want to join the Pakistan. India and Pakistan
have fought three wars over Kashmir, Wars of 1948 and 1965, as well as the Kargil War of
1999.%Pakistan is accused of spreading anti-India sentiment among the people of Kashmir and,
according to India, most regions of Pakistani Kashmir, especially northern areas; continue to suffer
from lack of political recognition, economic development and basic fundamental rights.3 But
Pakistan suggests according to the two-nation theory Kashmir should have been with Pakistan,
because it has a Muslim majority. India has shown disregard to the resolutions of the UN Security
Council, Pakistan claims, and the United Nations Commission in India and Pakistan, by failing to
hold a plebiscite. Pakistan rejects Indian claims to Kashmir and claims that the Maharaja handed
over control of Jammu and Kashmir under duress, thus invalidating the legitimacy of the claims.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad discussed that we have all forgotten Kashmiri people and we are all silent
about Kashmir issue. Jatoi Shaib said that Kashmiri people have made example three months
before to boycott Indian parliament but Pakistani media remained silent. When various newspapers
from Srinagar and videos made various agencies came here in Pakistan then we knew “Fire in
Kashmir” and blood is everywhere in beautiful valley. After that, I informed foreign minister but
no vain and even our prime minster did not like to talk. Rajiv Gandhi said in front of him that there
is no need of census and election in Kashmir. But our prime minister didn’t say any word. It has
cleared that Kashmiri people did not participated in elections; it shows that they want to join us.
Therefore we want justice there. Their demand and their objective is so clear that in any court of
world hear this case then decision will in favor of Kashmir people. UNO role and SAARC
countries have to play their role and for this our country has to take steps. It is our moral duty to
cooperate with Kashmiri people. Jamaat-e-Islami (JI) Amir Qazi Hussain Ahmad warned on
against any compromise on the Kashmir issue and in this session Qazi Hussain Ahmad summarized

the opinions of India, Pakistan, and Kashmiris as follows:
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2.1.1- Indian View

India claims that as the Maharaja Hari Singh signed the Instrument of Accession in October 1947,
handing control of the Kingdom of Jammu and Kashmir over to India, the region is theirs, having

been validated by the Indian Independence Act and the departing British Empire.

o India claims that the UN Resolution 1172 in 1948 accepted India’s stand regarding all
outstanding issues between India and Pakistan.

o India claims that Pakistan has not removed its military forces, which India views as one of
the first steps in implementing a resolution.

o India accused Pakistan of funding military groups in the region to create instability, and
accuses Pakistan of waging a proxy war.

o India accuses Pakistan of spreading anti-India sentiment among the people of Kashmir,
through the media, to alter Kashmiri opinion.

e According to India, most regions of Pakistani Kashmir, especially northern areas, continue
to suffer from lack of political recognition, economic development and basic fundamental

rights.

2.1.2- Pakistani View

» Pakistan claims that according to the two-nation theory Kashmir should have been with
Pakistan, because it has a Muslim majority.*

o Pakistan argues that India has shown disregard to the resolutions of the UN Security
Council, and the United Nations Commission in India and Pakistan, by failing to hold a
plebiscite.

o Pakistan rejects Indian claims to Kashmir, centering on the Instrument of Accession.
Pakistan insists that the Maharaja did not have the support of most Kashmir’s. Pakistan also
claims that the Maharaja handed over control of Jammu and Kashmir under duress, thus

invalidating the legitimacy of the claims.
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« Pakistan claims that India violated the Standstill Agreement and that Indian troops were
already in Kashmir before the Instrument of Accession was signed.

« Pakistan claims that between 1990-1999 the Indian Armed Forces, its paramilitary groups,
and counter-insurgent militias have been responsible for the deaths of 4,501 Kashmiri
civilians. Also from 1990 to 1999, there are records of 4,242 women between the ages of 7-
70 that have been raped. Similar allegations were also made by some human rights
organizations.

o Pakistan claims that the Kashmiri uprising demonstrates that the people of Kashmir no
longer wish to remain part of India. Pakistan suggests that this means that either Kashmir

wants to be with Pakistan or independent.

2.1.3- Kashmiri View

o It is difficult to assess Kashmiri public opinion, and the region contains supporters of
various different solutions to the conflict. Alongside those who align more closely to either
the Pakistani or Indian government views, there are also those who favor independence for
Kashmir. According to one survey of Kashmiri public opinion:

o 43% of the total adult population wants complete independence for Kashmir.

o 1% of Azad Kashmir (in Pakistan-administered Kashmir) wants to join India
compared to 28% in Jammu and Kashmir (in Indian-administered Kashmir).

o 45% of Azad Kashmir wants to join Pakistan compared to 2% in Jammu and
Kashmir.

o 11% of the total population wants to make the Line of Control a permanent border.

o The All Parties Hurriyat Conference’represents the main separatist movement in Kashmir,
However, it has multiple branches, each holding differing views on how Kashmir should
proceed independently, which is indicative of the vast array of opinions that exist across the

territory.
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o Whether it is due to religion or region, Kashmir is not a unified voice on the matter of its
future. Apart from the unending call for democracy and human rights standards, Kashmiri’s

differ in their opinions all over the territory, and this must be taken into account when

discussing solutions.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad, acting president of the Pakistani religious alliance Muttahida Majlis-
e-Amal and chief of the Jamait-e-Islami, is a hardliner who openly supports the Hizbul
Mujahideen, a terrorist outfit operating in Jammu and Kashmir. The MMA, which is in
power in two districts in Pakistan, faces an internal crisis after its secretary general Maulana
Fazlur Rehman endorsed President General Pervez Musharraf's attempt to become
Pakistan's constitutional head. This could affect the MMA adversely; the party won in the
elections because of its religious appeal and its anti-America plank. Qazi, however, refuses
to acknowledge Musharraf as president. He also organized demonstrations against India's
Prime Minister Atal BihariVajpaye. This time too, Qazi tells Sheela Bhatt, he is not in

favor of the peace initiatives between India and Pakistan.

On January 3,1990 Qazi Hussain Ahmad moved a resolution in senate session that the, next
Jamiat-e-Islami will celebrate Kashmir day® on February 5% 1990 after then Prime
minister of Benazir Bhutto announce to practice it in National level, so that we show
integrity with Kashmiri people.’Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that present government is using
such policy which is not good for Pakistan and Kashmir but movements of Kashmir want
freedom from Indian I wish that all political parties should favor Kashmir movements. Qazi
Hussain Ahmad wrote various Islamic states head to raise Kashmir issue in the world and
said to call Islamic conference. Indian army should leave Kashmir to give peace. Qazi
Hussain Ahmad stressed on Pakistan government to revise their foreign policies and also
further said to government that he should steeds on Indian government to stop such events

like “Saniha Chrar Shreff .
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2.2- In Opposition to Benazir Government (First Term)

During the 20 months’ period of Benazir Bhutto as Prime Minister from December 1988 to
July 1990 Qazi Hussain Ahmad and his Jammat opposed Benazir Bhutto®and launched a
movement against her considering her ignorant about basic knowledge about Islamic
values. Jamaat launched a large scale propaganda campaign against Benazir. The Jamaat’s
behavior softened only when it found that PML-N was negotiating with the MQM, the rival
party of Jamaat, in order to destabilize Benazir’s Government.’ Qazi Hussain Ahmad said
that finishing PPP government due to huge personalization, corruption and horse trading in
their government. In this situation, there was a need of Islamic unity and peace. He

demanded proportional representation in the coming election.
2.2.1- Law and Order situation in Sindh and Qazi Hussain Ahmad

Law and order situation of Sindh was without fail, a crisis for all the governments. The
ethnic divide got intense that the MQM (A) workers insisted on the separate province. The
MQM (A) leadership explicated that it was sentiments of the people which got hold of the
wrong end of the stick by the leaders. The MQM (A) leaders and all cited that the claim for
separate province was constitutional and if Mohajirs would be treated like second-grade
citizen then no other option would be left except separate province. In Sindh the felonies vis
a vis; dacoits, abduction and assassinations were pervasive. The government went for the
extension of army stay in Sindh till June 1994 in an attempt to root out the reasons of
trouble. Nawaz reckoned Operation Clean-up as a conspiracy hatched by the PPP opposed
to the MQM (A) and the army.'® Nawaz Sharif recommended the army to roll back the
operation as before long. The dialogues held between leadership of the PPP and the MQM
(A) but just by reason of disagreement over two portfolios no reasonable upshot floated up.
Nawaz Sharif tried his hardest to blight the credibility of the government and to incite the

nation against the government.
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The incorporation of MQM (A) in Sindh administration was not pondered of note by the
Benazir since she was of perception that Nawaz had former tendered provincial authority to
the MQM (A) with the optimism that it would get harmony in the province however the
effect was contrary. She supposed that each time in the government of the MQM (A) the
infiltration of Indian elements and crimes bumped up. She alleged that the MQM (A) had
joined the Indian elements against the stability of the province. The absentia of the MQM
(A) in the Sindh government meant no representation of the urban Sindh. Sindh had
assorted cultures and communities and their unity was a key for good law and order which
could only come to pass through their participation in the political system.'' If the MQM
(A) were incorporated in the government then responsibility of the affairs of Sindh would
be mutual and two big community's i.e; Sindhis and Mohajirs were tolerant towards each
other. The panacea of Sindh’s tribulations was utmost provincial autonomy. The Operation
Clean-up was in effect since June 1992 however operations did not endow Sindh with the
normalcy. The MQM (A) dismayed at the operation in Sindh and contemplates disorderly.
The appalling situation in Sindh prevailed due to difference of views between the PPP and
the MQM (A) over the settlement of Sindh issue. The government was not in the position to
break off the operation for strong judiciary, police system and civil administration were
awfully needed in post-operational Sindh and they were not there. In such circumstances
the pull out of the army was detrimental for broken law and order and could render more

obstinate elements.

In such circumstances a political solution could be the only cure-all of the predicaments.
The army operation in Sindh did not led countenance to democracy and made the political
system dubious. The settlement between the PPP and the MQM (A) was not viable option
when army set off the intense dire action against the leadership and workers of the MQM
(A) and its leaders were goaled. The MQM (A) insisted on immediate withdrawal of cases
opposed to its leadership which was not conceded by the ruling party. The operation put the

existence of the MQM (A) on the line. The PPP ticked off the MQM (A) through
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denunciation of Altaf Hussain for confrontation and stirring trouble whereas the MQM (A)
had reproof the PPP for pushing it up the creek. The government and army did not trust the
organization (MQM) (A) an inch given that it had massive automatic weapons with them.
The government declined the allegation regarding the registration of fake case against the
MQM (A)."? Benazir confirmed that if Altaf sought homecoming then he would have to
appear before the court. Benazir ruled out the likelihood that to instigate a dialogue with
Altaf Hussain. She insisted on minus Altaf talks. Altaf judgment on the Sindh situation was
that if the MQM (A) invariable curbed and wronged then the provincial government could
not handle the issues of Karachi and Hyderabad in the context of unattended ethnic divide
and some kind of mayhem would inevitably result. The environment devoid of confidence
of political parties over each other had exacerbated the situation and confirmed that political
leadership was not susceptible of getting normalcy back in Sindh. Latter the operation in
Sindh extended till the December of 1994 as chief minister had implicated prospect that by
that time the civil government would be in the position to implement its complete authority
for of normalcy as a consequence of the army’s efforts. The unsound law and order in Sindh
had a repulsive effect on the popularity of Benazir. The premeditated visit of Benazir to the
Sindh University campus Jamshoro had put the district and university administration into
dire trouble. The news of Benazir visit exasperated the students and they warned that stage
protest would be happened if she paid a visit to the campus. It was also reported that
teachers’ support was with students. The law and order got despicable not only in Sindh but
all in other parts such as in Malakand division where fundamental Islamic movements

created disturbance in northern tribal areas.

Ultimately the operation was terminated formally on December 2™ 1994 with the
anticipation that Sindh administration would attend to the situation in an appropriate
manner. The military withdrawal transpired at the time when average rate of assassinations
went above the average rate of killing per day in the Second World War. In total408

persons had been killed since the November 1993 in Karachi division and subsequently the
56



wrapping up of operation proved further detrimental to the security and safety of the public.
The government was gone at find out of the political solution but the pace of dialogues
between the MQM (A) and the government pertinent to Karachi issue was slow. Leghari
himself wanted that Sindh situation should be thrashed out with all the political forces in
order that suitable solution could come up. Post to the resumption of talks between the
MQM (A) and the PPP just in the course of four days July 11%, 1995 and July 14", 1995
following misfortunes happened with the MQM (A) such as such; the MQM (A) leader
Saeed was abducted and later on assassinated plus the MQM (A) workers were regularly
raided by police, two workers and three adherents of the MQM (A) were killed, the MQM
(A) worker Ikram Ahmad Farooqi was apprehended and afterwards killed, the members of
All Pakistan Mohajir Student Organization (APMO) were seized and police and rangers had
arrested 18 MQM (A) workers. Several rounds of parleys came to pass between the MQM
(A) and the PPP but no effective approach unearthed owing to the fact of stubbornness and
lack of trust. The problems of Karachi were thorny and multi-dimensional. It had political,
economic, social and ethnic issues which were not probable to resolve without the active
partake of the MQM (A) in the affairs of the province. It could only be achieved through
happening of earlier local bodies’ elections but the government was not prepared to bring it.
The matters of Karachi needed to run a tight ship but the repugnance between the leadership

of both the parties did not let the political solution to arise.

Benazir expounded that the putrid situation in Karachi subsisted since 1985 and it did not
get well again on account of the fact that there was no demarcation between terrorism and
politics. Benazir referred to the immeasurably killings in Karachi as massively done by the
MQM (A). In these circumstances the atmosphere of mutual trust and respect was not
viable. The frequent impasses between both the parties latter palpable that government
hungered for do away with the Altaf grbup from the political arena. Benazir did not
prudently make do with the Karachi issue as Sindh government was technically present but

in fact the political power over the law and order situation in Karachi was in control of
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federal government. With the dawn of year 1996 the law and order get further ghastly and
rate of killings ascended. In the erstwhile year about 2000 deaths happened in Karachi."
The snatching of vehicles and assassination were frequent incidences. The elements of
lawlessness proliferated. The federal and Sindh governments did nothing except to lay
blame on the MQM (A) for the killings and the MQM (A) all the time asked for the
withdrawal of cases against its leadership. The parties were more inclined to cash the
situation for their gain. The Karachi issue was in fact utilized by both the parties to score a
point against each other. The endeavors of police and rangers to normalize the situation

were all of no consequence.

Senate session was held on April 6™, 1989 to discuss present situation of public and PPP
government desired Dictatorship. In this condition, Islamic unity and peace is compulsory.
It was decided to help Sindh people and continuously contact will be needed. In Sindh
ethno-nationalism was one of the momentous reasons of appalling law and order and
collisions between the political parties. The governments did not manage to bring normalcy
in Sindh owing to political blackmailing by the coalition partners. Working relationship
between Centre and Sindh were badly affected which also bring political instability at the
Centre level. The direct involvement of the Centre in the Sindh matters were palpable and
against notion of provincial autonomy. The good law and order could transpire by means of
understanding rather than military operations. The military operations were disastrous for
its own reputation as time and again few political parties alleged them of being devotee in
the course of conduct of operations. The military asked for more powers to attend to the
situation in Sindh and whenever the Centre declined its demand the antagonism came to
pass between them. Qazi Hussain Ahmad reflected on criticism on PPP Government. That
it is not following limits which are made for laws. Corruption is its peak and setting prime
minster and her husband is involved that shows their immoral values and we will fight

against all social evils.
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Qazi Hussain Ahmad remarks on the PPP Government that the Law and order situation was
worst in Karachi. The Terrorist activities were at its peak. The corruption and dishonesty
are the order of the day. The Karachi administration has totally failed in controlling the law
and order situation. Foreign Policy has also been failed. On December 27, 1995, Benazir
Bhutto blamed Altaf Group was helped by India. Forty camps were established in India to
train the terrorists. On January 1, 1996, the President, Farooq Leghari called for a high level
meeting at Karachi in order to have Deliberations over the Law and Order situation in

Karachi.

2.3- Election Campaign 1990

Qazi Hussain Ahmad went away for election campaign on October 11, 1990, 1st program
was planned on Lala Musa. In his speech, Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that last Government
was ineffective due to which mistakes if revises newly Government yet again those
mistakes, it will not stay alive. Consequently it is essential to make a decision most
excellent for nation. He said that USA is main obstacle in Islamic setup. People are in
dilemma so presently there is much requirement of Islamic unity. And near evening, he
started his journey for Rawalpindi, on Murree road he also spoke about Kashmir, Philistine,
and Afghanistan domestic circumstances. He also addressed in Lahore and Karachi .In
summing election movement, Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that Islamic democratic unity

showed people of Pakistan has refused foreign powers and secularism.

2.3.1- Qazi Hussain Ahmad from IJI in the Elections of 1990

Jamaat contested elections 1990 from the platform of 1JI. The Jamaat was predictable for
victory at polls and preferred to contest from the platform of 1JI on 26 seats. Though, the 1JI
leadership, uncertain about JI's electoral performance, permitted JI to contest over 18 seats.
In the elections PPP could bag only 44 seats and 11 rose as majority party with 106."* The

Jamaat once more got eight seats out of eighteen contested seats. IJI's biggest component
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PML-N’s head Nawaz Sharif assumed the premiership on November 6", 1990. Jamaat was
unnoticed in entire government-making process.'>According to Khurram Jah Murad, no key
leader of 1JI invited JI to join government and it was altogether ignored while the party
preferred to take important Finance and foreign ministries. An additional reason of
displeasure of Jamaat with the government of its ally was the rising relations of the
government with MQM that was top political opponent of JI. Furthermore Nawaz Sharif
denied being fundamentalist and Jamaat became more angry with such secular posture of

Nawaz Sharif. This led to more stressed relations with PML-N.

The Nawaz Government’s posture on the promulgation of Shariat bill was not completely in
line with Jamaat’s stance. Nawaz government got the bill passed but Jamaat considered it
was not important practically as there was only a promise to make a commissions regarding
social, economic, administrative and educational institutions.'® Notwithstanding Jamaat’s
opposition to the Sahria Bill, its legislators in National Assembly as well as Senate voted
for it. The help of Jamaat's officials to the Bill raised a contention inside Jamaat as Mian
Tufail Muhammad condemned those lawmakers on the ground that they additionally acted
in insubordination of Allah Almighty and that they likewise contravened Sharia. The
justification spoken by Qazi-led legislators was that they supported the Bill as government
had guaranteed them that it would revise second provision of the constitution that would
envisage Islam as religion of state and Sharia as supreme law of the state. This justification

did not show realistic thing because the government did not act according to this.'”

2.3.2- Islamic Democratic Unity and Qazi Hussain Ahmad

Qazi Hussain Ahmad talked about that Islamic democratic unity is established to provide
having good character and honest leadership for nation so that national hopes will be
satisfied. Islamic welfare nation will be given name and high-quality society will make to
establish best for nation. Leaders have not fulfilled their promises so our views will be

presented again and again. In 1990 election, Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Jamiat- e -Islami
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stressed 1JI successful efforts but after that Nawaz Sharif became Prime minister and did
not prove his promise to launch Islamic values and unity. As a result Qazi Hussain Ahmad
stressed on Islamic unity plan. To see irregularity and inconsideration attitude towards

spreading Islamic values, Qazi Hussain Ahmad became separate from Government in 1992,

2.3.4- Criticism of 1JI on Government

The Islami Jamhoori Ittehad (Islamic Democratic Alliance) was a right-wing conservative
alliance formed in September 1988 to oppose the democratic socialist Pakistan People’s
Party in elections that year. The alliance comprised on nine parties, of which the major
components  were  the Pakistan =~ Muslim  League (PML), National = People’s
Party(NPP), Jamaat-e-Islami (JI), with PML accounting for 80% of the IJI's electoral
candidates. The Inter-Services Intelligence (ISI) agency, under director Hamid Gul, had a
major role in forming the center-of-right political alliance. Care had been taken to ensure
that the alliance comprised nine parties to generate comparison with the nine-party Pakistan
National Alliance (PNA) that had campaigned against PPP in 1977.Nawaz Sharif emerged
from the 1988 elections as the most powerful politician outside the PPP. In December 1988,
he succeeded in forming an IJI administration in Punjab and became the province's chief
minister. In 1990 elections, the electorate surprised observers. Neither the 1JI nor the PPP
was expected to come up with a firm mandate to rule. IJI received a strong mandate to
govern, winning 105 seats versus forty-five seats for the Pakistan Democratic Alliance
(PDA), of which the PPP was the main component in the National Assembly. Opposition
groups alleged large scale selective rigging of seats to not just ensure an 1JI victory but also
prevent those opposed to Military influence from being elected. In the 1993 national
elections, the 1JI coalition no longer existed to bring together all the anti-PPP forces. The
religious parties expended most of their energies trying to form a workable electoral
alliance rather than bolstering the candidacy of Nawaz Sharif, the only person capable of

challenging Benazir Bhutto. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that country's law and order
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situation was dwindling day by day. Bad situation of Sindh has entered in Punjab. We
resultantly reached at that India is major source behind on this. Internal and external
pressure is to stop to become atomic power. Harsh and cruel condition is in Kashmir.
Pakistan gives its own view. We presented objectives of 1JI that atomic power should not

control foreign powers. People have to unite and do co-cooperative work in all phases.

2.4- Qazi’s Efforts for Public Awareness

Qazi was aware to the people when Moscow began losing its hold once again Afghanistan
and the Russian and Afghan powers had formally surrendered in the deliberately vital Khost
territory. Following the surrender, an assignment of the Jamaat-e-Islami (JI) drove by the
then Ameer Qazi Hussain Ahmad went to Khost to meet the Hizb-e-Islami Afghanistan’s
(HIA) boss Gulbadin Hekmatyar. It was after quite a while that Islamabad-based writers got
a chance to arrive in Afghanistan when the Soviet Union was secured a pitched fight with
the Afghan Mujahideen. It was a remarkable trip to be sure in the organization of Qazi
Hussain Ahmad amid which the JI delegation and columnists remained at a few surrenders
previously achieving the Khost province. These hollows filled in as the central command of
Hizb-e-Islami Afghanistan from where Muhajideen would assault the Russian occupation
powers crosswise over Afghanistan. The HIA warriors had shot down a Russian helicopter
daily before the entry of the delegation. No sooner had the news of the landing of the
appointment fanned crosswise over Khost than Soviet gunship helicopters surfaced in the
skies provoking the Mujahideen to shroud the guests in trenches burrowed close to the
Khost River. Qazi Hussain Ahmad remained outside and opened a burst of flame towards
the capital Kabul with a Kalashnikov. The gunship helicopters shelled the street prompting
Khost. The street was strewn with many bodies including those of Russian and Afghan
troops. A short time later, Qazi said the Almighty had spared him for a unique reason which
was the solidarity everything being equal and their strength over the globe. Qazi established
the frameworks of his gathering on the standards of solidarity among Muslims and the
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Russian attack of Afghanistan cemented his position. He had assumed a key part in the
development of a seven-party organization together to suit the Afghan refugees in Pakistan.
Qazi said that he didn't separate between the Jamaat-e-Islami and Hizb-e-Islami. His part in
the arrangement of Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal was likewise praiseworthy. In spite of the fact
that he couldn't accomplish every one of his goals amid his 21-year initiative of Jamaat-e-
Islami, he prevailing with regards to opening the entryways of his party to one and all,

making ready for an upheaval.

2.5: The Persian Gulf War 1991 and Qazi Hussain Ahmad

Persian Gulf War began in 1991; the conflict within Jamaat was quite famous. The
statements of Mian Tufail, Qazi Asad Gillani and Senator Professor Khurshid, leaders of
Jamaat issued on the occasion were opposed to one another. The stance of Majlis-Shura of
Jamaat and that of Qazi Hussain Ahmad also appeared different to each other. Shura
opposed Irag’s invasion of Kuwait. They called it a barbarian activity of Saddam Hussain
and condemning it demanded Iraq to vacate Kuwait following Saudi Arabia’s demand. In
the consecutive meetings of Shura, Jamaat’s legislators too supported Pakistan’s sending its
troops against Iraq. Historically the JI had always supported the Raabta Alam-e-Islami and
Saudi Arabia but due to stance of Qazi it appeared as if party was supporting secular
minded Sadam Hussain. Qazi Hussain Ahmad, in contrary to the policy of government of
Pakistan and JI's Shura, praised the actions of Iraqi government and called the conflict as

war between the Muslims and the Jews . On Qazi's headings the JI constrained
government to remove U.S diplomat in challenge annihilation of Iraqi Muslims by
America-drove troops in Iraq.'® On Qazi's requests the JI prearranged fifty seven Jihad
revitalizes and two dozen "Coffin clad" revives to accentuate that its workers were prepared
for suffering in the Jihad against the counter Islamic powers of the west. Jamiat-i-Tulba, the
student’s wing of the JI, sorted out 338 revitalizes and open gatherings all through the

different urban communities and towns of Pakistan.'’
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The Government and Mian Tufail Muhammad condemned these approaches of Qazi
Hussain Ahmad. Nawaz Government asserted that these arrangements misused the
circumstance to destabilize Government. Mian Tufail, in his meetings, distributed in JI's
magazines, seen that Qazi in consistence with General Baig needed that Pakistan may work
for Iraqi interests.”® At the point when MianTufail found that his perspectives were not gone
to by the administration he surrendered from Jamaat'sShura in protest.ZISimilarly the
relations amongst Jamaat and IJI too came to at limit. The issue of discussion was the
arrangement of Afghanistan's administration after the fall of Najibullah Government. JI
wanted that a coalition legislature of two gatherings of Afghan Mujahideen, Jamiat-i-Islami
and Hizb-e-Islami be framed. Nawaz Sharif dropped the possibility of Qazi that there would
be disorder in the event that Gulbadin of Hizb-e-Islami and Rabbani of Jamiat-e-Islami
were overlooked in the development of government. Nawaz government, in as opposed to
the perspectives of Qazi Hussain Ahmad, perceived the administration of Mujaddadi. These

advancements in Afghanistan influenced Jamaat to crush with IJI on May 5, 1992.%

2.6- Pakistan Islamic Front (PIF) and the Elections of 1993

The IJI Government could not complete their five years term. It was third elected
government that could not compete it tenure since 1985. Care taker government announced
the new election, which was scheduled on 6 and 9 October 1993 for the national and
provincial Assembly respectively. The previous alliances got dissolved, because the
coalition parties either left or lost interest in them. PPP made political arrangement with
PML-J under the title of Pakistan Democratic front. PML (N) decided to contest election
independently. JUI (F) and JUP (N) agreed to support each other under the banner of
Islami Jamhoori Mahaaz. Muttahida Deeni Mahaaz was another alliance which was the
collection of 24 right-wing and Islamic political parties led by Mulana Sami Ul Haq. JI
under the leadership of Qazi Hussain Ahmad established a new political organization
named Pakistan Islamic Front. During the election, JI declared PPP and PML (N) as equal

evil. The party tried to rise as a third force in the election. Qazi Hussain Ahmad has
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increased enthusiasm in his workers in the election campaign. He wanted to win the
election like sudden rise of the Islamic Salvation Front in Algiers in 1991. But it was
defeated badly by both parties; even it lost their previous voter bank. JI won only 3 seats in
the national assembly and received total 650,000 votes. PPP emerged as the single largest
party by winning 86 seats in the national Assembly and formed the government. PML (N)
got secured 73 seats become the second largest party of the parliament. JI continued its
performance as real opponent of non-Islamic rulers, while seizing power-sharing chances.
Pakistan Islamic Front was a unique experiment in past. It did not achieve its objective,
however it can be modified. According to Professor Khurshid Ahmad Pakistan Islamic
Front was a new experiment in the electoral politics of JI. It was our (Khurshid & Khuram
Murad) idea and the leading role was played by Qazi Hussain Ahmad. He recognized that
the alliance could not achieve its target due to insufficient home work. However, the
initiative we had started in 90s, adopted by other Islamic movements in next three decades
and now it become a model for change. Soon after the election, meeting had been called of
the central consultative body. JI senior’s leaders were not happy on the bitter experience of
Pakistan Islamic Front. So heated debate started among the main decision making body,
leading to the resignation of the Ameer. Election was held for the new Ameer, but Qazi

Hussain Ahmad was elected again for the next five years.

President Ghulam Ishaq Khan dismissed Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif and dissolved the
parliament on April 18™, 1993 on the charge of mismanagement and corruption. Supreme
Court did not validate the act of president and called it unconstitutional. In the end military
chief had to brake a deal between Nawaz Sharif and Ghulam Ishaq Khan to end the conflict
between them. The conflict, though, led to the mid-term elections in October1993.2%In the
election no major political alliance came into existence unlike former elections. There was
straight contest between two main leaders Benazir Bhutto and Nawaz Sharif. During this
time Qazi Hussain Ahmad became convinced that both major leaders were not credible

because of alleged corruption and mismanagement. He challenged both of these political
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forces and claimed that JI was third and alternative choice for the election. Therefore Qazi
left his plans of making electoral alliance with either PML-N or PPP and led to form

Pakistan Islamic Front (PIF) as an electoral arm of JI.24

In order to win public support in elections where JI was contesting as a single party, Qazi
Hussain Ahmad brought a fundamental change in the organization of JI. He relaxed criteria
for membership of JI that formerly could accommodate only those who performed their
religious rites, refrained from every kind of sins and were ready to serve Islam.” Mian
Tufail criticized that act of relaxation in the membership. When Qazi unsuccessful to relax
the membership criteria of JI an idea to form Pakistan Islamic Front, a parallel body, was
floated. In beginning Shura did not endorse it but afterward it was approved.*Now Mian
Tufail criticized that Qazi Hussain Ahmad ruined Jamaat’s structure. He was critical to PIF
on the grounds that its way of getting popularity was not different from that of PML-N and
PPP.?’Qazi, however, justified the formation of PIF calling it necessary revolutionary
change according to the need of time. He said that Maulana Maududi also changed JI's
point of view after emergence of Pakistan. He reminded that Maududi was also criticized by
many members in meeting at Machi Goth. Qazi asked, If there was a need to change the
Jamaat just after seventeen years of its creation, is it not essential to change it after fifty
years.” He affirmed that with the change of the strategy he had not changed the principles
and objectives of Jamaat. He said that as leader of the Jamaat he was responsible to derive
new ways for its developmc:nt.28 To Khurram Jan Murad, Qazi’s decision for making PIF
was unique as since the experience of 1970, JI had always contested elections through
alliances with other parties and did not contest under its own name, symbol and manifesto.
Qazi brought revolutionary change in JI by making PIF that was different from Jamaat in
two ways. First, instead of JI’s strict criteria regarding membership any believer of Islamic
laws and sincere to Pakistan could join PIF as a member. Second, instead of some special
persons from leadership of Jamaat every worker also got the opportunity to participate in

the decision making.” The PIF manifesto was revolutionary in nature. The PIF promised a
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new labor policy to get better living standard of laborers. The manifesto of PIF also
promised a society without exploitation and with equal opportunities for every citizen and
where the rights of minorities would be preserved.30 Qazi also departed from JI's
conservative ideas about the rights of women as well as minorities. The manifesto of PIF
put a new proposal for reservation of some seats for parties in proportion with votes bagged
in general elections.’' For elections the PIF gave tickets to 103 candidates for the National
Assembly and 237 for four Provincial Assemblies. In order to contest the elections PIF did
not have independent election machinery. On the contrary PIF’s election campaign was run
by JI and IJT. Along with other ways of attracting the voters Jamaat also used musical
songs and poems for the sake of draw the public attention. Music is forbidden in most of
religious circles.*’PIF's crusade made energy in the majority however some senior pioneers
of party believed that Qazi had gone to a long way from the order given by the Shura and
executive council. Senior headship was become afraid of the attitude of Qazi Hussain
Ahmad. Two popular religious magazines which had sympathy with Jamaat Takbir and
Zindagi were serious of the PIF’s election campaign. Mian Tufail was critical of the
selection campaign of PIF on unethical and immoral grounds. He observed that Qazi’s ideas
were evocative of the ideas of Bhutto and Mujibur Rehman.*?

2.6.1- Benazir’s Second Term and Qazi Hussain Ahmad

Benazir, in her second term after victory in the elections of 1993, tried to have good relations
with religious parties® but ruling PPP’s clashes with Judiciary persuaded JI to launch a
movement to overthrow the government. Qazi demanded the resignation of Benazir Bhutto.
An interim set up under judiciary was proposed. It created links with PML-N and both parties
gave a call for strike in Karachi. The opposition was swarmed to fourteen political parties,
one of which was also MQM.* JI organized the meeting of fourteen parties of opposition in
on August 10", 1996 at Lahore. The parties in the meeting decided to start a movement
against the government of Benazir Bhutto named ‘Save Pakistan Movement’.*® Dispute

between president and prime minister arouse day by day at peak level. Qazi Hussain Ahmad
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said that it is the condition due to foreign powers whose don’t want internal peace in
Pakistan. USA is one of them. Qazi Hussain Ahmad opposed decision of president to
dissolve assemblies and also opposed PPP involvement in temporary Government set up.
Jamait-e-Islami will give platform to its nation so that honest, fair and best people will come
forward and join Government setup. PPP and Muslim league are same such like two sides of
coin. Qazi Hussain Ahmad raised his voice against that Benazir and Nawaz Sharif is non-
Pakistani to help Indian nation. He stressed on PPP Government that people have become
hopeless from corrupted and immoral leadership. Peace in Sindh does not fulfill without

coordination of PPP and MQM.

After this situation of PPP government, Qazi Hussain Ahmad (JI) announced Dharna (sit-in)
at front of parliament against Bhutto Government on the basis of corruption. Which
thousands of JI workers were expected to march toward capital? The government released the
order for the twin-cities police to control the routes in an attempt to stop the march. Despite
all-out effort, the JI march reached to Islamabad. The protest was being led by Qazi Hussain
Ahmad along with JI senior members and other political parties leaders such Shah Ahmad
Noorani (JUP), Sheikh Rashid Ahmad and Muhammad Hanif Chaudhry of PML(N). Qazi
Hussain Ahmad delivered speech that they were struggle for the establishment of Islamic
system in the state as well as put allegations on the government. The first week of November
1996, President Farooq Ahmad Leghari dismissed the Benazir Bhutto government on charges

of corruption, extra judicial killing, mismanagement, and disappointment of law and order.

2.7- Discussion on Sales of Goods Act (1930) on September 22, 1994

The law related to sales of goods is contained in the sale of goods act 1930. This law came

into force in July 1%, 1930. The act contains 66 sections and extends to the whole of Pakistan.

“Since it is federal law, therefore it is followed in all parts of Pakistan. It relates to moveable goods,
such as, fan, book, table, chair, car etc. All goods, which are moveable, can be carried out from one
place to another. Where the transfer of goods takes place in a way of sale, there the Sale of Goods
Act, 1930, applies. There are many ways whereby contract of sale can be made. They may either be
verbal, written, or implied. Purchase of pen for Rs. 50/- is a verbal contract. Everything is not
written. If a person gives me Rs. 50/- and takes my pen and I accept price of pen, is called implied
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contract. I purchase a book, take it to home, open and find some papers missing or binding is out of
order I may return it to get my money back or replace it. Merchantable quality must contain its
commercial value. Perished items have no commercial value like perish milk. Seller and buyers are
bound to follow rights and obligations, which are provided in contract. Rights and duties either
provided or not in any contract, the Sale of Goods Act, 1930, applies in all circumstances. Contract
of pledge may take place verbally and if breach of contract is committed, it can be sued. Pawnee has
right to sell the goods of pawner in order to recover his credit and expenses for the proceeding of
sale. This right even is not provided in contract but Contract Act, which is a statue, gives him such
right. Formation of sale of goods contract has two kinds, i.e., contract of sale and agreement to sell.
Where a sale proceeds happens immediately and goods are delivered at once that is called contract
of sale. Where transfer of goods takes place in future time, which is subject matter, is
called agreement to sell. After compliance, agreement to sell is converted into contract of sale.””’

Qazi Hussain Ahmad commented on bill of Sales of Goods Act (1930). I am so happy that
they have concern about Shariat and Islam and want to abide Islamic principles. But on the
other side, verses of Holy Quran are present which need for our economy to do better. The
worst thing in our economy is to take payment on the behalf of interest .Islam opposed on it
clearly. Economic system of Islam has so many benefits but unfortunately we could not
analyze till now. Not only religious leaders but also our economists can play their role.
Richer is become richer and poor is becoming poorer day by day. Our Government should
stop this because it is recommendations of our ideological council. We become the
members in name of Islam but behave against Islamic principles. The main thing is matter
of interest. Government should bring full bill for discussion not impartial to discuss so that

we will support this bill happily and with proud.

2.8- National Integrity Council and Qazi Hussain Ahmad

All sects of Pakistani religious scholars established National Integrity council which has
objectives of to remove religious disturbance and to face all challenges of Islamic world.
The central president was Shah Ahmad Noorani. Several meetings were held of this council
at various times in which Qazi Hussain Ahmad told that religious madariss are running by
itself. Govt. should help them and not to close them, we will not accept this Govt. policy

and appeal of National Integrity council that it will country wide strike on May 27", 1995.

On September 12, 1995 Qazi Hussain Ahmad criticized the government in the senate

session and informed that government has totally become failure and corruption is at its
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high peak. Unemployment is increasing day by day and country is becoming towards
distraction. I don’t believe on PPP Govt. because it has connection with Indian Govt. PPP
and MQM are not serious in soling Karachi issue so Nawaz Sharif is only a way to save our
country. Qazi Hussain Ahmad visited countrywide and informed public these negative
activities.PPP and Muslim league (N) are not good for our nation. Our members are not
behaving well for normal public. On June 12, 1995 Nawaz Shraif came to Mansoora for
meeting with Qazi Hussain Ahmad. Meeting remained for 1 hour to discuss issue of
Karachi. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said in conference after that I want to solve Karachi issue
soon. Karachi issue is basically political issue, it should be solve politically but Government

attitude is different

2.9- Qazi’s Verdicts against Government

In December 1995 all religious parties decided to take movement against government and
said on December 29™, 1995 will be day of protest and December 30, 1995 will be “piya
jam hartal”. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that law and order situation is very bad in whole
country. Peaceful situation has become our dream. Public arousal is an only way to set the
Government. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that this strike will be public referendum. Qazi
Hussain Ahmad visited three days Sindh and spoke at different public places and to aware
the public that we are slaves of American government due to our government useless
policies. USA is itself terrorist in the world. We are fighting for our rights. Qazi Hussain
Ahmad decided “DHARNA” against Benazir Government on June 24, 1996. Government
took their steps to stop this act but people were with Qazi Hussain Ahmad. People and
police were in conflicts on Murree road. Police started shelling but in leadership of Qazi
Hussain Ahmad people were united to proceed further and this continued for 1 hour. Qazi

Hussain Ahmad took dharna in front of Prime minster house.

After that, Jamat-e-Islami and Muslim League (N) became united informally. They also

participated in these strikes. Qazi Hussain Ahmad called for March on October 24, 1996
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against Government and Dharna will be on October 27, 1996. On July 20, 1996, Qazi
Hussain Ahmad reported to begin challenges the legislature claiming corruption. Qazi
Hussain surrendered from the Senate on September 27" 1996 and declared to begin a long
march against the Benazir government. Challenges began on October 27" 1996 by Jamaat-
e-Islami and the opposition parties, the efforts of Qazi Hussain Ahmad brought fruit and on
November 5% 1996 President Farooq Ahmed Laghari break down the government of

Benazir government, fundamentally due to corruption.

On January, 1997 Qazi Hussain Ahmad met President Farooq Ahmad Laghari and
demanded election which president refused to do that. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that we
will not take part in coming election because it is fraud because those members are taking
parts which are involved in corruption affairs. We are boycotting this election. Present

timely setup Government is becoming deceiving to public in shape of election.

2.10- Qazi’s Discussions in Senate

Qazi Hussain Ahmad remained in touch to every matter for benefits of common man
especially for the matter of health and education. He raised some questions in senate
sessions on December 7th, 1994 like education, water, rulings, social welfare, financial
assistance and trading confrontation. Qazi Hussain Ahmad: will the minister for education
pleased to state that the number of public schools and colleges for the last three years. 1991-
92, 1992-93, and 1993-1994 respectively, the amount of grant given by the government to
these institutions and the income from other grants, indicating also the expenditure: and the
number of students and teachers, indicating also the examination results with grades
obtained? Khurshid Ahmad Shah has given reply that no public schools and colleges are
functioning under the control of the ministry of education. The further discussion on this
question and the answer was the minister of education which school and colleges are under

the federation (Islamabad), we will grant that schools and colleges and which colleges was
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in other province, we will not grant that colleges and also not given the grant of private

schools.

On September 26, 1994 in 53 session, Qazi Hussain Ahmad raised some points, will the
minister for social welfare and special education be pleased to state: that the amount of
direct and indirect financial assistance in foreign as well as local currency given to all
NGOs and similar organizations/associations etc. in Pakistan and outside Pakistan since
1985, with year-wise break-up in each case: the criteria for funding any NGO or
organization: and the details of NGOs and organizations whose applications for financial
assistance were declined during the same period? In view of above issue, Dr Sher Afgan
Niazi clarify that an amount of Rs.1838.103 million has been given as financial assistance
to the NGOs in local currency by the social welfare and special education division. So far as
financial assistance indirectly funded by the economic affairs division to NGOs. The
criteria for funding NGOs or organizations are as follow: transferred from the Ministry of
Finance, Revenue and Economic Affairs and property of the Muslim minority in India.
Pakistan had called for an emergency meeting of the OIC member state in New York which
condemned the demolition of the mosque. A joint OIC delegation including the Pakistan
representative called on the U.N secretary general to express the OIC’s concern. Pakistan
delegation at the U.N made a strong statement at the plenary session of the U.N general
assembly in December 1992. The national assembly also adopted a strong resolution in

condemnation of the act.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad highlights some point related to Ministry for Foreign Affairs,
Whether it is a fact that a ceremony with regard to independence day was held on August
14, 1994 at the residence of Pakistan ambassador to Switzerland and it is also a fact that
ceremony started with a dressed show for which model girls were brought from Pakistan
and after dances of women on the musical tunes, the guests were served with kababs and

wines? Sardar Asif Ahmad Ali response to the question our mission in Switzerland was
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asked to clarify the position by fax. Their reply has since been received which is as follows,
a reception was hosted at the Ambassador’s residence to celebrate the Independence Day on
August 14, 1994, Over 250 guests representing a wide spectrum of people from Switzerland
attended the reception. There were high official from the Swiss foreign office, ambassadors
accredited to Berne, Pakistan’s ambassador in Geneva, Swiss businessmen, academics and
media. He asked some questions to the Minister for Education that the education
qualification required for the recruitment of trained under graduate teachers in federal
directorate of education, whether it is a fact that while making appointment the federal
directorate of education Islamabad did not follow the required standard after June, 1992.If
not the procedure followed by the Directorate while making appointment against the posts
of PST and TGT. Syed Fakhar Imam replied that the minimum required qualification for
the recruitment of trained under graduate teachers in federal directorate of education
Islamabad is F.A/F.SC, with C.T. according to recruitment rules. No. it is not a fact. The
federal directorate of education followed the required standard while making the
recruitment of PST and TUGT. The relaxation in profession qualification for under
developed areas of Sindh (R), FATA/NA and Baluchistan were given in accordance with

the rules.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad was selected first time in 1986-1990 and the second time he was re-
elected for that position in March 1992 for the tenure period of 1992 to 1996. He completed
his tenure as a senator and resigned in 1996 against the corruption of the government of
PPP, chaired by Benazir Bhutto. Major charges against Benazir were horse trading
confrontation with Provinces, civil disturbances in Sindh, use of derogatory statements
against senate and failure to convene meetings of National Finance Commission and
Council of Common Interests. The Services of Qazi Hussain Ahmad as a member of Senate
of Pakistan in 1990-1996 have been argued. It has been discussed as a Member Senate, In
Opposition to Benazir Government, as elected as a Prime Minister of Pakistan for the First

Term. The Kashmir Issue in the membership period of Qazi Hussain Ahmad and his very
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services for the Kashmir burning issue has been the concern of the discussion. Likewise the
Law and Order Situation in Sindh, Mohajirs’ Issue over there, the demands of MQM,
relations of the ruling Party PPP with the MQM have been discussed. His very important
and memorable services for the need for Islamic unity and peace have been the issue of this
Chapter. His role and efforts for the nation of Pakistan in Election of 1990, in conjunction
with participation of 1JI in Elections of 1990 with a manifesto of Islamic Democratic Unity
has been argued. In that pursuit, the Conflicts with Nawaz Sharif and Criticism of 1JI on
Government and practical proof of his personality as a Man of Gallantry and Courage has
been reflected. His service for foreign relations and criticism on Government’s foreign

Policy including his actions on the Persian Gulf War of 1991 has been also discussed.
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CHAPTER-3

QAZI HUSSAIN AHMAD AS A MEMBER OF NATIONAL
ASSEMBLY, 2002-2007

Already mentioned in the previous chapter, in 1996 Qazi Hussain Ahmad resigned from his
seat in the senate, and in 2002 he was elected as a national assembly member from his native
town Nowshera N-A 5. It is vital to mention here that Qazi Hussain Ahmad was elected as the
Vice President while Maulana Shah Ahmed Noorani of Jamiat-e-Ulma-e-Pakistan is the
President of Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal. He contested the October election as a candidate of the
Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal (MMA) from three constituencies and won all the three NA seats.
The Mutahid Majlis-e-Amal (MMA) came into being with the constant efforts of Former JI
Ameer Qazi and nominated the president of MMA, after the death of Shah Ahmed Noorani. He

had also served as the parliamentary leader of MMA in National assembly.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad and his alliance MMA were the Opposition party (NA) at that time. He
goes over instead of joining the government he reminiscent to work for the restoration of the
constitution, supremacy of the parliament and the strengthening of democracy in Pakistan. The
Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal religious alliance won an absolute majority in October 2001 regional
elections, after which it ruled the North West Frontier Province and Baluchistan. On 25
November 2002, the Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal formed the government in the North-West
Frontier Province (NWFP), after the alliance's huge success in the province, at both the
provincial and national level. In December 2002 the parliament in NWFP approved legislation
to make Sharia, or Islamic teachings, the governing law in the region. Since taking control of
the province, the ruling Islamic alliance banned music on public transport, medical
examinations of women by male doctors, male coaches for women athletes and male journalists

from covering women's sports.
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Qazi Hussain Ahmad also paved a vital role in the lower house of Pakistan’s Parliament. He did
not hesitate to presenting the motive of his party. He opposed those bills violently which were
presented before the house just to hurt the fundamental rights of the citizens or limited the ways

of Nizam-i-Mustafa in the country. This is clear from the debates of Qazi Hussain Ahmad in

the National assembly.'

3.1- Establishment of MMA and the Elections of 2002

On 27 June, 2001 in Islamabad six largest Islamic parties head were set combine in which all

decided to make platform in shape of “MMA” with their motto as:

“We will do justice with public and provide true leadership so that real Sharia will be
implemented. All types of bad evils are present; we have to erase them from our society.”

Qazi Hussain Ahmad did lot efforts to establish MMA and in future MMA has got huge
success. The coalition included having a place with various factions with changed systems in
Islam yet sharing basic interests: Jamaat-i-Islam (JI), Jamiat Ulema-e-Pakistan (JUP), Jamiat
Ulema-e-Islam (JUI-S) led by Samiul Haq, Jamiat Ulema-e-Islam (JUI-F) led by Fazlur
Rehman, Islami Tehrik Pakistan (ITP) and Jamiat Ahl-e-Hadith (JAH). Qazi Hussain Ahmad
demanded all parties’ conference in Mansoora on September 16", 2001 because of air and
naval ports have given to USA Government. From all parties’ conference, it was combined In
December28™, 2001 all religious parties decided to take movement against Government and
said December 29™will be day of protest and December 30™ will be “piya jam hartal”. He said
that law and order situation is very bad in whole country. Peaceful situation has become our
dream. Public arousal is an only way to set the Government and this strike will be public
referendum. He visited Sindh and spoke at different public places and informed public that we
are slaves of USA. USA is itself terrorist in the world. We are fighting for our rights. On May
13™ 2002 MMA meeting was organized in which it was decided that we will take part in
election with same sign, same Manshoor, and same laws and we will stand common member

of all parties. On September 10, 2002 MMA released their manifesto for the election it
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proclaimed, to implement Islamic system in Pakistan based on Quran and Sunnah, to protect
ideological and geographical boundaries of the Islamic republic of Pakistan, to eliminate
linguistic, ethnic and regional hatred and establish a peaceful society based on Muslim brother
hood, to promote democratic values and protect Constitution of Pakistan, to have autonomous
judiciary and the supremacy of the rule of law, eradicate corruption, provincial autonomy,
protection of minorities, remove feudalism, provide rights to women in accordance with Quran

and Sunnah, ensure freedom of press and freedom, effort for economic progress.
3.1.1- Success in 2002 Elections

In October 10, 2002 Elections, MMA first time became successful in Pakistan history. At this
success, western countries became tense. Then MMA leadership managed party for foreign
ambassadors to brief their point of views. All leaders told their opinion about Pakistani politics.
Qazi Hussain Ahmad also explained against co-education to German ambassadors. He further
elaborate that we are on real thinking so we will be in government or on opposition bench does
not matter. After election, MMA established their Government in NWFP Province. They took
many steps to stop illegal work. In Punjab province, MMA set them as an opposition. In

Baluchistan province, MMA united with Muslim league (Q) for Government.
3.2- Qazi’s Efforts towards Islamization of Pakistan

Holding an absolute majority, the MMA president Qazi Hussain Ahmad moved quickly to
implement its Islamic agenda in the NWFP province. At first step, it got up an assembly
resolution calling on the provincial government to ban bank interest and reinstate Friday as a
weekly holiday. It then set up a stacked committee which duly recommended the enforcement
of Islamic hudood punishments, including stoning and the amputation of limbs, and the
introduction of the death penalty for blasphemy and the consumption of liquor.> The next step
was a bill passed on to implement Sharia in the NWFP province. This was followed by

directives to bureaucrats to pray five times a day and follow Sharia law, curbs on the sale of
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music and videos, the destruction of posters featuring women and advertising Western
products, and the imposition of a complete ban on alcohol. Meanwhile, the MMA'’s madrasah
educated cadres were encouraged by the government to help police the new laws through
vigilantism and violence. Thus religious leaders in the Bajaur agency threatened to raise a
Lashkar (soldier) to wipe out elements spreading obscenity and un-Islamic culture. Finally the
MMA government strengthened the clout of the Sharia court by appointing Ulama aligned to
the party to it.

By way of the accomplishment of the MMA, under the flagship of Qazi Hussain Ahmad, in
national and common congregations, the examiners have started to conjecture its effect on
popularity based qualities, opportunity of articulation and minority rights incorporating ladies
in Pakistan. The Islamic plan of the MMA absolutely not only fit in with equitable standards
and qualities as it looks to control minority rights as well as implements a fundamentalist
lifestyle in which opportunity of articulation has insignificant space. From these point of view,
the approach of MMA as a political power can't be viewed as a positive advancement for
Pakistan's vote based battle. The 15-point elections declaration discharged in the 2002 elections
said that the MMA would make Pakistan a genuine Islamic welfare state to guarantee equity to
individuals and kill defilement whatsoever', 'make an autonomous, just and compassionate
monetary framework where nationals will be given chances to employments, business and
ventures secure privileges of ladies ensured by Islam and reclamation of their respect and
notoriety.> The pronouncement, it must be underscored on numerous checks gave a moderate
impression and its dialect might be purposely kept delicate to avoid negative open responses.
Unexpectedly, the gathering was concurred a ‘book’ as its election image and the pioneers

utilized each event to display it as the 'sacred Quran' amid election encourages and battles.*
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3.2.1- Recommendations of Council of Islamic Ideology (CII)

Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought to raise a question in the Session of National Assembly: “against
the obscenity and vulgarity being broadcast on the electronic media. They requested the regulatory body to make
policy guidelines barring TV channels from broadcasting vulgarity. A statement issued by PEMRA said that the
meeting also concluded that “any content which is unacceptable while viewing with the family transpires
obscenity” and recommended formulating a committee to screen out unwanted content from television
advertisements as well as regulating the rating of television channels. He said that this matter refer to the Council

of Islamic Ideology (CII) and Parliament.”

Qazi Hussain Ahmad said according to the law, TV channels are barred from telecasting
‘obscene material’; however there are no set parameters to what can be classified as obscene.
The word obscenity used to define in different countries with different terminologies,
connotations and expression. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that Pakistan was created in the
name of Islam and its Constitution clearly envisages that there can be nothing against the
Holy Quran, Sunnah and Shariah. He specifically criticized news channels for spreading
vulgarity in the guise of entertainment news particularly showing vulgar dances and songs in
every headline. The re-enactment and dramatization of crimes was also severely criticized by
the participants as they said that this form of disgust in the garb of investigative journalism
should not be tolerated by PEMRA.’

Resolved to reinforce Pakistan's Islamic roots, the Qazi Hussain Ahmad squeezed for the
incorporation of more Ulmas in the Federal Shariat Court in order to guarantee the strict
execution of the CII orders. In spite of the fact that Musharraf never capitulated to the Qazi
Hussain Ahmad weights, he made no endeavors to undermine the political saliency of the
standard religious gatherings either. Careful about universal revolution towards the
Talibanisation and being moderate sufficiently minded to comprehend the significance of
clutching power, the Qazi Hussain Ahmad at one phase attempted to downsize its Islamic talk.

On December 12, 2002 for example, composed a tradition for ladies to scatter fears of burden

of Taliban style Islamic code.®
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3.3- MMA Parliamentary Vote of Confidence to Prime Minister Mir
Zafarullah Khan Jamali

Prime Minister Mir Zafarullah Khan Jamali’ was programmed to meet up Muttahida Majlis-i-
Amal Vice-President Qazi Hussain Ahmad in an unmarked attempt to convince the alliance to
support him at the time of the vote of confidence. However, there was little opportunity of the
prime minister or the chief minister succeeding in their mission. The MMA is ready to offer
support to the prime minister.“Meeting of the parliamentary party leader, Chaudhry Shujaat
Hussain, Punjab Chief Minister Chaudhry Pervaiz Elahi with MMA parliamentary party leader
Qazi Hussain Ahmad at Mansoora. Qazi Hussain Ahmad was assisted by MMA MNAs Liaquat
Baloch, Hafiz Salman Butt, Farid Paracha and other JI leaders. The leaders of both parties
decided that the PML-Q and the MMA should again hold talks to build unity and brotherhood
in the country on December 21, 2002.® Prime Minister Mir Zafarullah Khan Jamali® was
detailed to talk with Qazi Hussain Ahmad to investigate the opportunity of the alliance’s
protract to his government at the moment of vote of confidence. To date, the MMA has
confirmed its unwillingness to take a stand on the legal framework and the president's position,
and explained that unless its conditions are fulfilled, it will not extend to the Jamali
government. Jamali will struggle to persuade the MMA not to join the Alliance for the
Restoration of Democracy. The MMA has not yet made any decision in this regard. After
confirmation by the ruling alliance that the Prime Minister will seek confidence from the
National Assembly on December 30, 2002 the center of political activity has been turned back
to Lahore, where the parliamentary leader of PML-Q Chaudhry Shujaat Hussain has also

concentrated himself there.

After a meeting in Peshawar, the MMA president Qazi Hussain Ahmad had decisive not to
sustain the prime minister throughout the vote of confidence. The MMA is ready to put forward
support to the prime minister, but in exchange for the difficult circumstances for Mr.

Jamali. On the other hand, Alliances restoration of democracy (ARD)10 President Nawabzada
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Nasrullah Khan was by means of his power to go on the MMA left from the PML-Q. He was
successful at keeping MMA on his side even when efforts were being made to make the Federal
Government. The MMA have been offered position of deputy prime minister, and speaker and
deputy speaker of the National Assembly. However, the talks collapsed as the MMA was
focusing on issues related to the Constitution. The theme was implicit to have come under
conversation at a gathering between Maulana Fazlur Rehman and Nawabzada Nasrullah.
Speaking to correspondents, Maulana Fazal said there could be a unified opposition in the
National Assembly, but the MMA has not yet made any conclusion on the issue. He said that
the MMA was submitting a request for an NA session to talk about why the Superior Court
judges had not yet been sworn in under the 1973 Constitution; the FBI operations in Pakistan

and the impending US attack on Iraq.

Prime Minister Mir Zafarullah Khan Jamali won a vote of confidence in the Parliament and
pledged to try to improve relations with nuclear rival India.'' Qazi Hussain Ahmad
congratulated Mr. Jamali on his success, but said he would walk out of Parliament if Mr.
Jamali's government approved Mr. Musharraf's amendments.'?> On this occasion Qazi Hussain
Ahmad asserted his stance that:" Musharraf had no right to amend the Constitution," as well as
he urged other legislators to join him in his efforts "to get rid of a military president."'® Qazi
Hussain Ahmad’s comments in the National assembly 3rd session held on December 30, 2002
he said that we congratulated Mr. Jamali on his success, but I had assumed that how with the
present condition of the peoples trust in the government; Mr. Jamali must understand and know
the difficulty of the commitments. Qazi said this thing was in front of all that our country had
faced 3 years dictatorship and now it’s moving towards the democracy. This way of democracy
was very slow because the election was held in October 10™ but still after the 2months and 20
days, they did not elect the senate members through election. Constitution did not work
accurately and the superior courts had worked with the PCO, and the superior court put
application that gave the permission to superior courts to take pledged through constitution. For
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this reason, they properly not re-establish the fundamental rights and the journey of the
democracy. That is the reason, Mr. Jamali took the vote of confidence but still he was not in
that position to clear the future policies of the country (democracy) and he had not spirit to
fulfill the commitments of the people. After took the vote of confidence he was worked in his
same limitation, and he said its work not complete in one night but completed gradually. Qazi
said, Mr. Jamli said to the people the dictatorship period had been over and now the democracy

period was started."*

3.4- Protection and Empowerment of Women Bill, 2003

In 2004, Ms. Sherry Rehman also moved a Bill on addressing the issue of 'honour' killings.
President Muttahida Majlis-e-Amal (MMA) and Amir Jamaat-e-Islami (JI) Qazi Hussain
Ahmad vindicated tearing copies of the Women Protection Bill, saying the bill were practically
same as to making a contempt of the directions of the Holy Qur’an and Sunnah. We will
repeat the act like tearing copies of the bill on the floor of the National Assembly if such

attempts are made against teachings of the Holy Quran and Sunnah, '°

3.4.1- Qazi’s Stance on the Bill

Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that“ The Protection and Empowerment of Women Bill, 2003”about
the performance of MMA parliamentarians, He further elaborate that changes in the Hudood
Ordinance in the name of protection of women’s rights amounts to revolt against the Holy
Quran. The government wants to promote obscenity in the garb of women protection, he
assumed that the JI leader said they did not want to recall any differences or bitter experience
with the Pakistan People’s Party or its chairperson when the whole opposition was united
against the “dictatorship” of General Pervez Musharraf. We are united on one-point agenda and
do not want any differences with the PPP or Benazir at this stage. Qazi Hussain Ahmad,
chairman of the Muttahida Majlis-i-Amall, said Islam provided protection and respect for

women, while on behalf of the Women's Protection Bill, it became unsafe. He gave his assent:
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The bill is not for rights of women but for promotion of obscenity and the next target would be
blasphemy law. Addressing a gathering of women in Karachi at Idara Noor-i-Haq through
phone, Qazi Hussain Ahmad pointed out that renowned Ulema had opposed the bill while the
Ulema of Islamic Ideology Council had discarded it and now Ulema had initiated a movement
for safety of Hudood-Allah. He request to women that they should form delegations and contact
effective sections of society, inform them of the threats alarming large and convince them to
Jjoin the movement in order to save the country and the nation. The Jamaat-e-Islami (JI) has
term the Women Protection Bill (WPB) an anti-religion endorsement aimed at conciliatory the

US and wanted its immediate withdrawal.

The resolution on the Hudood laws observed that different modification to the Women
Protection Bill were being prepared in line with the US dictates posted on the State department
website. The meeting criticizes the approval of a bill approved by the committee to vote in the
National Assembly, while the Ulema committee proposed eight amendments. The JI resolution
highlighted flaws in the drafting of the bill's chosen committee, and noted that even non-
Muslims living in Pakistan could support changes to the bill. The Shoora disapprove of
renovation of repealed provisions of 1979 Pakistan Penal Code to protect the criminals,
involved in the offence likes abduction etc in the women’s bill. The meeting opined that the
Hudood Ordinance 1979 was not repulsive to the Holy Quran and the Sunnah, therefore, every
realistic should assemble all available resources to protect it. The Shoora firmly maintained that
entire women's bill was in conflict with the teachings of the Holy Qur’an. The Shoora demand
religious and political parties, human rights and social welfare institutions to play active role

for the withdrawal of the women’s bill.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad was against the women protection and empowerment bill, therefore
Qazi’s remarks were following: As a matter of fact, [ have a gripe against the bill, the bill is un-

Islamic. We spoke of providing universal literacy, and the members of National Assembly
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thought that indirectly we are against education. We said we will make primary education
mandatory for all men and women and for girls particularly, we will try and offer free
education. We have said we will not restrict women from working. In fact, we have promised to
protect working women and to generate the right environment for this. We even make available
rifle training for our women. It is part of our agenda to provide whatever women are permitted

within the Shariah and Hudood nursing, first aid, rifle training, etc.

We have affirmed we will ban honor killings and in wata- sata situations, we will ensure unless
the girls concerned give their approval, these (marriages) will not be allowed they are
unlslamic. We have issued a charter for women in which we have unconditionally declared we
will accord them respect. We will not implement any cruel policy against women. Social
changes are brought about through education, learning and example. They cannot be
implemented through the law. Fifty years ago the situation in the bazaars was very different to
what it is today but nobody had legally enforced veil (purdah) at that time. Actually, I object to
the word segregation when used in reference to sorting out the genders. In the west it is an
insulting term. It was used for dividing people along racial lines. The fact is that a combine of
the sexes is not part of our culture. In all honorable families, even today, men and women are
separate. If you consider, at any function whether it’s a funeral or a Friday congregation at the
mosque men and women are separate. In homes, when male guests come, women do not sit
with them. In every home there are separate zenana and zenani (male, female) quarters. No man
likes to have an outside male interfere on his privacy, or sit among his womenfolk. A cultural

attack has been launched against us; we are being forced to change our culture.
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3.5- Legal Framework Order

Qazi Hussain Ahmad rising on a point of order expressed his concern in respect of the
Speaker’s comments regarding the status of Legal Framework order:

““On November 21, 2002, Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Mr. Liaqat Baloch, MNA rising on a point of order expressed
his concern in respect of the Speaker’s comments regarding the status of Legal Framework Order (LFO). He stated
that in a press conference the Speaker termed the LFO a valid law and amendments made through it formed part of
the Constitution. In his view, the Speaker’s comments were premature and would affect the supremacy of
Parliament and would prejudice the privilege of the House as it was the right of the House to make amendments in
the Constitution in accordance with the laid down procedure. Mr. Liaqat Baloch, while elaborating his point of
view explained that at the time of taking oath by the members-elect on the 16th November 2002, many members
categorically pointed out that they would take oath only under the Constitution of 1973 and on the assurance of
Mr. Iilahi Bux Soomro, then Speaker of the Assembly, who was presiding the sitting, that the oath would be under
the 1973 Constitution, the members took oath. Mr. Liaqat Baloch emphasized that the Speaker should review his
stand on LFO in order to maintain his impartiality. M/s Makhdoom Muhammad Javed Hashmi, Makhdoom Amin
Fahim, Mr, Muhammad Ejaz-ul-Haq and Maulana Fazal-ur-Rehman, MNAs also spoke on the issue and supported
the views expressed by Mr. Liaqat Baloch'®.”

After hearing the honorable members, ruling was reserved. On Saturday, the 14th June 2003,

the Honorable Speaker Ch. Amir Hussain gave the following ruling in the House:

“The Supreme Court vide its Judgment in Syed Zafar Ali Shah’s case reported in PLD 2000 at Page No. 869 held
that the Chief Executive is entitled to perform all such acts and promulgate all legislative measures as enumerated
below namely: - (a) All acts and legislative measures, which are in accordance with or could have been made
under 1973 Constitution including the power to amend it. The Chief Executive, taking into consideration various
compelling facts and after lengthy debates, promulgated LFO. It is significant to note that all the major parties
have contested the general election 2002, under the Conduct of General Election Order, 2002, Chief Executive’s
Order No. 7 of 2002 and none of them filed a petition before the Supreme Court to assail any provision of the legal
Framework Order (LFO). Now after the election, the National and Provincial Assemblies and the Senate have been
constituted and they are holding their sessions regularly. Many provisions of the LFO have thus been implemented
and acted upon. I may like to mention here that in almost identical situation, General Muhammad Zia-ul-Haq made
amendments in the 1973 Constitution of Pakistan through different Presidential Orders. During the proceedings of
the Assembly in 1985, Mr. Mumtaz Ahmed Tarar, the then MNA, raised a question of privilege that amendment
made by General Muhammad Zia-ul-Haq in the Constitution outside the Parliament breached the privilege of the
House as only the House was competent to make amendments in the Constitution, in accordance with the
procedure laid down in the 1973 Constitution. He further stated that in case the amendments were inevitable and
were in the national interest, those should have been placed before the Parliament for validation. After hearing the
learned member and the Minister for Law, Justice and Parliamentary Affairs, Mr. Igbal Ahmed Khan (late), Mr.
Speaker, Syed Fakhar Imam, ruled the privilege motion out of order, by observing that: ‘They can be amended by
this House and this House is competent to take up these amendments afresh and amend them. This House is
competent to make law, to re-amend it, if it wants to, or amend any other clause or Article of the Constitution.
Therefore, the Privilege Motion is ruled out of order’. Now, my ruling, which I am giving today, after this
background, I, in response to a question, in Press conference stated that the amendments made through LFO are
part of the Constitution, by way of the powers given to the Chief Executive of Pakistan to make amendments in the
Constitution by the Supreme Court of Pakistan. The learned members have failed to convince me that the
amendments made through LFO 2002, were invalid or otherwise in violation of the decision made by the Supreme
Court of Pakistan. I, therefore, still hold the same view that the Constitution was rightly amended through the LFO
on the basis of the decision of the Supreme Court and the amendments made through it in the Constitution, are
valid. Further, the amendments made in the Constitution through LFO, 2002, remain within the parameters laid
down by the Supreme Court and do not violate any of the salient features identified by the apex court and I hold
that LFO is part of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973, and therefore, I rule out the point of

order raised on the 21st of November 2002, by the honorable members'””.
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General Pervez Musharraf propagates the Legal Framework Order (LFO)'® which made
changes in 29 articles of the Constitution. These incorporated, restoration of the system of joint
electorates along with reserved seats for non-Muslims in NA and PAs; restoration and
enhancement of seats for women in NA and PAs, as well as, in the Senate for the first time;
lowering the voting age to 18; and increase in the size of legislatures. The LFO also included
some highly controversial provisions e.g. validation of all acts and decrees of the Musharraf
government, including a five-year extension in his presidential term; unrestricted powers to the
President to dissolve the NA and similar powers to Governors with regard to PAs; and the
establishment of a National Security Council. The opposition parties, along with the MMA,
furnished General Musharraf a very tough time in the National Assembly and the slogans of
“No LFO”, “go General Musharraf go” turned out to be a consistent story.'’

The LFO also made numerous changes in articles concerning disqualification and defection.
Only hours before the election, the LFO was amended to rise the retiring age of superior court
judges by three years. The same order, through another amendment tolerable independent
candidate to join any party within three days of the notice of the elections results. The LFO was
challenged in the Supreme Court on the grounds that only the Parliament had the authorization
to modify the Constitution;20 however, the Supreme Court observed that the NA would be the
proper forum to examine the issue. Both Mohtrama Benazir Bhutto and Mr. Nawaz Sharif were
in ‘exile’ at the time of the general elections 2002. Political developments after 2002 Elections
are on the way to a political settlement in parliament. The main cause for the political deadlock
was the disagreement over the legal framework order (LFO) between the government and the
opposition parties. LFO designed to legalize all steps taken by the Chief Executive of Pakistan
since October 12, 1999. Validations of “a man” instead of parliament were the central issue
among the opposition and General Musharraf. The opposition parties similar to MMA, PPP and
PML (N) have been operational and follower for the re-establishment of 1973 Constitution and

had been opposite the modification completed by General Musharraf. The government required
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having discussion on LFO with two ordinary parties, Pakistan People’s Party Parliamentarians
(PPP) and Pakistan Muslim League, Nawaz Group (PML-N), but it is useless to take them to
the dialogues. The government convinced MMA and found him ready for negotiations. Both
sides decided to settle on several issues that included the President's uniform, unlimited powers
over the National Assembly, the formation of the National Security Council (NSC), the power
of the 2002 Presidential Referendum and the expansion of the judges' retirement age. As a
result, MMA and the ruling party, PML (Q), created a committee at the level of the National
Assembly to comply with LFO.*!

General Musharraf had integrated 29 amendments into the constitution under LFO. The
negotiation teams of both sides arranged out seven controversial points out of 29 constitutional
amendments introduced by LFO.? These were, Article 41(7) which was about the election of
the president and holding two offices, Article 58 (2)(b) and Article 112 related to the powers of
the president and governors to dissolve national and provincial assemblies. Article 152-A was
about National Security Council and powers of the president to make appointments of high rank
office holders. Article 268 and 6th schedule were concerned with provincial assemblies which
bounded them to amend certain laws with the approval of the president. Article 179 & 195
discussed the extension in the age of retirement of superior judges and article 270-AA
legitimized the Presidential Referendum 2002 along with all other amendments made by
General Musharraf after 12 October 1999.” MMA was arguing that LFO should be recognized
as invalid and all provisions of it be presented in the parliament and get passed in it. He said the
religious parties’ alliance was ready to collaborate with the government for return of the
country to a full constitutional rule and help General Pervez Musharraf become a constitutional
president after resigning as the Army Chief. We are ready to show flexibility in our attitude but

not to the extent that we are deviated from our stance.
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The government again sent a request to MMA for talks which also showed some flexibility on
the issue of uniform. MMA leaders did not agree with the key issues like LFO and Article
58(2)(b) of the constitution which had bestowed the power to the president to dissolve the
assemblies. MMA rejected to acknowledge the proposed National Security Council (NSC) and
General Musharrafs extension of presidency for another five years. MMA had been demanding
the resignation of General Musharraf from the post of COAS and confirmed the holding of the
office by him as contrary to the principles of democracy. MMA wanted to wipe up the LFO
which gave flexible powers to the president over the elected parliament. The government had
been in conflict that the members of parliament, elected on the basis of LFO, cannot challenge
it but there may be some discussion to resolve the differences on LFO. The MMA negotiating
team generally criticizes and mocks the Presidential Referendum 2002. MMA leadership also
had reservations on system of joint electorate and high indirect proportion of women in the
parliament. The government started to force the religious alliance during the talks on LFO.
Firstly, Jamaat-e-Islami, the second largest constituent party of MMA, was suspected for
having a linkage with Al-Qaeda. After the alleged arrests of four main Al-Qaeda activists,
including Khalid Sheikh Mohammed (KSM), a direct linkage between Jamaat-e-Islami and Al-
Qaeda was sought to declare Jamaat-e-Islami as a terrorist outfit. The federal government

issued a statement that Jamaat-e-Islami had suspected links with Al Qaeda.

There is no dissimilarity among the Muttahida Majlis-i-Amal and the Alliance for the
Restoration of Democracy on the Legal Framework Order as mutually alliances are stressed for
the Parliament’s supremacy as well as trying to put democracy on Constitutional track. This
was stated by Muttahida Majlis-i-Amal’s (MMA) vice-president Qazi Hussain Ahmad. Qazi
Hussain Ahmad said the MMA was holding negotiations with the government to settle the LFO
issue cordially despite knowing that members of the government’s negotiating team were
powerless so far as reaching an agreement was concerned. Highlighting MMA’s flexibility,
Qazi Hussain Ahmad asserted that despite the alliance’s desire to steer the country out of the
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current political imbroglio, it would not compromise on its principles, adding that LFO had no
legality until it was endorsed by the Parliament with a two-third majority. Cautioning against
the packing of assemblies and opposing the imposition of martial law, The MMA leader said
that the country would be faced with a worse political crisis if the LFO was not presented
before the Parliament. Vice President of Muttahida Majlis-i-Amal, Qazi Hussain Ahmad,
described the legal framework order (LFO) as a potential threat to the country's safety and said
that the LFO had hampered the application of Shariat in the country.?* He said that the MMA
was opposed to the LFO because it was an obstacle to restoring the constitution, democratic

institutions and the rule of parliament in the country.

At present, he said that four parallel governments operating in the country, including the
Musharraf government, the United States government that imposed its policies on General
Musharraf, the central government headed by Prime Minister Jamali and district governments.
He said that these four governments had no program but to create more out of the law and
protect their own interests. Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that we will take oath under the
constitution not under the LFO. They said the LFO and the amendments are all part of the
constitution. We rejected this. We say there is only one constitution that which was suspended
on October 12, 2002 and all the amendments have been introduced are illegal. However, we
adopted a pragmatic approach if we had not participated in the elections, we would not have
been where we are today and I believe that in the process of the transfer of power we will have
to show flexibility and so will them military regime. We will follow whatever procedure is
compulsory to attain the restoration of democracy, supremacy of the constitution and

sovereignty of parliament but we will not waiver from our principles stand.?

The MMA opposed the Legal Framework Order (LFO) because General Pervez Musharraf has
determined all powers in him, he said and added that in order to build up democracy and for the

lead of the parliament, the present government should support MMA’s point of view on the
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LFO issue. Qazi Hussain Ahmad was of the view that the addition of illegal amendments in the
constitution was a serious blow to the provincial autonomy, as the provincial governments feel
helpless in resolving domestic issues after the issuance of the LFO. He said that although the
MMA had held talks with Chaudhry Shujaat Hussain and others, the alliance remain firm on the

LFO issue. He said the deadlock was “due to the rigid attitude of General Musharraf.

3.6- Poll Mechanism

Some high-level politicians in the country, both from the government and from the opposition,
approved on the required for a free, fair and crystal clear electoral scheme, but they disagreed in
their method. Some of them named for the selection of a chief election commissioner
throughout the permission of all the parties, while others persisted on the substitute of the
government administer by the military with a provisional system to carry out unbiased
elections. The observations were expressed at a two-day seminar on Regional Dialogue, Free
Fair and Credible Election Challenges and the way forward arranged by a non-governmental
organization. The participants had common consensus on the selection of an independent
election commission, but they assert that free, fair and credible elections cannot be guaranteed
until the government targets them. President of Pakistan Muslim League Chaudhry Shujaat
Hussain has dismissed a question about Musharraf's return to his promise to drop his military
uniform on time and said it was not part of the MMA government and the government contract.
He disagreed that General Musharraf had been elected legal president in accordance with
amendment 17" of the constitution and that the government of the alliance was ready to work
together with all the political parties in the parliament through administrative dealings to
assurance free and fair elections. He said that the election of the Independent CEC 26withkout
help was not a guarantee of transparent elections but that the government's goal was to make
the election process realistic. He gave the example of a former CEC Sajjad Ahmed Jan who had
prepared to accept on the second day of the rigged polls in 1977 saying he had done his best to
make the process fair but in vain. However, his argument about Justice Jan’s resignation was
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contested by a participant who claims that in fact the former CEC had gone to Poland for

medical check-up and had not resigned.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad, president of the MMA, said two main opposition parties, ARD and
MMA, was in harmony, although the constitution under General Musharraf was
unconstitutional and must be removed with the help of a passive mass movement. He said the
opposition parties have agreed to three points: the dismissal of General Musharraf as president
and the COAS, the restoration of the 1973 constitution as on October 12&‘, 1999 with mutually
agreed amendments, and the appointment of the Independent Central Election Commission
(CEC).He regretted a statement by Federal Information Minister Sheikh Rashid Ahmad, who
had said the LFO was part of the Constitution. “This is duplicity,” Qazi Hussain Ahmad

charged. How can talks resume in such a situation.

Freedom of the judiciary was also established as a precondition for the completion of free and
fair elections to govern any pre-election and post-election support. Sherry Rahman of the
Pakistan People's Party (PPP) asked the MMA chairman to reverse his role in passing the
17"Amendment to permit the joint opposition to advance on its agenda with the aim of
removing General Musharraf from power. But Qazi Hussain Ahmad said that before we lament
our role in passing the 17"Amendment,?’ the entire political parties must regret their
participation in the elections in 2002, when all of them should have initiative a movement to get

free of military rule at the time.

3.7- Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Musharraf US Afghan Policy

Qazi Hussain Ahmad rejected US Afghan Policy behalf of the opposition member (MMA) of the lower house:

“The National Assembly passed a resolution, categorically and unanimously rejecting the unacceptable targeting
of Pakistan by US President Donald Trump, terming his policy hostile and threatening. “The National Assembly
unanimously rejects the unacceptable targeting of Pakistan by US President Trump and also rejects claims of
General Nicholson, NATO Commander in Afghanistan, regarding existence of Taliban shuras in Quetta and
Peshawar,” says the unanimous resolution signed by the leaders of all the government and opposition parties. The
resolution, moved by Defense Minister Khawaja Muhammad Asif on behalf of members of the Lower House, also
condemned the Indian state-inflicted repression on the people of Indian Held Kashmir and reiterated Pakistan’s
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continued diplomatic, political and moral support for their struggle for self-determination. The National Assembly
acknowledged the sacrifices of security forces in their counter-terrorism operation and expressed full support to the
counter-terrorism operation being conducted by the armed forces of Pakistan along with the Rangers and law
enforcement agencies. The House reiterated that as a responsible nuclear weapons state, Pakistan has in place a
robust and credible command and control system, which has been universally recognized. The National Assembly
regarded President Trump’s and General Nicholson’s statement on Pakistan as hostile and threatening, and called
upon the Government of Pakistan to express the determination of the people of Pakistan to protect Pakistan’s
sovereignty and territorial integrity and considered postponement of any visits by US delegation to Pakistan or by
Pakistani delegation and officials to the USA, and also consider suspension of cooperation with the US,
particularly the provision of Ground and Air Lines of Communication (GLOCs/AALOCs) through Pakistan. The
House called upon the government to draw up and inform the US and the Afghan government of a blueprint for the
return of all Afghan refugees in a dignified but specified timeframe. The House maintained that the government
should formulate economic policies to deal with any situation arising out of the absence of US assistance and
commence a diplomatic initiative, particularly with friendly countries in the region, to inform the international
community of Pakistan’s counter-terrorism strategy and successes and the repercussions on the region of the failed
US Afghan policy®.”

Qazi Hussain Ahmad, in the session of National Assembly on October 10, 2002 talked about
the US Military action in Afghanistan that he would be against US military action if his party
formed part of a coalition government after October polls. He also said that religious parties
would not rule out forming an alliance with secular parties after the general election, which is
supposed to return the country to civilian rule. The decisions of the government that are against
the wishes of the people like giving Pakistani air bases to the United States or allowing US
planes to use Pakistani space for attacks on Afghanistan we will continue to oppose these
decisions. “We will withdraw this support,” The Muttahida Majlis-i-Amal alliance of six
Islamic groups, including Qazi Hussain’s already opposed the decision by President Pervez
Musharraf to back the US military campaign against the get rid of Afghan Taliban regime and
Al Qaeda network. But its opposition could become more awkward for Gen Musharraf if the
alliance was to form part of a coalition government after the election. Hard-line Islamic groups
had conventionally been allies of military rulers,® who had ruled the country for more than half
of its 53 year history. But they felt out with Gen Musharraf over his Afghan policy in the wake
of last year’s September 11 attacks on the United States. Pakistan had fractured down on
Islamic militant groups, further infuriating relations with religious conservatives. Qazi said he
would support reforms undertaken by Gen Musharraf which enjoy the support of the people of
Pakistan. Qazi services Iran-Iraq and the Persian Gulf war, post-soviet power in

Afghanistan had been broadly commended and cherished even before the soviet union
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attack on Afghanistan, he was get in touch with Afghan mujahedeen and have personal
terms with senior Afghan leaders. He said that after the September 9/11 attacks,30 the US
ambassador in Islamabad used to meet regularly with JI leaders to gain their belief and
hold. As the representative of the JI in Islamabad, he also convenes with Ambassador
Nancy Powell at the US Embassy to present commiseration for the September 9/11 assail.
At this meeting, Qazi said Ahmad was an aide to other senior party officials, including the
head of international affairs in JI, Chief Abdul Ghafoor Aziz.’' During the meeting, Powell
asked for the support of JI for peace and the elimination of terrorism. He said the
messenger had pushed the Islamic Group to support America's decision and not to retaliate.
But Qazi Hussain Ahmad told the ambassador clearly that America would only have the
support of the JI if it did not attack Afghanistan. "In the event of an attack on Afghanistan,

Ahmed warns that the JI will stand against America.

In addition, Qazi Hussian Ahmad was trying to explain to the ambassador how the attack
would not benefit America, Pakistan or Afghanistan. He told the ambassador that the whole
Muslim community would also return to such an attack. However, Qazi declare, the
ambassador did not collect the news well and the meeting finished with a bitter note. Qazi
explained that the ambassador was too superficial to observe the delegation correctly and left
the sight to the Jammat-e-Islami leaders. After coming up for a long time, Jammat-e-Islami
leaders asked embassy staff to call their cars so they could depart. After this incident, Qazi

stated that the ambassador had not met any of the JI leaders for nearly a decade.

3.8- WANA Operation

Muttahida Majlis-i-Amal performing president Qazi Hussain Ahmad raised a question in the
NA Debate the Wana operation was under US pressure. He said that the Pakistani army was
being not in favor of his people in Wana. He has insisted to stop immediately the continuing
operation in Wana, South Waziristan.QaziHussain Ahmad remarks on this: “People in the tribal
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areas are our loyal colleagues and defenders of the country. The government should restrain
itself from playing the game of enemy, who want to pit the army against tribal people.”*’He
further said that the foreign elements in Wana were the people, who were invited by the
Pakistan government and western powers to wage struggle against Russian intervention in
Afghanistan. The army is playing a dangerous game and should desist from playing in the

hands of the enemy. They are freedom loving people who fought against Russian intervention.

Qazi said that the operation against Osama Bin Laden, Mulla Omar and other Mujahideen was
not an easy task, as they were the heroes of 95 per cent people of Pakistan. The MMA leader
said after the operation of Waziristan, the next target of western powers would be the nuclear
program of Pakistan. In these circumstances, the MMA would not remain silent spectator and
would not leave the nation alone and would raise the voice for the sovereignty of the country
from every platform. He said that the MMA leaders had decided to hold its general council
session and deliberate on the prevailing situation in the country. We stand by the nation and
would not hesitate to give any sacrifice for the sovereignty and solidarity of the country," he
remarked. The JI chief said that the slogan of General Musharraf -Pakistan comes first- was
beyond comprehension of anyone and asked if it means extending cooperation to the US
against Islamic countries like Afghanistan, abandoning freedom struggle of Kashmiris,
humiliating nuclear scientists and surrendering before India. Mr. Qazi said that the policy of
Gen Musharraf could appease the US and India, but it was not in the interest of Pakistan. About
the leader of opposition in the Parliament, he said that the MMA was the single largest party in
the parliament; therefore, it was MMA's right claim over the office of leader of the opposition

in the National Assembly and the Senate.
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3.9- Qazi Hussain Ahmad and the Rights of Tribal people

Qazi Hussain Ahmad raised a question in the National Assembly about the rights of the tribal
people:

"Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought to raise the question, which the article 15, 16, 17 and 19 of the constitution are about
the rights of the people like as Freedom of movement, freedom of association and freedom of assembly. Wrote in
the article 19 of the constitution, that every citizen shall have the right to remain in and subject to any reasonable
restriction imposed by law, reasonable restriction impose through government. But nobody tell about the person to
reasonable restriction. It is mandatory duty of the government to tell the people about the reasonable restriction of
his expression and movement within the country".

"Qazi Hussain Ahmad has guaranteed the tribal senior leaders that Muttahida Majlis-i-Amal
would raise its voice for providing fundamental rights to the people of Federally Administered
Tribal Areas (Fata). The JI leader said that MMA would carry on effort for the rights of tribal
areas’ people.”® He informs to the people of Tribal area of that their problems would be move
up in the parliament and JI would also launch activities to create social and political
consciousness between the tribesmen. Qazi Hussain Ahmad also said we demanded education
institutions, health care centers and start on community welfare activities in tribal region,
especially in Khyber Agency. They grumbled that the political powers that be were misusing
funds and proposed that JI should set up special complaint cell at Al Markaz-i-Islami where the
tribesmen would lodge their complaints against political administration. In the meantime, Qazi
Hussain Ahmad condemns the government for examined unilateral ceasefire on Line of Control
and Line of Actual Contact in Siachen, saying that the decision amounted to compromise on
freedom struggle in the occupied Kashmir and snow- covered Siachen region. He said that
India was also pressure the Government to give up its stand on the occupied Kashmir, Siachen

and withdraw support to freedom fighters before holding mutual talks.

3.10- Government-MMA Agreement & the 17th Amendment

The government and MMA aimed at reaching some sort of understanding over LFO. Realizing
the centre’s administrative & financial powers and fear of its intervening in NWFP and
Baluchistan, MMA agreed to compromise on LFO.>* The second apprehension was the

disqualification of 65 MPs on the basis of seminary degrees which also forced MMA to
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compromise. MMA agreed to accept General Musharraf as president till December 31, 2004 to
provide him ‘safe passage’. The alliance also agreed to help the government in amending the
constitutional provisions, relating to the president’s Electoral College, under which he took the
vote of confidence instead of going for presidential elections. MMA decided not to cast a vote
in favor of General Musharraf as it had been opposing his economic, interior and foreign

policies and his policy to ‘secularize the society’.

The 12" NA passed 50 bills (42 bills and 8 ordinances); only 38 bills became Acts (33 bills & 5
ordinances). Of these Acts, the 17" Constitutional Amendment Bill, 2003, was debated by the
House for four days (16 hours), the highest number of days allocated for debate to any piece of
legislation. The Anti-Terrorism (Amendment) Bill, 2003, was passed in 5 minutes; the National
Security Council Bill, 2004, and the Defamation (Amendment) Bill, 2004, both were passed in
35 minutes; the Political Parties (Amendment) Bill, 2004, in three hours; and the Pakistan
Electronic Media Regulatory Authority (Amendment) Bill, 2004,>> was passed in 30 minutes.

MA President Qazi Hussain Ahmad on Friday turned down calls for the religious alliance to
apologize to the nation for its role in the adoption of the 17th constitutional Amendment, a
condition set by the ARD for cooperation with the six-party coalition in a movement against
President Musharraf. Qazi said the MMA had made no mistake by facilitating the approval of
an amendment which in his words had steered the country out a crisis and brought President
Musharraf under an obligation to step down as army chief. Therefore, no regrets and no
apologies", he said emphatically. He admitted that there were flaws in the controversial
amendment and the MMA had accepted some of the provisions only reluctantly, Without
identifying such articles, he said on its own or with help from the ARD, the MMA would strike
down such provisions whenever it was in a position to do so. Asked about the justification for
the MMA to stay in coalition with the PML in Baluchistan after the ruling party's campaign in
favor of Gen Musharraf's uniform, the MMA chief said if the religious alliance parted ways the
provincial government would collapse, leaving no option for the rulers except imposing
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governor's rule. Such a step would worsen the situation, he said about the likely fate of the
MMA's government in the NWFP in case the religious parties launched a movement against
President Musharraf, the Qazi said if some action was taken against it, the Baluchistan coalition
would also come down. According to Qazi Hussain Ahmad, the MMA would not be a loser
even if the NWFP government was sacked as in the case of fresh elections in the province, the
MMA would return with a still greater majority. He said, implying that there would be no
rationale for retaliation by the federal government despite MMA's movement against the
president: We are the real representatives of the people of the NWFP. Except for us, nobody
has a right to rule the province.

The Qazi said as a matter of fact PML leaders had linked their political destiny to the uniform
of President Musharraf and in case he took it off, they would be left with no feet to stand on.
Just back after a meeting with the exiled former Prime Minister Mian Nawaz Sharif in Jeddah,
the MMA president said Nawaz Sharif had set up a three-man committee for coordination and
cooperation with the religious alliance. Raja Zafarul Haq, Chaudhry Nisar Ali Khan and
Khwaja Saad Rafiq would be given necessary instructions by the exiled leader. He expressed
satisfaction over the outcome of the meeting, at which PML-N President Mian Shahbaz Sharif
was also present. Whether it would be possible for the MMA to launch an effective campaign
in case the ARD ultimately decided not to cooperate, the Qazi said: "We are not depending
upon anyone for our planned struggle. Movements are always launched by people, not parties,
and in the present situation anyone representing people's aspirations would get their
support. About the purpose of the MMA's movement, the religious alliance would tell the
electorate that by refusing to step down as army chief by the set date Gen Musharraf had
subverted the Constitution and had lost the right to stay even as the head of state. The Qazi
ridiculed argument that Gen Pervez Musharraf could be allowed to retain both offices by
amending the relevant law with a majority vote from the bicameral legislature. In his opinion

what the ruling party planned to do would have disastrous consequences as it would make it

99



eligible for a serving army chief to become a member of the National Assembly. Nowhere in
the world, he said, such precedent existed and the PML should also desist from setting one. He
warned that if the PML went ahead with its plan, it would be giving the future army chiefs the
right to become parliament members. He made it clear that the MMA would not hold talks with
the ruling party on the issue of uniform. Questioned if Gen Musharraf's plan to stay in uniform
enjoyed the support of the army as an institution, the MMA president said by backing its boss

on an unconstitutional issue the army would not be doing any service to itself, he stressed:

"If a person dictates the army simply because he happens to be its head, and the
institution cannot prevent him from violating the Constitution and the Army Act, it
doesn't bode well for the institution, and such an organization can't be called
disciplined".*

The supreme council of the MMA to discuss the prevailing political situation, the controversy
over Gen Musharraf's uniform in particular raids on religious seminaries, arrest of various
Ulema, MMA's performance in the National Assembly and the Senate and working of the
NWEFP and Baluchistan governments would also come under discussion. The participants
would also discuss the MMA's working relationship with other opposition parties. Qazi
Hussain Ahmad's faltering stand on different issues and its help to General Musharraf's tyrant
diagram has obviously undermined the drive to reestablish real majority rules system in
Pakistan. General Musharraf's 'guided majority rule government' requires a more strident test
than has been endeavored or maybe is conceivable by a formally belittled Qazi Hussain
Ahmad. This can be viewed as the 'basic analysis' for the gathering. This would have a
significant bearing on the MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain Ahmad prospects in the
2007 elections. May be, Qazi Hussain Ahmad understands that whoever (MMA under the
direction of Qazi Hussain Ahmad or General Musharraf) steps up with regards to remove itself

from alternate, stands to acquire in the following general elections.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad has come to fill the political vacuum without a lively PPP and PML-N

and keeps on applying some weight on the foundation on different issues. The 'million man

100



walks' in spite of the fact that have neglected to establish the coveted connection, yet the
message that road control remains a successful political instrument with Qazi Hussain Ahmad,
has not been altogether lost. Qazi Hussain Ahmad could be viewed as a bane for the eventual
fate of majority rule government in the light of its Islamization drive. Relentless Islamization of
Pakistan represents a risk to majority rules system, and makes the earth in which radicalism,
narrow mindedness and viciousness flourish. Musharraf-MMA partnership demonstrates the
inconsistency between the estimations of innovation with its premise in secularism, equity,
resilience and ensured established rights from one perspective and the expanding Islamic
pattern with its premise in revivalism, bigotry and hostile to current belief systems then again
that overwhelms Pakistan. In the event that the MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain
Ahmad neglects to draw a line among Islamization and Talibanization, it might confront the
rage of the national govemment. and lose a portion of its help also. General Musharraf has
effectively communicated his dismay on the Hisbah bill, and with steady US weight, he may
well depend on correctional measures against the MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain

Ahmad.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad has looked to consolidate the necessities of genuine politic with its
Islamization drive. It hosts pushed the get-together's plan up to the degree that it doesn't
welcome a reaction from the Center. It has been sensible on its part to have consented to the
four-point arrangement with government over the enrollment of non-natives in FATA, and
undertaking a less radical picture of the gathering. Additionally, the NWFP government's
choice to begin enlisting the madaris in the area depicted the MMA under the direction of Qazi
Hussain Ahmad as a law-abiding element. The MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain
Ahmad, with its critical nearness in the National Assembly, can muddle Gen. Musharraf's
'guided popular government' particularly on the off chance that he is constrained by the US to
take a harder position towards the Islamic powers. In such a circumstance the ARD may look
for its help for more liberated appointive majority rules system. In any case, it is likewise a

101



reality that parties like the JI have been agreeable in the past with military administrations that
are ideal to the Islamic gatherings. The Islamic developments that Qazi Hussain Ahmad
includes and which keep on developing in partnership with the military administration don't

foreshadow well for the eventual fate of vote based system and modernization of Pakistan.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad's faltering stand on different issues and its help to General Musharraf's
tyrant diagram has obviously undermined the drive to reestablish real majority rules system in
Pakistan. General Musharraf's 'guided majority rule government' requires a more strident test
than has been endeavored or maybe is conceivable by a formally belittled Qazi Hussain
Ahmad. This can be viewed as the 'basic analysis' for the gathering. This would have a
significant bearing on the MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain Ahmad prospects in the
2007 elections. Maybe, Qazi Hussain Ahmad understands that whoever (MMA under the
direction of Qazi Hussain Ahmad or General Musharraf) steps up with regards to remove itself
from alternate, stands to acquire in the following general elections. Qazi Hussain Ahmad has
come to fill the political vacuum without a lively and PPP, PML-N and keeps on applying some
weight on the foundation on different issues. The 'million man walks' in spite of the fact that
have neglected to establish the coveted connection, yet the message that road control remains a
successful political instrument with Qazi Hussain Ahmad, has not been altogether lost. Qazi
Hussain Ahmad could be viewed as a bane for the eventual fate of majority rule government in
the light of its Islamization drive. Relentless Islamization of Pakistan represents a risk to
majority rules system, and makes the earth in which radicalism, narrow mindedness and
viciousness flourish. The Musharraf-MMA partnership demonstrates the inconsistency between
the estimations of innovation with its premise in secularism, equity, resilience and ensured
established rights from one perspective and the expanding Islamic pattern with its premise in
revivalism, bigotry and hostile to current belief systems then again that overwhelms Pakistan.
In the event that the MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain Ahmad neglects to draw a line
among Islamization and Talibanisation, it might confront the rage of the national government
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and lose a portion of its help also. General Musharraf has effectively communicated his dismay
on the Hisbah bill, and with steady US weight, he may well depend on correctional measures
against the MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain Ahmad. In the course of recent years the
Qazi Hussain Ahmad has looked to consolidate the necessities of genuine politic with its
Islamization drive. It hosts pushed the get-together's plan up to the degree that it doesn't
welcome a reaction from the Center. It has been sensible on its part to have consented to the
four-point arrangement with government over the enrollment of non natives in FATA, and
undertaking a less radical picture of the gathering. Additionally, the NWFP government's
choice to begin enlisting the madaris in the area depicted the MMA under the direction of Qazi
Hussain Ahmad as a law abiding element. The MMA under the direction of Qazi Hussain
Ahmad, with its critical nearness in the National Assembly, can muddle Gen. Musharraf's
'guided popular government' particularly on the off chance that he is constrained by the US to
take a harder position towards the Islamic powers. In such a circumstance the ARD may look
for its help for more liberated appointive majority rules system. In any case, it is likewise a
reality that parties like the JI have been agreeable in the past with military administrations that
are ideal to the Islamic gatherings. The Islamic developments that Qazi Hussain Ahmad
includes and which keep on developing in partnership with the military administration don't

foreshadow well for the eventual fate of vote based system and modernization of Pakistan.
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CONCLUSION

Qazi Hussain Ahmad changed the parliamentary politics as well as religious politics when he
entered into the parliament for the first time as a result of the election held in 1985. He rejected
the traditionally parliamentarianism and boldly fought against the undemocratic and non-
parliamentarian spirit of the General Zia-ul-Haq and General Pervez Musharraf, although some
other leaders of his party were a little bit accommodative towards the dictators. It has been the
problems of all the rightists that they have left a window open for the dictators but Qazi
Hussain Ahmad was not of the kind. He never joined hands with the dictators. He epitomized the
spirit of dissent in and outside the parliament, advocating democracy and all that was normally

decent in politics and bitterly opposing all kinds of dictatorships, military or civilian.

When Qazi Hussain Ahmad safeguarded the parliamentary democracy. He demanded the
constitution for Pakistan totally based on the Islamic Shariah. Qazi Hussain Ahmad raised lot of
question in the parliament, but some of the questions were rejected, but it reflected society’s
need and the interest of the marginalized. He had struggled throughout his life for the
enforcement of the Nizam-e-Mustafa, supremacy of constitution and parliament. He had a strong
convinced power. He convinced the Prime Minister and the other contemporary parliamentarian
to reject the Hudood Ordinanace bill because it was out of Islam. He had the basic knowledge of
the Islam and constitution. During his parliamentary debates he showed the awareness of
domestic constitutional provisions and legal framework. He demonstrated the knowledge of
domestic, foreign and international case law. He sharply responded the public matters and public

opinions at the floor of the Houses.

He protects the fundamental rights of the citizens and also forwarded amendments to the
constitution for their employment opportunities. All the black laws like preventive detention
were opposed by him at the floor of the parliament. Education is the backbone of any society.

Qazi stressed the government to impart the free and quality education to the citizens of Pakistan.
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Qazi loved the democratic norms and forwarded many suggestions for smooth democratic
system in the country. He not only cared for the citizens but also right for the parliamentarians.
Quran and Sunnah were the favorite values of Qazi Hussain Ahmad. He followed its principles
by head and heart. He used the parliament as a source to enact the principle of Islam in the lives

of people of our country

Qazi Hussain Ahmad actively participated as member of parliamentary committees when
assigned to him by the parliament. Record of the committee reports and parliamentary debates
shows that he attended the meetings regularly and participated in its discussions actively. He
posed questions to and sought explanations from ministers concerned during parliamentary
debated regarding the functioning and performance of their ministers. He took up issue related
corruption, mismanagement and human right violation by executive authorities that media and
civil society organizations brought to his notice. He showed interest in issued related poverty,

health and education in parliamentary debates.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad never expected or accepted any post from the dictators. His goal was not to
achieve the power. He struggled only and only for the enforcement of Nizam-e-Mustafa during
his whole parliamentary career. He was very popular among his parliamentary colleagues. They
mostly liked him because of his positive attitude towards his goal. He avoided negative
parliamentarianism. Qazi was a fair and tough parliamentarian. He gave a tough time to the
dictators of the 2002 and parliamentary democracy in Pakistan. Qazi had never permitted his
party to encourage sectarianism or to patronize violence. He remained committed to a
democratic Pakistan and wanted it to be a welfare state. He was seen as a uniting figure amongst
various Islamic religious parties of Pakistan into a single force of the MMA was a clear
precedent of it. Recognizing his services for the elimination of the sectarianism in the country, he
was made the chairman of the MMA. Qazi not only struggling foe a true democracy within the
parliament but also kept his mission alive outside the parliament. He remained an active

participant of different alliances outside the parliament for the restoration of democracy.
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Participating Pakistan National alliance, Movement for restoration of Democracy, Islamic

democratic front, Mili Yakjihti Council by Qazi Hussain Ahmad were clear proofs to this reality.

Systems are always changed constitutionally and legally which are called glorious revolutions
like one happened in England in 1688. But such changes need majority parliamentarian
consensus or majority party’s government. Unfortunately both of the opportunities did not face
Qazi. His struggle for his cause in and out of the parliament and his sincerity as a good
parliamentarian show that he wanted Pakistan as a real Islamic state, just like that of Madinah,
established by the Prophet Muhammad (PBUH). We never come across in the history of Pakistan
such a personality as a parliamentarian who fought against odds just for the sake of a system.
Exceptions are always there and Qazi was the person who confronts the dictators and leadership
of the different governments not for the sake of post but for the sake of a true Islamic and

democratic set up.

He emphasizes that the Ulama are the descendents of the Last Holy Prophet Muhammad
(PBUH). Qazi also cared for their welfare and moved resolutions to give them their right place in
the society. Their degrees and certificates from the religious institutions were made equal to the
degrees and certificates of the colleges and universities in Pakistan. In such a way the Ulama
were encouraged to serve the nation. Qazi openly opposed those amendments to the constitution
and forwarded positive suggestions in order to make them good in favor of the citizen. He
brought the bad intentions of the government to light and made the public aware of the flaws of
the said amendments during different gathering. He compelled the government to make their

path right and never compromised over his principles.

Shortly he crossed the threshold and in the parliament fighting for the Islam, people rights and
even till he breathed his last in 2013, he worked for safeguarding up-to maximum what he

determined to do and for the parliamentary democracy.

&



APPENDIX- A

QAZI HUSSAIN AHMAD RAISED DIFFERENT QUESTION IN SENATE

Qazi Hussain Ahmad raised different question in senate:

1: Qazi Hussain Ahmad moved a Privilege Motion about the insulting and illegal manner of arrest
the member of opposition group in Sindh Assembly:

The mover sought leave to raise a question of breach of privilege arising out of the insulting and
illegal manner of arrest of members of certain opposition groups in the Sindh Assembly from
within the precincts of the Assembly in violation of the Constitutional provision: many members
spoke for and against the admissibility of the motions: Minister concerned opposed the motions
and stated that the incident in question did not in any way impede the functioning of the House or
any member: he further stated that each House had its own rules dealing with the question of
privileges and the Sindh Assembly being guardian of its own privileges was already seized of the
question of alleged breach of the privilege of its members: the Chairman ruled the motion out of
order and observed that a common point in all these motions raised was that the Senate, as the
“supreme legislature’ of the federation and as a body having special relationship with the
provincial legislatures which constitute its electoral college had a duty and a special responsibility
to take cognizance of Constitutional violations at provincial level and to protect and preserve their
rights and privileges: the Chairman held this line of thinking to be fallacious: the perception of the
Senate being the supreme legislative body was incorrect: no House- could claim any supremacy
over another, except in matters of legislation: the so-called special relation with the provinces also
did not give any right to the Senate to interfere in the proceedings of a provincial Assembly: each
House was supreme as far as its own proceedings were concerned: privileges also belonged to each
House individually and each House was the sole authority to adjudge and punish any infringement
of its own privileges: the Chairman further observed that under the rules the motions in hand were
not even remotely connected with the privileges of the Senate and as the matter was already
subjudice before the Sindh Assembly, intervention of the Senate would prejudice the proceedings
of that Assembly and would also be in gross violation of provincial autonomy and the sovereign
jurisdiction of the provincial Assembly of Sindh.”

Ruling

On January 22, 1987, Senators Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Maulana Kausar Niazi sought leave to
raise a question of breach of privilege arising out of the alleged illegal arrest and manhandling of
the members of opposition in the Sind Assembly. Senator, Mr. Javed Jabbar had also given notice
of a Privilege Motion on the same subject but he was not present when these two motions were
taken up. Qazi Hussain Ahmad contended that members of the Jamaat-e-Islami and other
opposition groups in the Provincial Assembly of Sind were manhandled and forcibly thrown out of
the Assembly Hall by the members of the Government Party and were later arrested by the police
from within the precincts of the Assembly and taken to some unknown place. According to the
mover this illegal, insulting and unceremonious manner of arrest had engendered a sense of
insecurity among the opposition members in the Senate generally and in the mover particularly, as
he was also the Secretary General of Jamaat-e-Islami, and had thus caused a breach of his privilege
as a Senator. Maulana Kausar Niazi contended that the arrest of twelve members of the Provincial
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Assembly of Sindh from within the precincts of the Assembly in violation of the Constitutional
provision had caused a breach of privilege of the Senate as under Article 148 of the Constitution it
was the duty of the Federation to protect the country from internal disturbances as also, adding
later in elaboration, to take cognizance of any breach of Constitutional provisions by a Provincial

Assembly.

Mr. Javed Jabbar in his motion had stated that the privilege of the House had been breached by the
violation of the Parliamentary traditions committed through the arrest of members of the
Provincial Assembly from the precincts of the Assembly without the prior knowledge and consent
of the Speaker of that Assembly, in contravention of the Sind Assembly Members’ Privileges Act.
Prof. Khurshid Ahmed, Maulana Samiul Haq, Mr. Abdur Rahim Mir Dad Khel, Qazi Abdul Latif
and Mr. Mohammad Tariq Chaudhry also spoke on the admissibility of the motions and supported
the contention raised by the movers. Stress was generally laid on the Constitutional role which the
Senate as a representative body of the provinces at the Federal level was expected to play to
protect the rights and interests of provinces and to take cognizance’s of Constitutional violation in
the provinces and of all such acts as tended to prepare the ground for derailing the train of
Parliamentary democracy yet again. However, the consideration of the motions was deferred till
the next sitting on the request of Mr. Mohammad Aslam Khan Khattak, Minister for Interior who
wanted to apprise the House of the real facts after obtaining a report from the concerned Provincial
Government.

On February 2, 1987, the motions were taken up again for consideration. Maulana Kausar Niazi
was present whereas Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Mr. Javed Jabbar were absent. Besides, Maulana
Kausar Niazi, Mr. Ahmad Mian Soomro, Mr. Abdur Rahim Mir Dad Khel, Maulana Samiul Haq
and Mr. Mohammad Tariq Chaudhry also supported the motions while* Mr. Hasan A. Shaikh, Mr.
Rahat Saeed Chhatari, Mr. Shad Mohammad Khan, Mr. Asghar Ali Shah and Sheikh Ali
Mohammad opposed them. Those opposing the motions, while describing the incident generally
deplorable were of the view that it was a matter within the purview of the Sind Provincial
Assembly and that Assembly was competent and powerful enough to protect its own rights and
privileges and to enforce its own writ, without there being need or justification for the Senate to
intervene.

Mr. Wasim Sajjad, the Justice Minister opposing the motion contended that ‘privilege’ was a right
and prerogative which was conferred on members so that they might be able to perform their
duties inside the House without any let or hindrance and without any impediment, adding that the
said incident had not, in any way, impeded the functioning of the Senate or prevented any member
from participating in the proceedings of the Senate. He referred to Rule 57 of the Rules of
Procedure and Conduct of Business in the Senate, 1973, and stated that a member with the consent
of the Chairman could raise a question involving a breach of privilege either of a member of the
Senate or of a Committee thereof. The National Assembly and for that matter, each Provincial
Assembly have their own rules under which they could competently deal with the breach of
privilege of its own members. Each House also being the guardian of its own privileges, the Sind
Assembly according to him was fully competent to deal with the question raised by the movers
and since the matter had already been raised in that Assembly and stood referred to the Privileges
Committee where it was presently subjudice, any interference by this House would prejudice the
proceedings of that Assembly.
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Ruling the motion out of order the Chairman, Mr. Ghulam Ishaq Khan, after summarizing the
substance of these motions observed:—

“The one common argument implied or explicitly expressed underlying all the three motions, as
has been brought out in the discussion on admissibility, appears to be that the Senate is a body
elected by members of the Provincial and this special relationship gives the Senate a specific
responsibility, transcending the ‘pretext’ of provincial autonomy or the sovereign jurisdiction of
the Provincial Assembly so that, to repeat the words of one of the movers ‘this supreme legislative
body of the federation is not prevented from taking cognizance of this breach of Parliamentary
norms and laws or to discuss this matter with a view to determining the mode of intervention by
the Senate in order to protect and preserve Parliamentary traditions and democratic principles’. In
other words, intervention of the Senate is sought in a Provincial Assembly’s affair in order to
protect and preserve, not the privileges of this House but general Parliamentary traditions and
democratic principles. Now Parliamentary privilege has been defined as applicable to certain
peculiar rights and immunities enjoyed by each House of Parliament collectively, and by members
of each House individually, without which it is considered it would not be possible for either
House to maintain its freedom and independence of action or the authority and dignity of its
position or for members to effectively discharge the function entrusted to them. The point to be
noted here is that the privileges belong to each House individually and each House exercises its
own privileges independently of the other. Each House is also the guardian of its own privileges
and is the sole authority to adjudge and punish any infringement of those privileges. It is for these
considerations that neither the Constitution nor our own rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Business framed there under treat Parliamentary privileges generically. Article 66 of the
Constitution deals separately with the powers, immunities and privileges of the two Houses of the
Federal Parliament and Article 127 with those of the Provincial Assemblies. Even though these
immunities and privileges both of the Federal Parliament and of the Provincial legislatures have
been described in identical terms, the same provisions also make each House of the Federation and
each Provincial Assembly, to quote Erskine May’s Parliamentary Practices on this point “supreme
as far as its own proceedings are concerned”. It is for these reasons that one House cannot hold the
Members of another House guilty of breach of its privilege for anything said or done by him in the
course of proceedings of the House of which he is a Member. Nor can, for the same reason, one
House whatever its status, encroach on the powers and privileges which the Constitution makes the
exclusive responsibility and concern of another House. The right of each House to control and
regulate its own proceedings and also to determine any matter other than an outright criminal act
or indictable offence arising within its walls is so complete that what is said or done within the
four walls of a House cannot be enquired into even by a Court of Law. As a corollary to this
principle a Member is also not answerable elsewhere for anything said or done in connection with
the proceedings of the House of which he is a Member.

It is, therefore, in my opinion fallacious to argue that either by virtue of the fact that we are,
according to the perception of one of the movers, the supreme legislative body of the Federation
(let me make it clear that we cannot claim any such supremacy; if there is a supremacy of one
House over another, it is in the matter of legislation but not otherwise ) we should interfere, or
again for the reason of the so-called special relationship that we have with Provincial Assemblies
as our Electoral College we have the right and should, therefore, interfere, in this matter. The latter
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argument on which a great deal of emphasis was laid in the discussion on admissibility would be
valid only, if the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in legislatures of this country were
to treat the infringement of the rights of the hundreds and thousands of voters in a general
constituency as the infringement of the privilege of the Member himself who is elected by those
voters to represent them, which as you all know is not the case.

Under Rule 57 and Rule 59(3), the subject matter of the three motions is not even remotely
connected with the privileges of this House and no Member has the locus standing to raise such a
question. The breach if any occurred of the Members of the Sind Assembly and that Assembly has
the exclusive jurisdiction to deal with it. According to Press reports confirmed by the honorable
Minister, the Speaker of the Sind Assembly has already held the question in order and the matter is
now subjudice before the Assembly. The intervention of the Senate in the matter would be in gross
violation of Provincial autonomy and the sovereign jurisdiction of the Sind Provincial Assembly in
these matters, which contrary to what one of the Movers says are not pretexts but political and
Constitutional realities which the country can ignore only at its peril. At any rate with our claim to
Constitutional rectitude we cannot deliberately encroach upon the exclusive jurisdiction conferred
by the Constitution on another House, no matter what our feelings on a particular issue might be.

Privilege Motion: Two questions of breach of privilege were raised one regarding the arrest and
detention of the mayor of Karachi metropolitan corporation, Mr. Abdus Sattar Afghani, and 99
councilors while they were Marching in a peaceful procession, on the ground of having violated
Section 144 CRPC Which was in force in Karachi at the relevant time; and the other relating to the
supersession of K.M.C. By the government of Sindh under Section 51(12) of the Sindh local
government Ordinance, 1979 as a sequel to violation by the K.M.C. Of Clause (d) and (e) of Sub
Section (10) of Section 51 of the Sindh local government Ordinance, 1979: it was held that the
term Parliamentary privilege means the sum total of particular rights enjoyed by each House of
Parliament collectively and by members of each House individually without which it would not be
possible for either House to maintain its freedom and independence of action or the authority and
dignity of its position or for members to effectively discharge the functions entrusted to them:
neither the Constitution nor the rules of procedure and conduct of business framed there under
treat parliamentary privilege generically and as such it is not possible to pick up an issue
essentially pertaining to the affairs of a province and base thereon a question of breach of privilege
for the only reason that the Senate is an elected and democratic institution and is regarded as the
supreme legislative body of the federation, or that it has special relationship with the provincial
assemblies, the latter being the electoral college for the members of the Senate and by virtue of
this so-called special relation it has a right to interfere in any matter taking place within any
province: it should be borne in mind that Pakistan has a federal structure, has a federal
Constitution, a Federal Government and a number of constituent units with their own government
and that the Constitution gives a considerable degree of autonomy to the provincial governments
in a large number of matters: apart from the subjects in the federal and the concurrent legislative
lists all other matters including what were called “Residuary Powers” in pre-Independence Days
vest in the provinces: in such a situation it is not correct to consider the infringement of any right
or so called privilege anywhere in any province to be a breach of privilege of this House: it is true
that the Constitution does guarantee by its Article 19 the right to freedom of speech and expression
but that right is not absolute and unqualified: it is subject to reasonable restrictions imposed by law
in the interest of the glory of Islam, or the integrity, security or defense of the country or any part
thereof, friendly relations with foreign states, public order, decency or morality or in relation to
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contempt of court, commission of or incitement to an offence: this right has been further
circumscribed in case of councilors or members of local bodies under the laws pertaining to local
bodies: Section 51(10) of the Sind local bodies Ordinance, 1979, requires that no member shall be
liable to any proceeding in any court in respect of anything said or any vote given by him in the
meeting of the councilors or a committee thereto so long as such action does not undermine the
ideology, security, integrity and solidarity of Pakistan; seek to create or incite feelings of enmity,
ill will or hatred between different communities, sects, classes, or sections of the citizens; or
violates any of the other conditions enumerated in sub Section 10 of Section 51 of the Ordinance,
the more important and relevant of which are: “tend directly or indirectly to bring into hatred or
contempt the government established by law and amount to propagation of any political opinion or
indulges in any political activity*1 and “a council which passes a Resolution or acts in
contravention of the provisions of sub Section 10 or propagates any political opinion or indulges in
any other political activity may forthwith be suspended etc. .:” The councilors allegedly passed a
Resolution which was beyond the scope of the Sindh local government Ordinance and in violation
of the other conditions enumerated in sub Section (10) of Section 51 and as such the Sindh
government in exercise of its power under Sub-Section (12) of Section 51 ordered supersession of
K.M.C. With immediate effect: if the mayor and the councilors concerned feel that the impugned
action of the government in arresting them or in unseating them from membership is illegal or that
it has infringed their fundamental right of speech and expression guaranteed by Article 19 of the
Constitution they have every right to question the same in the high court under the writ jurisdiction
given by Article 199 of the Constitution; therefore, the Constitutionality and legality of a
government action taken ostensibly under a valid law cannot be questioned, agitated, construed or
determined in the forum of the Senate because this constitutes the prerogative of the judiciary
under the Constitution and as a legislative body this House cannot interfere with their jurisdiction
as they have no right to interfere with this House jurisdiction as far as it relates to matters which
arise within the House itself: Section 144 was in force in Karachi at the relevant time: the mayor
and the councilors who took out a procession despite imposition of Section 144 have been
proceeded against under law: from that point onwards the entire affair has become subjudice and it
is now for the courts to decide whether Section 144 was indeed violated, in which case, if the court
comes to that judgment, the violation would be punishable under Section 188 of the penal code.
Accordingly, both motions were ruled out of order.

2: Privilege Motion: “On 15th February, 1987, Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Prof. Khurshid
Ahmed sought leave to raise questions of breach of privilege, the one by Senator Qazi Hussain
Ahmad arising out of the arrest and detention by police of Mayor, Abdul Sattar Afghani and 99
Councilors of the Karachi Metropolitan Corporation when they were Marching in a peaceful
procession towards the Sind Assembly building to voice their grievances; and the other sought to
be raised by Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed with whom Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad joined as
co-movet, arising from the illegal and arbitrary supersession of the KMC by the Government of
Sind, ostensibly under the Sind Local Government Ordinance. These actions according to the
movers had infringed their privilege and the privilege of the Senate.”

Explaining his motion Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad stated that at the relevant time, the Mayor
was leading a procession along with 99 Councilors. They were Marching in a peaceful manner in
groups of two, to avoid violation of Section 144 CRPC (which was then in force in the town) but
the Police intercepted them while they were on their way to the Sind Assembly building. They
were tear-gassed, lathi charged and manhandled. Later, they were arrested. This action the mover
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contended could not have been taken by the Provincial Government all on its own without the
Federal Government involvement or consultation in the matter. The Senate, he said, is a
democratically elected institution and was looked up to as the custodian of democracy. As the
Upper House of Parliament it was its duty to take effective (preventive) steps when democratic
institutions in the country such as the Karachi Metropolitan Corporation were being destroyed. He,
therefore, urged that this issue should be looked at beyond and above the legal wrangling and
technical niceties of admissibility. Prof. Khurshid Ahmed (with whom Senator Qazi Hussain
Ahmad joined as a co-mover) had submitted in his motion that the supersession of the KMC by the
Government of Sind had given rise to apprehensions that the future of all democratic institutions in
the country was in jeopardy. The fear had gained ground that as had happened in Karachi, by
resort to the might-is- right brands of laws any democratically elected and representative
institution in the country could be wound up at any time, making their continued existence
doubtful and uncertain. The action of the Government of Sind, the movers maintained had
infringed their individual privilege as well as the collective privilege of the Senate.

Explaining his motion, Prof. Khurshid Ahmed submitted that the central point of his motion was
that the KMC which is one of the country’s important democratic institutions (representing,
according to his co-mover, the interests of 8 million inhabitants of Karachi) should not have been
“dissolved” on the basis of lame excuses in order to secure certain personal ends and achieve some
specific political objectives. This action, he contended, signaled a danger for the entire
Parliamentary and Constitutional set-up in the country. Urging a dispassionate examination of the
question he said that it involved important considerations both from the legal and political angle
and was also concerned with the application of the law of privileges. He extensively quoted
various authorities to explain the law of privileges, its genesis, scope and application in different
contexts and situations and submitted that according to these authorities “Parliamentary privilege
denotes merely lawful rights of each House and individual members of the House which are
necessary for the effective functioning of the legislative body” or again that ” the privileges are
certain rights belonging to each House of the Parliament collectively and some other belonging to
members individually without which it would be impossible for either House to maintain its
independence, authority or the dignity of its position or for the members to discharge their
functions”. The privilege of the Parliament is thus intended to safeguard the freedom, authority
and dignity of the Parliament. The law of privileges he further submitted, grew in England out of
conflict of authority between the executive on the one hand and the legislative organ of the
Government on the other and the Parliament secured this set of rights from the executive with a
view to assert itself and to discharge its functions effectively. History, he asserted, appeared to be
repeating itself and the executive (in this country) was once again attempting in a variety of ways
to encroach on the privileges of democratically elected institutions and his motion should be seen
in that light. On these premises he also emphasized, reminding the members of the Senate of their
oath of office under the Constitution that it was the primary responsibility of every member to
preserve and protect the Constitution which among others includes the provision in its Article 32
that ’the state shall encourage local Government institutions composed of elected representatives
of the areas concerned etc.,” Karachi, he said, was in the grip of a crisis since November last.
Recurring disturbances were taking a heavy toll of human lives. Arson and destruction of
properties was order of the day and the entire city was in a state of turmoil rendering the executive
machinery totally ineffective. The Provincial Government and the Chief Minister of Sind had
shown criminal neglect in handling the situation and had singularly failed in the discharge of their
duties and obligations. In these circumstances it was inevitable indeed it was incumbent on the
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Karachi Metropolitan Corporation to take note of this state of affairs and for its Councilors as the
elected representatives of Karachi to give expression to their feelings and to register their protest
against it together with agitating their long standing demand for restoration to the Corporation of
the Vehicles Tax, as was the case elsewhere in the country, and also an adequate share of other
taxes in the form of certain Resolutions unanimously adopted under the Chairmanship of the
Mayor. The Councilors and the Mayor were, however, charged with passing “political
Resolutions” and this was one of the grounds, among others, for the Sind Government to justify
the suspension of the KMC. It was as a follow up of these Resolutions, the Senator proceeded to
say, that the Councilors with the Mayor at their head took out a procession marching in groups of
twos and threes, because of Section 144 in the city but instead of engaging them in a dialogue the
Government resorted to brute force to disperse them. At this stage when the Senator started giving
graphic details of the use of force the Chairman, Mr. Ghulam Ishaq Khan, intervened to point out
that those facts had no bearing on or relevance to the question of admissibility of the motion and
counseled the Senator to confine his submissions to the ground of admissibility only. Thanking the
Chairman for his advice, the Senator submitted that all he wanted to point out was the type of
treatment which was meted out to the elected representatives of KMC in the discharge of their
duties which was against all democratic norms and which as the inevitable next step culminated in
the arrest and detention of the Mayor and his supporting Councilors and the arbitrary
‘‘dissolution” of the Corporation by the

Provincial Government of Sindh. This action on the part of the Government he urged, had affected
the entire spectrum of democratically elected institutions in the country and this was the basis on
which he wanted to present his case of breach of privilege. The Member proceeded to conclude
that the country did not have a codified law of privileges, and the absence of such a law, whatever
might be its disadvantages had the distinct advantage of widening the discretion of the Parliament,
providing this House with a “number of options” and “unlimited opportunities” to interfere in
matters affecting privilege which might not have been possible if privileges were codified, The
House could enlarge the scope of breaches of privilege by looking at them in a wider perspective
in the light of emerging trends and changing circumstances instead of interpreting them in the
narrow traditional technical sense. A political tragedy has occurred in Karachi; elected
representatives of the city have been subjected to untold excesses reminiscent of happening in a
police state the condo nation of which would be tantamount to endangering the whole future of
democracy in the country and of its elected institutions set up under the Constitution. The
happenings in Karachi were thus in dear violation of the Constitution and since it was the duty of
the House to uphold the Constitution and safeguard the democratic institutions it amounted to
breach of the collective privilege or contempt of the House itself. There was, therefore, every
justification for the House to take cognizance of and interfere in the matter and for the members to
espouse their cause, and under the terms of oath of their office as defenders of the Constitution, to
take measures to save these institutions. Senators Ahmed Mian Soomro, Hamzo Khan Palejo arid
Hasan A. Shaikh also participated in the debate on admissibility, the former contending that the
arrest of the elected Councilors including the first citizen of Karachi, that is. the Mayor of Karachi
Marching in a peaceful procession towards the Sind Assembly was in violation of the Constitution
and the motion provided this House with the means to assess for itself the objective situation
obtaining in Karachi and the latter two opposing it both on factual grounds contending that the
facts on which the motion was based were not correctly stated and for legal reasons, the matter
being the exclusive concern of the Sind Provincial Assembly and having nothing to do with the
privilege of the House or any of its members.
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Opposing the motion Minister for Local Bodies, Mr. Anwar Aziz Chaudhary, submitted that the
Mayor and the Councilors had taken out a procession in violation of Section 144 of the CRPC
their arrest and detention by the Provincial Government was, therefore, perfectly justified under
law. He refuted the charge against the Government of Sind that it was a “killer” of democracy. For
full two years the Government had fully cooperated with the Corporation and had extended it
every facility and concession. Certain elements there, however, did not want peace to prevail in
Karachi; with political ends in view they wanted the Provincial Government to fall on one pretext
or the other. The Minister also opposed the motion on technical grounds, and submitted that under
the Constitution; ‘Local Government’ was entirely a Provincial subject. Secondly, the action to
dissolve the Corporation was not an arbitrary act; it was legal action taken under Section 51(12) of
the Sind Local Government Ordinance, according to which “a Council which passes a Resolution
or acts in contravention of the provisions of sub-Section 10 (of the said section) may forthwith be
superseded for a period not exceeding six months and on such supersession, the provisions of sub
Section 2 and Sub-Section 3 of Section 5 shall apply”. Concluding the Minister said that the doors
of courts were open to all. There was no emergency in the country. If the Mayor or anyone else felt
aggrieved by the action of the Sind Government he could have recourse to law for the redress of
his grievances. In such a situation, the Minister concluded there could not arise any question of
breach of privilege of the movers or of this House and urged that the motion be ruled out of order.

Ruling the motion out of order the Chairman, Mr. Ghulam Ishaq Khan, recalled that only a few
days back on the 2nd of February as per record he had given a Ruling in which he had perhaps for
the third time tried to explain at some length what in his opinion was meant by ‘Parliament
privilege’, how it arose, what constituted its breach and how a breach if established was
vindicated. Listening, however, to the arguments advanced during the debate on the motion a great
deal of misconception about the scope, application and conditions for admissibility of questions of
privilege continue to persist making it a case of obliging me once again to bring to the attention of
the House the salient points of that Ruling. I had said in that Ruling that “the term ‘Parliamentary
privilege’ has been defined as the sum of the particular rights enjoyed by each House of
Parliament collectively and by members of each House individually without which, it is thought, it
would not be possible for either House to maintain its freedom and independence of action or the
authority and dignity of its position or for members to effectively discharge the functions entrusted
to them”. The essential point that arises for consideration and decision in all such motions is
whether the impugned action on which a motion is based does in fact impinge in any way on these
particular rights or reflects on the freedom of action and dignity of the House amounting to (what
is called) contempt of the House, If it does not, no question of breach of any privilege arises. It
was for these considerations that I had also said in that Ruling that neither the Constitution nor the
Rules of Procedure and Conduct of-Business framed there under treat Parliamentary privileges
‘generically’. The word ‘generically’ was not correctly understood in some quarters, but what I
wanted to convey was that since Parliamentary privileges have not been defined generically the
Senate cannot pick up just any issue and say that since this has happened in so and so place, in
such and such circumstances to a democratically elected institution, it automatically applies to the
Senate also because the Senate too is an elected and democratic institution: 1 had added in
conclusion of the Ruling “that it is fallacious to argue that either by virtue of the fact that the
Senate, according to the movers, is the supreme legislative body of the Federation (an argument
which has been advanced today also) or for the reason of so-called special relationship that the
Senate has with Provincial Assemblies as its electoral college, we (the Senate or its Members)
have a right to interfere in this matter. Now the later argument on which a great deal of emphasis
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was laid during the debate (on the previous motion) would be valid only, if the Rules of Procedure
and Conduct of Business in legislatures of this country were to treat infringement of the rights of
the hundreds and thousands of voters in a general constituency as the infringement of the privilege
of the member himself, which again is not the position”. Finally, I had, on that occasion also
drawn attention to the structure of the Constitution of the country and said that “it is a Federal
Constitution, we have a federal structure, there is a Federal Government and there are the
constituent units with their own Government; there is a degree of autonomy’, in fact considerable
autonomy, in a large number of matters entrusted by the Constitution to the Provincial
Governments. Apart from the concurrent and the Federal legislative lists, all other matters,
including what was known in pre-partition India as “residuary powers”, the Constitution now
entrusts to the Provinces”. In such a situation and this being the position we cannot claim or
arrogate to ourselves the right that we should take the infringement of any right or any alleged
breach of privilege which may have occurred anywhere in any province as a breach of privilege of
this House. Now coming to the specific motions, there are a number of interesting facts to which
attention must be drawn. In his first motion, Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad refers to the arrest of
Mr. Afghani, the Mayor of Karachi Metropolitan Corporation together with 99 Councilors, to the
repeated lathi charge and gas shelling by the provincial police of the so-called peaceful procession
led by Mr. Afghani and to the injuries caused as a result to Mr. Afghani and a number of other
Councilors, and he considers that all this was done and this is the gravamen of the motion with a
view to denying the elected representatives of the people their right to freedom of speech and
expression, which, under the Constitution, is the fundamental right of every citizen of Pakistan.
Significantly, in that motion the mover does not claim any breach of his own privilege as a
member of this House, nor of the privilege of this House as such. The breach of privilege of the
House can in certain circumstances, Prof. Khurshid was quite right in saying, ‘become contempt of
the House’ that is what in fact is meant by breach of the privilege of the House itself but in the first
motion there is no mention, whatever, either of the breach of privilege of an individual member or
of the House collectively. Now, it is true that the Constitution does guarantee by its Article 19, the
right of freedom of speech and expression but that right, as I have said on previous occasions is not
absolute and unqualified. It is “subject to any reasonable restrictions imposed by law in the
interests of the glory of Islam, or the integrity, security or defense of Pakistan or any part thereof,
friendly relations with foreign States, public order,, decency or morality or in relation to contempt
of court, commission of or incitement to an offence”. In the case of members of the local bodies
this right (of freedom of speech) has been further circumscribed and I would like to refer to the
provisions of the relevant law in this connection. Section 51, Sub-Section 10 of the Local Bodies
Ordinance says:

“No member shall be liable to any proceeding in any court in respect of anything said or any vote
given by him in the meeting of the Council or a Committee thereof so long as such action does not
and this is important :

a. Undermine the ideology, security, integrity and solidarity of Pakistan;

b. Seek to create or incite feelings of enmity, ill will or hatred between different communities,
sects, classes, or Sections of the citizens;

c. Contains any indecent, obscene, scurrilous or ironical expression or defamatory remarks against
or seeks to defame any person, and relate to any matter basically not relevant to or beyond the
scope of the Ordinance;
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d. Tend directly or indirectly to bring into hatred—now this again is important—or contempt the
Government established by law, and amount to propagation of any political opinion or indulges in
any political activity”.

Now these are the conditions by which in any local body in Sind, to which the Sind Local Bodies
Ordinance, from which I was quoting applies, the right of freedom of expression and freedom of
speech is circumscribed. Apart from these conditions that I have read out the law further provides

that:

“a member who acts in contravention of Sub-Section 10 shall without prejudice to any other action
against him be disqualified and removed from membership forthwith

And finally, what the Minister for Local Government, Mr. Anwar Aziz quoted:

“A Council which passes a Resolution or acts in contravention of the provisions of Sub-Section 10
or propagates any political opinions or indulges in any other political activity shall forthwith be
suspended”.

This Clause, I note, has been amended and instead of “shall”, it is now “may forthwith be
suspended for a period not exceeding six months and on such supersession the provision of Sub-
Section 2 of Section 3 of Section 58 shall apply”

Now it was in these circumstances, according to the Press Note (which was published in
newspapers after the incident) that the Sind Government acted. The Press Note specifically says
that:

“Whereas the above action and Resolution of Karachi Metropolitan Corporation are clearly
beyond the scope of Sind Local Government Ordinance 1979 and tend to bring into hatred and
contempt the Government of Sind in flagrant violation of Clauses (d) and (e) of Sub-Section 10 of
Section 51 of the Sind Local Government Ordinance 1979, now, therefore, the Government of
Sind in exercise of its powers under Sub-Section 12 of Section 51 hereby orders the supersession
of Karachi Metropolitan Corporation with immediate effect.....etc.! The Ordinance, it may be
noted, also provides for a right of appeal. It says in its Section 108 that “a member disqualified
may within sixty days of the notification make a representation to Government for review of the
order of his disqualification and the Government may after giving him an opportunity of being
heard make such order as it deems fit”.

This then is what the first motion relates to. With regard to the second motion, it is still more
interesting than the first one. It says: And in support of this, a number of Articles of the
Constitution were quoted pertaining, for example, to freedom of expression, (Article 19), to
promotion of local Government institutions, (Article 32) and even Article 63 (1) pertaining to
disqualifications for membership, by Mr. Ahmad Mian Soomro, which I had to hold was not
particularly relevant. Now the question is, whether the action of the Sind Government is indeed
According to the Press Note and what I have been able to judge from the reports and accounts that
have appeared in the press so far is that some individuals wanted to take the law into their own
hands, and the authorities, as a reaction to that, tried to prevent them from doing so. Now, you can
judge for yourself where and to which side the charge of and applies. I have no hesitation in
coming to the view that if action is taken under law against those who have taken or who attempt
to take the law into their own hands, it, not only, does not amount to but quite the reverse of it, it
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amounts to establishing the rule of law and to demonstrating that no matter how powerful or
whatever the status of an individual is, he is not above law. We in this House are supposed to be
the “paragon of rectitude”, the “custodians of democratic principles”. Is it not then for this House
to establish the principle that whoever breaks the la it is a different matter that the law may be a
bad law, it may be a tyrannical law but as long as it is there and we let it stay on the statute book it
is a law that we must follow, and we should also hold that whoever breaks it must be taken to task
for it? The oath that we have taken, to which Prof. Khurshid Ahmed referred, that we will defend
the Constitution defending the Constitution also means defending the laws framed under the
Constitution. It is in fact by defending those laws that you can defend the Constitution. But if we
ourselves violate those laws on the pretext that no matter if something was being done for a “good
cause” a good cause of our own perception law or no law, we should endorse it then I think this
would be the end of democracy, of democratic principles and democratic institutions in this
country. In the second Privilege Motion which was jointly moved by Prof. Khurshid Ahmad and
Qazi Hussain Ahmad, it is also said: This is a mere inference, a simple conjecture and pure
speculation, and no matter how skillfully and artfully drawn or conceived it cannot provide a
legitimate basis for a Privilege Motion. If the rights, truly and legitimately vesting in the House,
are ever in danger, I have no doubt that this House is competent to assert and vindicate those rights
in modes and manners known to law.

Finally, the essential points are:

That there was Section 144 in force in Karachi and some people prima facie (I am not saying
whether they actually did or did not) tried to act in violation of that law and action was taken
against them. Now from that point onwards it becomes a subjudice affair. It becomes a matter then
for the courts to decide whether Section 144 was indeed violated in which case, if the court comes
to that judgment, the violation would be punishable under Section 188 of the Penal Code. The
other point is with regard to the dissolution of the Corporation and the disqualification of its
members. If the Mayor and the Councilors concerned feel that the action of the Government in
arresting them or in unseating them from membership was not warranted by law or that their
fundamental right of speech and expression guaranteed by Article 19 of the Constitution has been
infringed in any way they have every right to question the same under the Writ Jurisdiction of the
High Court under Article 199 of the Constitution. Another point on which I have expressed my
views on a number of previous occasions also but which I think will bear repetition is that the
Constitutionality and legality of a Government action taken ostensibly under a valid law (good,
bad or indifferent) cannot be questioned, agitated, construed or determined in the forum of the
Senate because the determination of such a question constitutes the prerogative of the judiciary
under the Constitution and as a legislative body we cannot interfere with their jurisdiction as they
have no right to interfere with ours, in relation to matters which arise within the House.

So for these reasons, I am sorry, I have to rule the motion out’’.

3: Qazi Hussain Ahmad mimed sought leave to raise a question of breach of Privilege arising
out of the holding of by-elections to two vacant seats in the Senate from the N.W.F.P of two
different dates instead of one date:

Privilege Motion: “Holding of election to two seats in the Senate from N.W.F.P. On two separate
dates instead of one date: fixation of date for election within the exclusive jurisdiction of election
commission which was an independent body: motion involved interpretation of the Constitution:
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ruled out of order: On January 17" 1989, Prof, Khurshid Ahmed and Qazi Hussain Ahmad mimed
sought leave to raise a question of breach of Privilege arising out of the holding of by-elections to
two vacant seats in the Senate from the N.W.F.P of two different dates instead of one date. Prof.
Khurshid Ahmed pointed out that the notice of motion was given on December 15, 1988, and as
the by-elections had since already been held, the motion had rather become in-fructuous. However,
the issue raised was important and of standing nature; it needed to be decided as a policy matter
for the future.”

He explained that the system of election to Senate on proportionate representation had been
provided in the Constitution to ensure representation of various political parties in a province. Any
measure to defeat this principle would be against the Constitution. He asserted that if elections to
both seats had been held simultaneously on the basis of proportionate representation as required
under Article 59(2) of the Constitution, the political complexion of the Provincial Assembly of
NWFP would have been more appropriately reflected in the Senate.

Qazi Hussain Ahmad too pleaded that if the elections had been held on the same date, one seat
could have gone to the party in Government and the other seat could have gone to the party in
opposition. Syed Iftikhar Hussain Gilani, Minister for Justice, relying on Article 219(b) of the
Constitution, stated that the fixation of date for election was a matter exclusively within the
jurisdiction of the Election Commission of Pakistan which was an independent body. He further
stated that the two seats fell vacant on separate dates and, therefore, keeping in view requirements
of Article 224(5) it was not possible to hold the two elections on the same date.

The Chairman, Mr. Wasim Sajjad ruling the motion out of order observed:

“I have considered the arguments of both sides. In my opinion the question involved in these
motions is a question of interpretation of the Constitution and more appropriately interpretation of
Article 224(5) which is a matter exclusively within the jurisdiction of the superior courts of
Pakistan. To the extent that any interpretation concerns the procedure and proceeding of this
House, it is within my jurisdiction but otherwise this would be exclusively within the jurisdiction
of the superior courts of Pakistan. Accordingly I find that this is not a matter which requires the
intervention of the Senate and I rule out this motion under rule 62(iii) of the Rules of Procedure of
this House.”

4: Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought leave to raise a question of breach of privilege of the House
arising out of the alleged statement made by Syed Iftikhar Hussain Gilani, Minister for Law
and Justice

5. Privilege Motion: “Contention that the statement by Syed Iftikhar Hussain Gilani, Minister for
law and justice declaring that the hudood Ordinances being violate of the humanitarian principles
would be repealed, constituted breach of privilege of the Senate: held that in a democratic order a
citizen could not be denied the Constitutional right to express freely his opinion on the status of
any law: ruled out of order”

On July 8, 1989, Qazi Abdul Latif and Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought leave to raise a question of
breach of privilege of the House arising out of the alleged statement made by Syed Iftikhar
Hussain Gilani, Minister for Law and Justice, appearing in daily “Nawa-i-Waqt”, Rawalpindi
dated 29th May, 1989, declaring that the Hadood Ordinances, being violative of the humanitarian
principles, would be repealed. The mover contended that the statement of the Minister is against
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the Islamic Injunctions which the Constitution of Pakistan duly protects and safeguards. He,
further contended that the Minister, by attacking the Hadood Ordinances had insulted both the
State religion and the Constitution of the country. The Senate, he argued, was the custodian of the
Constitution of Pakistan and the very basis for the establishment of Pakistan was the commitment
to ensure and protect the Islamic values. Maulana Sami-ul-Haq, Qazi Hussain Ahmed and Prof.
Khurshid Ahmed, lending support to the contention raised by the mover urged that Islam was the
State religion and protected by the Constitution through the Objectives Resolution which is a part
of the Constitution itself. Any insult to the religious laws, having Constitutional safeguards was a
breach of privilege of the Senate as the Senate was one of the guardians of the Constitution.

Opposing the motion, Mr. Javed Jabbar, Minister of State for Information and Broadcasting, Syed
Iftikhar Hussain Gilani, Minister for Law & Justice and Begum Shehnaz Wazir Ali, Minister of
State for Education urged that the statement of Syed Iftikhar Hussain Gilani was only a reflection
of his personal view-point though expressed in public. They further contended that the Hadood
Ordinances, regardless of their intrinsic and inherent respect, value and authenticity, since were
promulgated by a Martial Law regime, lacked the support of the elected representatives and the
voice of the public. In addition, the social status and equal rights of women, having been sanctified
by the Constitution of the country, any attempt to interfere with them was a clear violation of the
Constitution. Finally, that all the citizens had a right to express their opinion on any subject.

Mr. Iftikhar Gilani, the Minister for Law and Justice made a detailed statement in the House
categorically denying that he had any intention to insult or ridicule the Hadood Laws, adding also,
that each citizen of the country had an inalienable right under the Constitution to criticize. The
Hadood Laws were promulgated and enforced during Martial Law period when the elected
Assemblies were dissolved. Several religious scholars, political bodies and legal experts had
expressed their views on the status of Hadood Ordinances. There had been a discussion as to what
exactly are the requirements of Islam in such matters. Dealing with the admissibility of the motion,
Mr. Wasim Sajjad, the Chairman recalled an earlier ruling reported at page 146-47 of the
“Decisions of the Chair” (1985-87) in which the then Chairman had ruled out of order a Privilege
Motion jointly moved by Senators Maulana Sami-ul-Haq and Qazi Abdul Latif on the ground inter
alia that every citizen had a right to express within the context of law and reason his opinion for
and against any legislative proposal pending in the House in the form of a Bill without which it
was not possible to reach a correct conclusion as to which law or laws should be made. These
observations, he held, were equally applicable to any existing law as the laws made by the
Parliament were never final. Their examination, evaluation and revision were a continuous
process. The Chairman also referred to another ruling reported at page 272-276 of the “Decisions
of the Chair” (1985-87) in which the then Chairman had observed that speeches or writings
containing vague charges against members or criticism of their Parliamentary conduct in a strong
language particularly in the heat of public controversy without imputing any mala fides could not
be treated as a contempt or breach of privilege. It had also been observed therein that it was
considered inconsistent with the dignity of the House to take any serious notice or action in the
case of every defamatory statement which might even technically constitute a breach of privilege.
References made and views expressed by the political leaders at a public rally judged in this light
did not amount to a breach of privilege.

The Chairman observed that in a democratic order where everyone was free to express his opinion
on any existing law, a citizen, whether he be an ordinary citizen or a holder of public office, could
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not be denied a right guaranteed by the Constitution to express freely his opinion on the status of
any law. If this liberty was denied the laws once passed by Parliament would stay permanently in
the Statute Book and the role of Parliament to amend, revise, annul or repeal existing laws would

be negated in to.
Ruling the motion out of order, the Chairman observed:

“Thus, in the present case, what the Minister said and subsequently explained in the House,
considered in the context in which it was made, does not, appear to constitute a breach of the
Parliamentary privilege of this House. This would be so even if there are some persons who do not
agree with his views on the subject. For these reasons, I hold that the motion does not appear to
raise an arguable question of breach of Parliamentary privilege of the Senate and, accordingly, I
rule this motion out of order under rule 62(iii).”
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APPENDIX- B

PRIVILEGE MOTION

Privilege Motion: Seeking leave to raise a question of breach of privilege arising out of the
absence of the Minister for Religious Affairs and Minorities Affairs from the House during
discussion on the report of the Council of Islamic Ideology: It was contended that the
absence of the Minister concerned was derogatory to the dignity of the House and amounted
to breach of its privilege: Minister concerned opposed the motion on the grounds that the
question was neither specific nor raised at the earliest opportunity: The Chairman ruled the
motion out of order on the ground that the absence of one Minister though deemed to be
intended discourtesy did not constitute a breach of the privilege of the House or the members
as Ministers worked on the principle of collective responsibility to parliament: The
Chairman observed that while it was certainly desirable and also expected that Minister
particularly those who were concerned with the business of the day before the House be
present during its proceedings there was no rule which made it obligatory for the Ministers
to be present: Similarly neither in die constitution nor in the rules for the conduct of business
of the House, there was any provision which gave the presiding officer power to enforce the
presence of any particular Minister in the House: The Chairman, further observed that
while Ministers were expected to be present in the House or at least to inform the House why
they were not in a position to attend a particular sitting, the absence of a Minister did not
amount to constituting a breach of privilege of the House or its members.

Rulings of The Chair Privilege Motion
Ruling

On 12th February, 1986, Prof. Khurshid Ahmed, Maulana Kausar Niazi, Qazi Hussain Ahmed and
Mir Nabi Bakhsh Zehri co-movers sought leave to discuss a matter regarding the absence from the
House of the Minister for Religious Affairs and Minorities Affairs during discussion on the report
of the Council of Islamic Ideology. Explaining the motion Maulana Kausar Niazi stated that in all
democratic Parliaments of the world it was an established practice that when an issue was raised in
Parliament, the concerned Minister remained present during the debate. “He takes notes of the
points raised during the discussion, replies to the points where necessary, and when he finds that
Government could benefit by the points made re-formulates or changes Government policy on that
basis”. His observation however was that on many such occasions, the Ministers remained absent
from the House. Referring to the specific instance he further stated that ever since the discussion
on the Report of the Council of Islamic Ideology even the officers of the Religious Ministry,
except on a few occasions, had been absent from the House. “In fact, the report concerns the
Education, Finance and Justice Divisions and as such Ministers Incharge of all these Divisions
should have been attending the House during discussion on the report. This situation according to
the Member has caused a breach of privilege of the House.

Opposing the motion, the Justice Minister explained that it was a gross mis-statement of facts that
he had been assigned with the other (absent) Ministers, although he remained present in the House
throughout and never once absented himself, particularly during discussion on the report of the
Council of Islamic Ideology. This fact, he urged, must be taken notice of when considering the
motion. Prof. Khurshid Ahmed made a lengthy statement explaining the concept, scope and
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implication of ‘privilege’. He cited several instances of Indian and British Parliaments to press
home the point that Members of the Parliament and Ministers are under obligation to attend
proceedings and actually participate in the business of the House, because without the active
participation, of Minister and members, individually and collectively, the business of the House
cannot be conducted properly and efficiently. Their absence from the House intentionally or
otherwise is in a sense therefore derogatory to the prestige of the House and may even constitute a

breach of its privilege.

After hearing the Minister and while ruling out the motion the Chairman, Mr. Ghulam Ishaq Khan,
observed: “While it is certainly desirable and also expected that Ministers particularly those who
are concerned with the business of the day before the House, be present during its proceedings, we
have no rule which makes it obligatory for the Ministers to be present. That is the first point to be
noted. Similarly, neither in Constitution nor in the rules for the conduct of business in the House,
is there any provision which empowers the Presiding Officer (and this is another point to be noted)
to enforce the presence of any particular Minister in the House, and this is not something which is
peculiar to the Senate of Pakistan but is the universal position obtaining in all Parliaments. Yet
another point in this connection worth remembering is that under the Constitution the Cabinet is
collectively responsible to Parliament and as is provided in the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Business in the House, any one Minister or Minister of State can stand for answering question or
participate in a debate on behalf of any of his colleagues. Now, in this sense and purely from the
technical point of view of rules, Government can be deemed to be adequately represented in the
House even if only one Minister is present and as I said earlier almost invariably more than one
Minister has been present. In these circumstances, and this is my conclusion, when we have no
rule which provides that Ministers must be present in the House throughout a sitting, when the
Presiding Officer has no power to enforce the presence of Ministers, when all of them are not even
members of this House, and when the Cabinet and individual Ministers work on the principle of
collective responsibility, the absence of a Minister during a debate may amount to ‘un-intended’
discourtesy — in the same sense as the absence of honourable members at crucial times during a
debate which results in lack of quorum and therefore interruption of the debate, can be deemed to
be similar discourtesy to those members of the House who are present in the House — but it is not
a matter which in my opinion constitutes a question involving the breach of privilege, either, of the
House or of its members. The Minister has already said and 1 agree with him that no indignity,
insult or contempt was intended or has been offered to the House. While for these reasons, I have
to rule the motion out of order I would like once again to reiterate what I said on an earlier
occasion—that Ministers are ordinarily expected to be present in the House and if for some reason
they cannot do so, to at least inform the House, as one or two Ministers have done even today as to
why they would not be able to attend a particular sitting”.

Senate Debate, 12th February, 1986, p. 797—825.
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ARREST OF QAZI HUSSAIN AHMAD

Privilege Motion: Arrest of Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad at a time when the Senate was in
session prevented him from performing his Parliamentary duties: also immediate intimation
about the arrest was not sent to the Chairman: clear case of breach of privilege of the
Senator and of the whole House: Minister’s statement justifying the arrest of Senator not
appreciated: held in order and referred to the Privileges Committee:

On August 15, 1993, Senators Hafiz Hussain Ahmad, Mir Abdul Jabbar, Syed Abdullah Shah and
Syed Faseih Igbal sought leave to raise a question involving breach of privilege of the Senate
arising out of the arrest of Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad at the time when the Senate was in
session. After the movers had read out their motions, the Acting Chairperson, Dr. Noor Jehan
Panezai, informed the House that she had just received the fax-message from the Government of
the Punjab that Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad had since been released. The movers asserted that by
arresting him, the executive had prevented Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad from attending the
session and thus from performing his Parliamentary duties in the House leading to the breach of
not only of his privilege but of the entire House. Also, that the failure on the part of the authorities
to send an immediate intimation regarding his arrest to the Chairman, had led to the contempt of
the House. All of them pleaded for holding the motion in order for reference to the Privileges
Committee. Mr. F. K. Bandiyal, Minister for Interior, made a statement giving Government point
of view. According to this version the Senator along with his followers was as already announced
by him in newspapers, proceeding to village Baseen on the Independence Day to restore twelve
families, the lands and Houses allegedly to have taken over by ex-MPA Akram Dheela. The
Senator along-with his followers some of which were carrying arms was to pass in front of the
House of the ex-MPA who had also collected armed persons on the roof top of his House. The
administration having failed to persuade the Senator to adopt some other route.

Rulings of The Chair Privilege Motion

Fearing bloody clash had no option but to arrest the Senator and others under Section 107/49 of the
Criminal Procedure Code. Cases were also registered against him and those accompanying him
under Section 16 of MPO, Section 188 of the CPC and under the Loud Speaker Ordinance. The
movers did not appreciate the statement and argued that even if there was justification for the
arrest of the Senator, an immediate intimation about his arrest should have been sent to the
Chairman Senate. This failure on the part of the authorities in itself was sufficient ground for
holding the motion in order and for referring it to the Privileges Committee. After hearing both the
sides, Dr. Noor Jehan Panezai, Acting Chairperson, held the motion in order and referred it to the
Privileges Committee.
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PRIVILEGE MOTION: Press statement of a head of a foreign country, visiting Pakistan,
alleging that the mover made millions of Dollars in Afghan Jehad: contention that it forms
part of government campaign of vilification against the mover and constitutes breach of
privilege: held inadmissible on the ground that such statements of a foreign dignitary could
not be made the subject matter of a Privilege Motion:

Ruling

Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought leave to raise a question of breach of his Parliamentary
privilege arising out of the press statement of the President of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan
Prof. Sibghatullah Mujadadi, made on 28th May in Frontier House, Peshawar in which he alleged
that Qazi Hussain Ahmad made millions of dollars in Afghan Jihad. These allegations he
submitted were repeated by Mr. Muhammad Siddique Khan Kanju, the Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs, Sardar Assef Ahmed Ali, Minister of State for Planning and Mian Abdul Sattar
Laleka, the Federal Minister for Information and Broadcasting in their statements appearing in the
press. This, he contended, forms part of government campaign of vilification against him. These
allegations, the mover contends, have breached his Parliamentary privilege as Member of this
House. In fact, he maintains, it has adversely affected the Jihad in Kashmir.

I asked the member to speak on the admissibility of the motion leaving out the
Rulings of The Chair Privilege Motion

Allegations against the President of Afghanistan as it were not proper to discuss the conduct of a
foreign Head of State of friendly country in the House. However, he could refer to the statement of
Ministers. Qazi Hussain Ahmad replied that he had made the statement of the Ministers as the
basis of his motion and would continue his arguments on admissibility to them alone. Raja
Muhammad Afzal Khan rising on a point of order objected to the procedure adopted by me saying
that unless the Minister opposed the motion the member could not be heard on the admissibility. If
the motion is not opposed it should straightway, be referred to the Privileges Committee for
consideration. I then, remarked, it is for me to judge whether the motion is admissible or not
irrespective of the fact whether or not it is opposed by the Minister.

Speaking on admissibility of the motion the mover submitted that he had himself declined to make
comments on the allegations made by Prof. Mujadadi who was on a state visit to the country, but
fundamental issue is that prior to that Prime Minister Mian Muhammad Nawaz Sharif after Jamat-
e-Islami quitted the 1JI accused him in a press conference that he would inform the Majlis-e-Shura
of Jamat-e-Islami about his black deeds. The mover stated that after reading the Prime Minister’s
allegations he invited the Prime Minister to address the Majlis-e-Shura and make whatever
disclosures he wanted to about him in the Majlis-e-Shura. Thereafter, he submitted, Sardar Assef
Ahmed Ali the State Minister for Economic Planning made a statement that the President of
Afghanistan possessed proof of the allegations that the mover had made crores of rupees in Afghan
Jihad and that enquiry would be made against Jamat-e-Islami. The Minister had thus tried to create
doubts and suspicions about his (mover’s) honesty and credibility. He then referred to the
statement of the Minister of State for Foreign Affairs datelined Lodhron in which he said that Prof.
Mujadadi’s allegations could not be lightly ignored. Alongside there was a statement of the
Minister for information and Broadcasting making similar comments.
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Intervening I observed that there are two aspects of the issue raised in the motion. First, there were
accusations of personal nature against the mover who is also a member of this House. In that
capacity, he had a right to clarify his position and he had availed an ample opportunity to do so.
Second, the motion had some technical aspects based on principles and precedents. Then I
observed: Firstly, a Privilege Motion is not admissible if it is based on political statements. The
move was at liberty to make a counter statement to neutralize the effects of allegations made
against him. It is an open fight in the political arena and should be waged on that front generally.
The second principle governing a Privilege Motion is that breach takes place when the impugned
statements wherever they may be emanating from, have caused obstruction in or prevented the
member in the discharge of his duties and functions as a member of this House.

Rulings of The Chair Privilege Motion

The mover maintained that leveling of personal allegations would not come within the purview of
a political statement. The accusation of embezzlement is a serious reflection on his character and
insisted that the motion be referred to the Committee where he would have an opportunity to
further clarify his position. Taking the floor Senator Prof. Khurshid Ahmed contended that under
the law and the Constitution the personal capacity as a political worker and as a member of the
Parliament was not distinguishable in such matters on certain occasions. Senator Yahya Bakhtiar
submitted that in the instant case, it is not a question of a political statement. Political statement
can be of hundreds of types but when somebody attacks a member’s integrity it is a different thing.

Further consideration of the motion was resumed on 24th June, 1992. Taking the floor the mover
asked permission to add one more point in support of his motion. He submitted that under Article
62 (f) qualification of a member is that he is sagacious, righteous and non-profligate and honest
and “Ameen”. If he is, the mover maintains, not “ameen” or righteous as alleged, his membership
will be affected. He can, therefore, legitimately raise the question of breach of his privilege in this
House. I observed: Article 62 applies where the member seeks election. As the mover has already
been elected the Article will not apply. Article 63 may have application as it deals with the
disqualification of a member and its implication could be examined.

However, there is another aspect of this matter. All the three Ministers have individually and
categorically denied on the floor of the House having made any statement accusing the mover of
embezzlement in funds. I then drew the attention of the mover to the Ministers denial on the floor
of the House. The mover then contended that actually his motion was based on the accusations of
Prof, Mujadadi, and the interim President of Afghanistan and not on the statement of the Ministers.
This is contrary to the position taken up by the mover at the very outset when I started hearing him
on the admissibility of the motion. He had agreed and rightly so that the statement of a foreign
Head of State cannot be the subject of a motion before this House.

The mover had alleged that the statements had undermined his efforts for liberation of Kashmir.
However, efforts allegedly made by the mover in Jihad in Kashmir or Afghanistan have apparently
no nexus with his status as Senator or the performance of duties as a member in this House. In
such circumstances, he has only one option

RULINGS OF THE CHAIR PRIVILEGE MOTION

to vindicate his position if he considers that the accusations are false, i.e. filing a case in a court of
law for defamation or for damages against those who are responsible for tarnishing his reputation
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as leader of a political party in relation to his activities and programme to advance the cause of
Jihad both in Kashmir and Afghanistan. This apart, interestingly, the three Ministers whom he
alleged had accused him falsely of embezzling crores of rupees in Afghan Jihad have categorically
denied having made the impugned statements. Moreover, when Prof. Mujadadi made the
impugned accusations he was in Pakistan as state guest in his capacity as the Head of a Foreign
country. He, therefore, enjoyed complete diplomatic immunity and protocol and was not subject to
judicial processes of any court in this country. Similarly, Parliament of Pakistan of which Senate is
a limb, has no jurisdiction or power to initiate a proceeding in contempt or in breach of privilege
against the Head of a State.. I, therefore, cannot take cognizance of the impugned statement which
patently falls outside the purview and scope of Rule 60 of the Rules of Procedure. The Senate
could, however, interfere if a question raised had hindered or obstructed the mover in the
performance of his Constitutional duties in the House, or where his character or role detracting
from his credibility during his performance in the House is questioned. Accordingly, I hold the
motion inadmissible under Rule 62 (ii) and (iii).
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APPENDIX- C

ADJOURNMENT MOTION

Adjournment Motion: The mover sought leave to discuss a matter regarding death of 10
Pakistani Commandos in Poonch sector during cross fire by the Indian Armed Forces:
Opposing the motion the Minister concerned stated that the news item was totally baseless
and incorrect: Press note contradicting the press report was also issued by the Government:
The Chairman ruled the motion out of order on the ground that the press statement forming
basis of the adjournment motion was devoid of any truth: Such a matter could not form a
legitimate subject matter of an adjournment motion.

Rulings of The Chair Adjournment Motion
Ruling

On July 7, 1986, Senator Qazi Hussain Ahmad sought leave to discuss a matter regarding the death
of 10 Pakistani Commandos in Poonch Sector, during cross fire by the Indian Armed Forces.

Opposing the motion Sahabzada Yaqub Khan, Minister for Foreign Affairs, stated that the news
report of the Press Trust of India to which the Honourable Senator had made reference and which
was broadcast by the BBC and published in various papers was totally baseless and incorrect. He
further pointed out that on 20-3-1986 the Government of Pakistan had also issued a press release
denying the veracity of the above report.

Ruling the motion out of order the Chairman, Mr. Ghulam Ishaq Khan, observed that only specific
matters of urgent public importance could be discussed under an adjournment motion. Since the
veracity of the press report forming basis of the present adjournment motion has been denied by
the Minister concerned such matters could not form a legitimate subject matter of discussion
through an adjournment motion.

Senate Debate, July 7, 1986

ADJOURNMENT MOTION: The members of a delegation of Jamaat Islami not allowed to
board the Afghanistan Airline Flight at Peshawar Airport: contention that the alleged action
not only violated the fundamental right of the members of the delegation but also brought
disrepute to the country: Minister concerned opposed the motion and justified the action as
the members of the delegation had no valid visas to visit Afghanistan: held that the matter is
not of public importance as the remedy lies on administrative as well as judicial forums:
ruled out of order:

Ruling

On August 18, 1992, Senators Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Prof. Khurshid Ahmed sought leave to
move their joint Adjournment Motion on a matter regarding immigration staff at the Peshawar
Airport disallowing Jamat-e-Islami delegation to board the Afghan Airline flight leaving for Kabul
on 16th July. Senators Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Prof. Khurshid Ahmed (herein after referred to as
mover No. 1 and 2 respectively) have stated in their motion that a delegation of Jamat-e-Islami
was invited by the President of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan to visit Kabul. On 16th July,
the delegation left for the Airport Peshawar to take the Afghan Airline flight. They got the
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boarding cards of the Airline, their baggage was booked and loaded in the plane. Immigration staff
checked their travel documents and cleared them to take the flight. Their passports were also
stamped with exit entry. When they were about to board the plane, a plain clothed person appeared
on the scene and on his instructions the immigration staff stopped them from boarding the plane on
the pretext that they did not have the visit visas for Kabul. However, the leader of the delegation
who had already boarded the plane was allowed to travel to Kabul although, he too, did not have a

visit visa.

This action, which he considered not justified and correct, the mover No. 1 added, has not only
hurt the fundamental right of the Leaders of the Jamaat but has also brought disrepute to Pakistan
abroad. The movers based their motion on the news item carried by the daily “Jang” dated 17th
July, 1992, containing the version as stated by the movers in their motion.

Ch. Shujaat Hussain, the Minister for Interior opposed the motion.

Explaining further the mover No. 1 submitted that when a delegation makes an official visit on the
invitation of the Head of the foreign government, it is the duty of the host government, under the
usual protocol to receive the guests at the airport of the host country. In such situation, visa from
the local consulate of the host country is not required. The visa if required is given at the airport
when the delegation lands in the host country. He cited his own example in that behalf and said he
travelled to Kabul during Daud regime and was granted visa in plane before the plane landed. In
the instant case, the immigration staff stopped them when their passports were duly stamped with
exist entry and they were cleared by immigration staff to take the flight. The Airline had issued
boarding cards and leader of the delegation had already boarded the plane. He was not stopped
from travelling, although, he did not have the visa, but other members of the delegation were
stopped on the pretext of not having the visit visa stamped on their passport. They were, he
accused, stopped for political reasons. He also submits that the Government of Pakistan is aware
that the Jamaat is in a position to play a conciliatory role in the Afghan conflict and commands
respect and influence in the warring factions in Afghanistan. It was, therefore, against the national
interest to stop the members of the delegation to visit Afghanistan particularly, when they were
going to Kabul at the invitation of the President of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan. This
action on the part of the government, in his opinion, the mover No. 1 alleged, would create
obstacles in improving friendly bilateral relations between the two countries. The government, he
submits, owes an explanation why did it stop the members from making a visit to Kabul on the
invitation of the Afghan Government. The Interior Minister submitted that government action was
in the public interest and was not motivated by political consideration or to spoil, as alleged, the
friendly relations between the two countries. The Government of Afghanistan, he submitted, had
issued instructions to the Government of Pakistan not to allow any citizen of Pakistan to visit
Kabul without a valid visa issued by their embassy in Islamabad. It is also the policy decision of
Pakistan Government not to permit any person to visit Kabul without a valid visa. It is, therefore,
necessary for any visitor to obtain a visa before leaving Pakistan for Kabul. The Interior Minister
positively stated that the members of the delegation were not allowed to travel without visa
consistent with the government policy not to allow any citizen to travel to Kabul without visa and
the Government of Pakistan had also received identical instructions from the Kabul Government in
this behalf.

After hearing the movers and the Minister for Interior I had reserved the ruling on 18th August
because the Minister promised to furnish the Afghan Government instructions to the effect that no
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Pakistani would be allowed to visit Kabul without a valid visa. It is an established procedure that
nobody is allowed to travel abroad unless he has valid travel documents for the country he seeks to
visit, unless the visa requirement is bilaterally dispensed with under an agreement between the two
governments. The immigration staff which prevented the members of Jamaat-e- Islami delegation
to travel at the relevant time was acting in pursuance of Government instructions. The Interior
Minister has categorically stated that the Afghan Government had also desired that no person
should visit Afghanistan without a valid visa. In these circumstances, the action of the immigration
staff in stopping the members of the delegation from taking the flight for Kabul was justified and
in accordance with the government directive and instructions of the Kabul Government.

RULINGS OF THE CHAIR ADJOURNMENT MOTION

The impugned action, in absence of any evidence to the contrary, could hardly be termed as illegal
or motivated by political consideration or as contrary to public interest. This, apart from the
subject matter of the motion, is by no means a matter of urgent public importance. It is an ordinary
incident. It is not one of public importance either. The action, complained of, was taken by the
immigration staff on duty at the airport, acting in the course of their normal duty under the law to
which no legitimate exception can possibly be taken, even if it has some political ramifications.
Accordingly, I hold the motion inadmissible under Rule 75 (a). If in the opinion of the movers, the
immigration staff acted illegally, they could move against both on the administrative as well as on
the judicial side. The motion is therefore ruled out of order.

Wasim Sajjad Chairman Senate Announced 22nd August, 1995

1: ADJOURNMENT MOTION: Railway Accident At Railway Crossing Malikwal: A Matter
Already Pending Before The Committee Constituted By The Government: Ruled Out Of
Order.

On 4th November 2003, during the proceedings of the House, Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Ch.
Anwar Ali Cheema, MNA, sought leave to move adjournment motion regarding Railway accident
occurred on the 20th of September 2003, at Railway crossing Malikwal in which at least 40
passengers were killed and many injured. It was informed that at that Railway crossing there was a
Chowkidar but later on the Railway department removed the Chowkidar and the Railway crossing
as well. He said that the Railway department was responsible for the terrible accident. He
requested for two hours discussion on the matter after suspending the proceedings of the
Assembly. Mr. Ghous Bux Mehar, Minister for Railways opposed the adjournment motion. He
stated that the department had inquired into the matter and report was sent to the Cabinet. The
report was very comprehensive and it had addressed every aspect of the matter in detail.

After hearing both sides at length, Mr. Speaker held the adjournment motion inadmissible and
observed as under:

“The matter raised to in the adjournment motion is pending before the Committee constituted by
the government therefore, the motion is hit by rule 93 of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of
Business in the National Assembly, 1992.”

Vol. X, Nos. 25-37 N. A. Debate, dated: 04-11-2003 Page Nos. 2388-2389
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2: ADJOURNMENT MOTION: KILLING OF MR. MURAD BALOCH MPA IN
KARACHI: A PROVINCIAL MATTER: ADJOURNMENT MOTION HELD TO BE

INADMISSIBLE

Raja Pervaiz Ashraf and Qazi Hussain Ahmad, MNA, on 10th March 2004, sought leave to move
adjournment motion regarding deteriorating law and order situation in Karachi due to murder of
Mr. Abdullah Murad Baloch, MPA of Pakistan Peoples’ Party in Karachi. Other members also
spoke on the issue. They condemned the killing and demanded strict action against the murderers.
They added that the matter was of urgent public importance, therefore, the proceedings of the
House be adjourned to discuss the matter at length for two hours in order to expose the killers, the
motive behind the murder and the failure of the government to control law and order situation in
Karachi. The Minister for Parliamentary Affairs opposed the motion. After hearing the members
and the Minister, the Speaker observed:

“The matter raised in the motion does not primarily relate to the Federal Government, therefore,
the motion is ruled out of order. However, the Interior Minister may, if desires make a policy
statement on the issue.”

Vol. XIII, Nos. 1-7 N. A. Debate, dated: 10-03-2004 Page Nos. 268-269,284

3: ADJOURNMENT MOTION: BAN ON CONSTRUCTION IN THE RURAL AREA OF
ISLAMABAD CAPITAL TERRITORY: MATTER TO BE RAISED THROUGH OTHER
PROCEDURAL DEVICES COULD NOT BE DISCUSSED THROUGH ADJOURNMENT
MOTION: RULED OUT OF ORDER.

On 8th June 2004, Qazi Hussain Ahmad and Syed Nayyer Hussain Bokhari, MNA, sought leave to
move an adjournment motion regarding ban on construction in the rural areas of Islamabad Capital
Territory. He stated that the matter was of extremely urgent public importance and of recent
occurrence, therefore, the proceedings of the House be adjourned to discuss it for two hours. Raja
Pervaiz Ashraf, MNA, also supported the views expressed by the mover. The Minister for Interior
opposed the motion by denying the facts alleged by the movers. The Chair observed as under:

“The motion is inadmissible as the matter has already stood discussed through Calling Attention
Notice in this very august House. Further, the matter which can be raised under any other
procedural devices, i.e. the Calling Attention Notices, Questions, Short Notices Questions, Half an
Hour Discussion etc. cannot be raised through an adjournment motion.”

Vol. XIV, Nos. 1-8 N. A. Debate, dated: 08-06-2004 Page Nos. 803-804,810

4: ADJOURNMENT MOTION: ARMY ACTION IN SOUTH WAZIRISTAN: MATTER
ALREADY DISCUSSED: A MATTER CONTINUING FOR SOME TIME CAN NOT BE
DISCUSSED THROUGH ADJOURNMENTMOTION: RULED OUT OF ORDER.

Dr. Farid Ahmed Paracha, Raja Pervaiz Ashraf, Ch. Nisar Ali Khan, Khawaja Saad Rafique, Qazi
Hussain Ahmad and other MNAs, moved similar adjournment motions on 13th September 2004,
regarding army action in South Waziristan with the request to discuss it after adjourning the
normal proceedings of the House as the matter was of urgent public importance and recent
occurrence. The Minister for Law and Justice opposed the motion being against the rules. The
Minister for Interior argued that the action of the law enforcing agencies was in retaliation to the
activities of the terrorists and that it was still continuing. The Chair ruled it out of order as under:
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“It is a fact that operation in Wana has been going on for the last more than six months and it is
still continuing. A matter which has been continuing for some time cannot be raised through
adjournment motion. (M.N. Kaul, Page No. 451). According to the government version, the matter
has already been discussed in this very House in the month of September, so it is hit by Rule 93(d)
of the Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the National Assembly, 1992. Furthermore,
according to the government version this operation is against the foreigners who are the terrorists,
hiding there and not against the local population. According to parliamentary practice, when the
government disputes the facts, the version of the government is to be accepted.”

Vol. XXI, Nos. 1-9 N. A. Debate dated: 13-09-2004. Page Nos. 103,128.

5: ADJOURNMENT MOTION: KIDNAPPING OF PARTY LEADERS IN BALOHISTAN:
IDENTICAL ADJOURNMENT MOTION ALREADY MOVED IN THE SENATE: RULED
OUT OF ORDER.

On the 24th August 2006, Mr. Abdul Rauf Mengal, MNA, moved an adjournment motion
regarding kidnapping of some party leaders in Balochistan on the 23rd August 2006 which was
opposed by the Minister. It was admitted by the mover that the kidnapped leaders were the
brothers of Senators Sanaullah Baloch, who had already moved the adjournment motion on the
same issue in the Senate.

Mr. Speaker ruled:

“An identical adjournment motion has already been moved and is under discussion in the Senate.
The same cannot be taken up in the Assembly.”

Vol. XXXVIIL Nos. 1-10 N. A. Debate, dated: 24-08-2006 Page Nos. 1770-1772
CALLING ATTENTION NOTICE

CALLING ATTENTION NOTICE: NON-PAYMENT OF COMPENSATION TO THE
RELATIVES OF THE VICTIMS OF RAILWAY ACCIDENT OCCURED AT SOVO
DARO RAILWAY CROSSING NEAR JACOBABAD: CHAIR OBSERVED THAT A
MEMBER MAY ASK A QUESTION; NOT TO MAKE A STATEMENT.

On April 18, 2006, during the proceedings of the House, Mir I[jaz Hussain Jhakarani, MNA,
invited attention of the Minister for Railways to the non-payment of compensation to the relatives
of the victims of Railway accident occurred at Sovo Daro Railway crossing near Jacobabad. After
a brief statement made by the Minister for Railways instead of asking a question h/e sought
permission of the Speaker to give a brief statement regarding the background of the accident. The
Speaker did not allow him to give brief statement and observed as under:

“On a Calling Attention Notice after a brief statement made by a Minister, a member has the right
to ask a question, but brief statement by a member is not permissible.”
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FINANCE BILL

FINANCE BILL: INCLUSION OF THE BILLS IN FINANCE BILL WHICH WERE
PENDING BEFORE THE STANDING COMMITTEE: HELD MONEY BILLS PENDING
BEFORE THE STANDING COMMITTEES COULD BE INCLUDED IN THE FINANCE
BILL.

On June 21, 2006, during consideration on the Finance Bill 2006 in the House, Mr. Muhammad
Hussain Mehanti and Qazi Hussain Ahmad MNA raised objection that certain laws were included
in the Finance Bill which were pending before the Standing Committee for examination. He was
of the view that the Bills pending before the Standing Committee for examination could not be
included in the Finance Bill.

Mr. Speaker rejected the objection raised by the member and ruled as follows:

“A Money Bill which is already pending before a Standing Committee for consideration can be
included in the Finance Bill and brought before the House for passage.”

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

LEAVE OF ABSENCE: REASONS NOT STATED IN THE LEAVE APPLICATION BY
THE MEMBERS: MEMBERS ADVISED TO MENTION REASONS FOR ABSENCE IN
THEIR APPLICATIONS AND MINISTERS AS WELL.

On May 2, 2006, after disposal of leave of absence of the members
Mr. Speaker ruled:

“I have found that asking leave of absence, over a time, has become a routine matter. The
members do not bother to mention the reasons for their absence. The business of the House has
priority over all other matters. Mentioning reasons in the application provides justification for
absence of a member. Asking leave without reasons or on flimsy grounds be avoided. Likewise,
informing the House of their absence, the Ministers should also indicate the reasons of absence.
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