











to change the laneuage -of Explanation 4 to address the concern of the Mover but we bave
. D {2t~ .

to wait for the FATF review. Senator Kamil Ali Agha endorsed the point of the Mover.
He.said he had experience 10 work as Chairman of Religious Affairs Commillee of Daia
‘v Darbar Lahore. He stated that tender is awarded every year 1o a contmc;tor who pives his
bid for the offerings of the shrine. He ‘stated that incomes of shrines goes to O 1c;af
department which utilize it for payment of salaries however, the income of o .slumu
should be consumed in the esrabhbhments affi lxated with that shrine like many hospitals
have been established in the name of Data Darbar. The income from shrine can be
-utilized for welfare activities so it cannot be termed as Waqf pl‘Opel'i}; as if we declare it
as Waqf property then it cannot be consumed for the purpose other than the Wagf.
.Special Secretary stated that FATF asked that if shrine income is not tracked it can be

used for the terrorist.activities by some.lehglqus extremisin group like TTP. Special

) ASecretary said it is further elaborated in the Act that for what purposes income from.

shrines can be consumed so the issues of the Mover has already been addressed-under the
Law. Senator Kamil Ali Agha stated that some shrines are under 1_;he administrative
.control of Ougaf deparlment whereas some shrines are not but the real problem at the
shrines is not the utiilization of the inc¢ome rather it is that fhere are 50 many so called
admi'xﬁstratms of shrines having no legal authority which }nisuse the inci)‘meé of the
s]nmes Senator Dilawar Khan stated that it is unfortunate that we do not convey the real,
:: posmon to FATF. We should take FATF team to visit the shrines to know the actual
situation. The Movcr ‘said that if E).plalnauon 4 is omnt{ed 'u:cordmgly then he wﬂl not
. press omission’Explanations 5 and 6. Senator hanul Ali Agha stated that there is no
apprehensmn that TTP can use the income ﬁom shrines as they do not recognize such
_ ‘slmnes The Leal problem is the so called MUJAWARS and MATWALIS of shrines who
Operates as gangster@ and utilize the incomes from shrines for their own purposes. The
Chair deferred further cons1derat10n of Clause 2 of the Bill with the observation that if
' Explanatlon 4is amended or its wordmg can be improved to the satisfaction of the Mover
‘then the Mover will not press amendmem in Explanatlons 5 and 6. The Chair directed
Sbeéié.l Secretary to revisit clause 2 ot 't'hé Bill as'%é what extent Explanatiou 4 can be
.C‘lal_lse 3 | ,
The Mover requested the Committee to defer consideration of Clause 3 for the time being

which was deferred on request of the Mover. -
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Clause 4
The Mover briefed that through sub-section (2).of section 8 of the Act, a restriction has

been imposed on holding of services or ceremonies except with the permission of the

-Chief Administrator and in accordance with the dircctions to be issued by him from time

to time. The Mover was of the view that only religious programs are arrangéd in the

-Masajid and shrines so permission of a civil servant for holding of religious ceremonies is

ilogical, The Special Secretary stated that it is very much logical as if a political party

" takes permission of the State before holding a procession or gathering then such

ceremonies should alse be held "wi th priof permission so that the State can make
neécssari/ arrangements for the security of the participants ana_ other arrangements. ITe -
said that if a gathering or ceremony is to be held at a public place then State’s pefmission
is required for that, fie referred that if duriﬁg Muharram or during Eid Milad-Un-Nabi the

permission of the State is sought then why not for the services and cercmonies in the

shrines and Masajids to eliminate the apprehensions of law and order situation. He stated

that as already discussed in the Commitiee that there are many claimants of a shrine or a
Masjid so its regulation is required. Chief "Commissioner» stated that if a gath_ering is not
in kuow]édge of the State or local administration then how can it be determined that any
violation has been madc during the ceremony. He was of the view that before holding of
a gathering a report is obtained from local administration that if any school or road has to
be blocked or a diversion has to be placed due to the cerémony so prior permission is
must for such ccremonies. The Chair endorsed the point of view of the Chief
Commissioner 1CT. Senator Kamil Ali Agha stated that such ceremonies has nuisance
value but Lintbrtunately these people are so much powerful than no one dares to ask them
so it needs to be regulated and its strict imp!ementatio’n is required and violators needs to
be punished. The Mover stated that the poir}'t is that FATF has asked the Government fo
contro}l the Masajid and shrines. The Chair said that the view point of ICT vadministration
is valid as such activities needs to be regulated. Chair said that next time this clause will

be put to the vote and then decision of the Committee will be obtained on this clause.

AClause 3

The Mover stated that through section 14 of the Act a bar has been imposed that no court
including District Court or a High Court and any other forum established under any law
shall issue an injunctive order without hearing the Government at the first instarice. The

Mover was of the view that it is a form of draconian law as the aggrieved party has been



















