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SENATE DEBATES
SENATE OF PAKISTAN

Thursday January 24, 1974
~ The Senate of Pakistan met in the Senate Chamber at, ten of the clock in
Lhe morning ai Islamaba’, Mr. Deputy Chairman (Mr. Tahir Mohammad Khan)
in the chatr.

(Recitation from the Holy Quran)
STARRED QUES’.&"‘E{_}N‘S AND ANSWERS

Mr. Deputy Chairman : There are come questions on th- record, but the
Minister for Information, Haj and Augaf has requested to defer the questions
as he wanted to make some corrections in the answers. Therefore, questions
No. 15, 4, 5 and 6 arc deferred to another day.
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I also request the Fress not to publish answers circulated in the House today,
because the answers have also been withdrawn. Yes, question No. 16.

MoNoPoLY F /S, NEELUM NYLON LTD.

16. *Khawaia Mohammad Safdar : Will the Minister for Industries be
pleased to state : .

(a) whether it is a fact that M/s Neelum Nylon Ltd. Lyallpur, formerly
Fazal Elahi & Co Ltd., Lyallpur, have a monopoly for the production of monofile-
ment Nylon gut in Pakistan ;

(b) whether it is a fact that the aforesaid Company gave an undertaking
to keep the prices of its product ie. mo ofilement Naylon gut at international
level and that as a result of this undertaking the Government totally banned
thu import of this article; - '

(c) whether the Government is aware that the said Company has recently
raised the price o :—

(i) 1.40 M.M. monofilement Nylon gut from Rs. 47.00 to Rs. 110.00
per bang of 1000 meters ;
(i) 1.20 M.M. monofilement Nylon gut from Rs. 37.00 to Rs. 100.00
per.bang of 1600 meters ; and

(d) whether it is a fact that the Sports Goods Manufacturers’ Association,
Sialkot, has made a representation to the Government protesting against the
exorbitant prices charged by the Neelum Nylon Ltd.; if so, what action the Govern-
ment has so far taken in this respect ?

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : (a) Yes There is no other recognised unit.

(b) The uandertaking given by the Company to keep prices of Nylon Gut
at International level was subject to imposition of ban on the import of this article.
In 1966 the Tariff Commission also recommended their case but the proposal
was not accepted by Government. The import of this item which was on the bonus
list upto 30-6-67 was banned with effect from 1-7-67 to relieve pressure on the
Bonus list. The ban has continued as a measure to conserve foreign exchange
" and not as a measure of protection to this industry or to meet the industry’s condition
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270 SENATE OF PAKISTAN [24TH JANUARY, 1974
[Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer]

(¢} The prices have over a period of time been raised by the Company to
the figures given in the question.

~ (d) No representation from the Sports Goods Manufacturers’ Association,
Siaikot has been received either by the Government of the Punjab, the Ministry
of Industries and the Ministry of Commerce.

I may, however, add sir, that we have received information that therc has
been an agreement between the Pakistan Sports Goods Manufacturers and
Exporters Association, Sialkot on the one part and Sheikh Fazal Elahi, Ltd., o
iLyaipur on the other. This agreement was signed on 31st of December, 1973
between the parties and they have come to terms.
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Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer (M inisior Without Porifolic) @ Sir, the current
prices of monofilement gut did not jump from Rs. 47 to Rs. 110 and from Rs. 37 to
Rs. 100 abruptly. The increase has been gradual and over a period of time. Nylon
Gut manufacturing industry is based on imported caprotactum which is the
major raw material. C & F value of Capro actum in 1971 was Rs. 2,95 per Ib.
whereas the present C & F value is about Rs. 11 per Ib.  So the prices
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ADJOURNMENT MOTION RE: DEATH OF CERTAIN E.‘ERS{}P;ES IN
QUETTA JAIL
Mr. Deputy Chairman: Adjournment motion No. 8 Senator Mir Abdul
Wahid.

Mir Abdul Wahid * Sir, I beg leave of the House for the adjournment of the
business of the House to discuss a definite matter of urgent public importance and
of recent occurrence, namely, Ghulam Mustafa s/o Bai Khan, Shahoo s/o Dur
Muhammad, Ghulam Murtaza s/c Dur Muhammad, and another unidentified
person all belongmg to Marri area have died in that part of Quetia Jail
which is under the administration of army authorities, These deaths were caused
on account of inhuman torture to which they were subjected during interrogation
by the army.

This incident is a reflection on the behaviour of the army deployed in Baluchis-
tan, and has caused deep resentment amongst the public of Pakistan.
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Yes, Minister of States, for Defence, would you like to make some sta'ement
in this behalf ? . ;

Mr, Aziz Ahmad (Minister of State for Defence and Foreign Affairs) ¢
I dont want to take advantage of any technical defect in the m tion
because I think that if the honourable Senator has some misgivings
on this subject he should have the necessary assurance from the Government.
His impression or his information that any of these persons have died as a result
of torture by the Army, is totally incorrect. Similarly; his impression or his
information that any of these jails where these persons are kept are under the
administration of Army authorities, that too is incorrect. There is no basis for
that. The procedure normally is that whenever the Army wants to interrogate
any of the suspects arrested, they take remand from the Court and durin g the period
of the remand except for bail, an Army Officer went to interrogate the suspect,
The suspect is kept in whatever jail is convenient and so far as treatment within
the jail is concerned, he comes under the administration of the jail authorities.
The administration of jail authority is not a central subject. So far as army is
concerned, as I have already said they have neither any hand in the acdministration
of the jail nor have submitted any of these persons to any inhuman ‘o tuy: a5
reifatod here, but I would like to give some information to the honourable Senator
about these persons, who have been mentioned. These three persons, one is Ghulam
Mustafa, he was called for interrogation by the Army authorities in . une, 1973,
Nothing was found against him and he was returned to the jail authority for release.
Now I dont know whether he has been released or whether he is stiil in jail, but
that is a question the honourable Senator should put to the Provincial Govern-
ment. Shah>o, he apparently was removed to hospital from a jail owing to
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ADJOURNMENT MOTION RE : DEATH OF CERTAIN PERSONS IN QUETTA JAIL 273

Ghulam Murtaza, the Army authoriiies have no information whatev.r about
this person. I would suggest that the honourable Senator might wish to contact
the Provincial Government for any further information that he needs on account

of Ghulam Mustafa and Ghulam Murtaza.
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ADJIOURNMENT MOTION RE: DEATH OF THREE PERSONS
IN LORA LAI JAIL

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Adjournment Motion No. 9 of 1974 Mir Abdul
Wahid.

Mir Abdul Wahid: “ir, I beg leave of the House for the adjournment of the
bu.iness of the House to discuss a definite matter of urgent public importance
and of recent occurrence, namely, Bangal s/o Rahim, Mohammad Khan, sfo Ali
Beg, Jalal parentage not known, all belonging to Marri area have died in Lor a
Lai Jail. These deaths were caused on account of inhuman torture to which
they were subjectsd during interrogation by the army. This incident has
caused ;rave indignation and resentment amongst the public of Pakistan.
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Message From the National Assembly : In pursuance of Rule 109 of the
Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the National Assembly 1973,
1 have the honour to inform the Senate Secretariat that the National Assembly
pass.d the Pakistan Red Cross amendment Bill of 1974 on 23rd of January,
1974, a copy of the Bill is transmitted herewith. Message communicated.

REPORT OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON : THE FOREIGN EXCHANGE
PREVENTION PAYMENTS (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1974.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Item No. 3 Mr. Ihsanul Haq.
Mr. Thsanul Haq : I beg to present the report of the Standing Committee on

the Bill to amend the Foreign Exchange (Prevention of Payments) Act, [1972. The
3 e 3 T el af Travimaanta (A mandmant) RGIT 1074 1



274 SENATE OF PAKISTAN [24TH JANUARY, 1974
Mr. Deputy Chairman : The Report of the Standing Committee is presented.
No. 4, Mr. J.A. Rahim.
THE COMPANIES (APPOINTMENT OF LEGAL ADVISERS) BILL, 1974

M. Khursheed Hasan Meer : On behalf of the Minister for Commerce, 1 beg
o move :

% That the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to Compan-
jes [The Compaines (Appointment of Legal Advisers) Bill, 1974],
be taken into consideration.”

Mr, Deputy Chairman : Motion moved :

“That the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to Com-
panies [The Companies (Appointment of Legal Advisers) Bill, 1974],
be taken consideration.”

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : I beg to move:

“That the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to
Companies [The Companies (Appointment of Legal Advisers) Bill,
1974], be taken into consideration.™

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The motion is:

“That the Companies (Appointment of Legal Advisers) Bill, 1974, as
passed by the National Assembly, be referred to the Standing Com-
mittee concerned.”
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Mr. Deputy Chairman : Is the House prepared to grant him leave to with
draw his amendment ? |
Members : Yes.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Amendment is withdrawn, Would you like to
i exnlain the Rill ? .




THE COMPANIES (APPOINTMENT OF LEGAL ADVISERS) BILL, 1974 275

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : This piece of legislation has been brought
before the Parliament by the Government in accordance with its coisistent pelicy
of breaking monopolies wherever they exist and safeguard the intors.is of the
lawyers, especially the young ones, those who enter the professions find the
circumstancs very difficult; and they find tha' Lucrative retainerships of big com-
panies are monopolised by a small number of lawyers. Therefore, the object of
the bill is to regulate the system with a view to providing proper facilities to all
members of legal profession, especially the new entrants and thereby paving
the way for social justice in their ranks in terms of the Principles of Policy set out
in Article 38 of the Constitution. It is also considered necessary that it should
be made compulsory for companies carrying business of a sizeable scale to
engage qualified legal advisers so that they act within the confines of law and
conduct their business according to law. This in short is the object of the Bill.
I would like to stress here that the penalty provided in it is for the companies
and not the advocates.
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Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : There should be no apprehension. I am just
trying to explain that there should be no unnecessary apprehension. Penaities
provided are for companies contravening the provisions relevent to the appvint-
ment of legal advisers. The number of legal adviserships that one lawyer may

have has been restricted to three and the minimum retainership is fixed at
Rs. 350/- per month.

A Member : Very little.

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : This is the minimum amount but the compaines
can give larger retainership but it should be kept in mind that if the minimum is
raised too much then the young lawyers will suffer. :

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Np, no.

M. Khurshid Hasan Meer : [ am quite confident this Bill shall be welcomed
bv the lawvers.
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[ Mr. Shahzad Gui ]
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Mr. Deputy Chairman : Syed Zulfigar Ali Shah.

Syed Zulfigar Ali Shah Jamote : *Sir, in the Statement of objects and Reason

it is stated :

“This Bill is designed to regulate the system of legal retainership f.r certain
class of companies with a view to providing proper opportunities to
all members of the legal profession, specially the new entrants,
and requiring the companies to cngage qualified legal advisers
to assist them in conducting their business in accordance with law.”

Now, Sir, from this it shows that this Billis two-fold or it is contradictory.
No. 1, it is trying to prove that companies are not conducting their business with-
in the proper Jegal framzwork and, thersfore, to assist them legal cover and guid-
ance is to be provided and then in the start it says “ to give poper and more
opportunitites to people of the legal class”—the advocates. Now, Sir, to
start with, if the companies are not doing or conducting their business within
the legal framework them how the new entrants who themselves are beginners
in the profession going to assist them or are these companics to be made guinea-
pigs for the legal profession. By this T do not mean to say any thing against the
people of the legal profession but I would just like to know and this be clari-
fied that, is the object of this Bill to only ‘provide more opportunities for the legal
profession or is it to conduct the business of the companies within the legal
framework? There has to be a certain amount of clarificaion. It is so muddled
and mixed up that one does not really know what is the r al objective of the Bill.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Thank you very much. Yes Sardar Mchammad
Aslam. '
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Mr, Khurshid Hasan Meer : 1 should have the right of reply.
Mr. Deputy Chairman : Yes.

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer® : Sir, there have been two viewpoints expressed.
One that the Bill is too modest and the other that the companies will be forced
to employ lawyers who are not competent to give legal advice and the companies
will become guinea-pigs. I am sorry that such a view should have been expressed
about the competence of lawyers who enter the profession. The point is that
naturally the companies will be employing lawyers whom they consider to be
competent. Why should a companya ppoint a legal adviser about whose competence

*Speech not corrected by the honourable Minister,
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they are not sure and that brings me to the point of a senior colleague.’s
who says that while appointing legal advisers to the companies, the Government
should ensure that the provincial quota is maintained. The point is that the
Government will not be appointing the legal advisers. That authority, the
Government is not taking to itself. It merely provides, it regulates and it makes
it compulsory for the companies to appoint their legal advisers and we do hope
that the companies will keep in mind while employing their legal advisers that
the rights of the smaller provinces are not ignored. But contrary to the objection
that the Government is taking more and more authority to itself is also totally
wrong.

The companies are being made respensible under the law to employ legal
advisers i.e. the Government will not have the right to appoint the legal advisers
for them. It has been said that the limit of 10 lakhs is too high and it should
be brought down. INow, Sir, 1 accept that thers can be two views about it. 1
have no  hesitation in saying and the Covernment iiself debated this point at
length. May be after this Act has come into operation and its implementation
is found encouraging, the Government itself may at some stage bring an amend-
ment to reduce the limit, or any Member of the Parliament can do that. I would
respectfully submit that this is the first time that such a law is being introduced,
is being enacted and we would like it to get a good start.  After that its imple-
mentation, its operation can be extended to other companies also. The objection
that companies with a capital of ten lakhs already have lawyers and that the Govern-
ment is, therefore, not really introducing anything new is not correct. Not all
the companies with that much of capital have regularly employed legal advisers
with retainerships. Secondly, even if they do have lawy:rs already, our view is
that these legal advisers jobs are monopolised by a few companies who pay them
legal retainership. Sir, the objection that the branches of the companies wherever
they are, have not been made responsible to employ legal advisers, is not really
a valid objection because this is something that is not practicable. A company
may have branches spread all over the country and if we made if compulsory for
them to employ legal advisers everywher, where they do business; it would be
risky to enact a law which would not be implemented. There can be various
ways of trying to avoid the law and that is what we would not like to happen. But
I would like to add here that there is no provision which says that the legal retainer-
ship have to be given only at the place of the headquarters of the companies. There
is no such provision in the law or in the Bill. If a company is to have one legal
adviser, it can have it anywhere it likes. If a lawyer is to have three companies
and not more than that the company would be quite free to engage one legal
adviser from Peshawar and one from Hyderabad and one from Multan. It is
no longer in the law to forbid it. The point is that if companies have legal cases
in districts, in far-flung places, they can always engage a lawyer for the particular
case. What this law provides is retainership and we are to understand the
difference between a retainership and the employment or to engage a lawyer
for conducting a particular case. A retainership is a sort of contract between
a lawyer and the company that the lawyer would not accept a case
against the company a=d would be availabls all the time to the company
for legal advice. When the company needs, the case would be referred
to him and he would give the legal advice. As regards the conduction of the
case in a court of law this is between the lawyer and the company to fix the terms
for it. Mostly the terms are that in addition to the retainership, fee is always
paid for the case also. So therefore, the objection that Rs. 350/as retainership
is too small is also incorrect. a lawyer gets Rs. 350 as retainership but he is
also paid for each case that he conducts in the court and then why should we
think that a lawyer who has the retainership of a company l_ilge this, would_r_lot
have any other legal practice of his own. This does not debar him from accepting
other cases ; it only debars a lawyer to accept cases against the company but he
can carry on with his other legal practice. It is not necessary that this parti-
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Sir, it has been objected to that the companies limited by guarantee have
been excluded from the operation of this Bill and that they should not have been
exempted. The companies limited by guarantee are mostly small, such as the
Chamber o Commerce, the Clubs or the Charitable Bodies. Sir, this matter
was examined and it was falt that presently these companies should be exempted
because it will be difficult for them-Many of them have practically no legal cases
at all, no litigation and are not financially in a position to employ lawyers. That
is why they were exempted. Sir, it has also been objecetd as to why the Govern-
ment should have power of retainership. I am surprised at this because this is
generally the case in all such laws. Complaints of cases which are penal cases
are to be made to the court by some authority. They are not cognizable cases
that every police officer can go and arrest the man because that would, probably,
cause harassment. That would cause exactly the situation of which we are being
accused. The honourable Member is leaving the House and he was raising the
controversy. Sir, this is exactly what we are safeguarding against by not making
the cases cognizable. You look to other such laws. Where a complaint is
lodged, the company concerned has to explain its position before it is subject to
penal clause. Sir, the Ministry of Commerce came under some criticism, although
that was not strictly relevant to the object of this Bill but I did not object because
I wanted the tonourable Member to express his feeling. It is a fact that the
minority provinces are not adequately represented in the management of industries,
in banking and insurance. The reason for this is pure and simple and that
is the capitalist system that has prevailed in our country.

Under the capitalist system, the development of under-developed areas
does not take place. The capitalist does not go to the far-flung areas. He does
not go to a place where expenses increase. He likes to remain in arterial road
or near the ports and one of the reasons why the Pakistan People’s Party felt
convinced that unless'we have a socialist economy, the poverty and backwardness
of the various regions of Pakistan will not be removed and that is why since the
Government came to power, it i paying more and more attention towards the
elimination of the capitalist exploited system. Government’s attention is also
being diverted towards the development of under-developed areas and the invest-
ment of capital there to provide more employment opportunities. Sir, the Act
under which industries are nationalised also provide safeguards to those who are:
already in employment and therefore it was not desirable to throw them out of
their jobs. = After all they were not the owners of the companies, they were not
the capitalists, but as regards future employment every care is being taken to
ensure that minority provinces get their due share. I would like to remind the
honourable Members of the Senate that the jurisdiction of the Public Service
Commission has been extended to the statutory bodies and autonomous bodies
for the highly-paid jobs above pay Grade 17 and Provincial quotas will be main-.
tained there, will be followed there. So, the Provincial quotas are being main-
tained in the commercial organisations. We ‘hope that in due course this sitnation.
will be remedied. The Government is quite alive to that situation. As regards:
apprehension that the legal adviserships under this law will not be fully given. to.
the minority Provinees, I think the major complaint will be against the Province:
to -which the honourable Member - belongs because most of the companies. have
their headquarters-in Karachi. Sir, I would again say that the apprehensions:
expressed about the Act are not Justlﬁed It is a good piece of legislation that:
has been presented to the Senate and that it would be useful to start with companies-
who have a capital of Rs. 10 lakhs. They would employ lawyers and then later:
on, it can be amended after the companies. have been made  to regulate their.
business according ' to this Bill and. we have some experience . of the imple-
mentation of thislaw. T.now cnmmcnd the Bill to this. House
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Mr. Depuly Chairman @ The question is :
that the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to companies
[ The Companies (Appointment of Legal Advisers) Bill, 1974],
as passed by the National Assembly, be taken into consideration.

The motion was adopted.

Now we lake up Bill clause by clause. Clause 2 of the Bill. There are
two amendments by Khawaja Mohammad Safdar :

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Sir, I beg to move :

That m Paragraph (b) of clause 2 of the Bill, the word “ten” cccurring in the
third tine be stbstituied by the werd “threc”, and the words “or a coempany
lunited by guaranted” cocupring in the third and fourth lin: be deleted,

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Motion moved :

that in paragraph (b) of clause 2 of the Bill, the word * ten ™ occurring
in the third line be substituted by the word “ three ”’, and the words

*“ or a company limited by gurantee > occurring in the third and fourth
lines be deleted.

Mir. Khurshid }H2san Meer: Opposed.
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Mr. Deputy Chairman : Any body else? Mr. Shahzad Gul I am not allow-
mg you io move your amendment. Therefore, you can speak on this motion.
It is substantially the same. Therefore, I am not allowing that. You can speak
on this amendment.
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Mr, Deputy Chairman : Yes, Meer Sahib.

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : Sir, the point has been made that the lla'wy.é'rs in |
general will not benefit. I would not claim that all lawyers, 600 lawyers of Gujran-
wala and 400 lawyers of Sialkot will benefit but we are realists. . .
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Mr. Khurshid Hassan Meer : We do not claim that but I would say that =

nevertheless, this law, this Bill, is revolutionary in character because by . .this
Jaw the monopoly will be bloken and that is how the society is always

reformed, that is how economy is reformed. In all spheres of reforms
that we are bringing, we do not claim that by these reforms the standard
of the poor common man will necessarily generally rise but the monopoly
of the restricted class which appropriates the incomes will be broken and after that
it will be casier to have an egalitarian system of ‘Masawat’ in the country. Same -
is the case here and that is what will happen because no lawyer will be allowed to

have more than three legal retainerships. :

As | said earlier, the work of legal advisership in the companies., in all the
flourishing companies, is all appropriated by a very small number and that certainly
will change the situation radically.



286 - ' SENATE OF PAKISTAN [24TH JANUARY, 1974
[ Mr. Khawaja Mohammad Safdar |

The other objection is that companies with limited guarantee have been
excluded. I have already explained that and Khawaja Safdar himself has ex-
plained that companies with limited liability are not excluded. Most of the
companies doing business and adding money are companies with limited liability
and they are not excluded. It is only companies which are limited by puarantes
are excluded and these are not always but age mostly companies which r?-:ally have
no litigation or property or things like that. So, I would say, Sir, that the o‘éjec-
tions raised are really not valid. We would also like to do many things much more
thans what the gentlemen from the Opposition benches demand but we are core
cerned with reforming the society as it ¢xists and, therefore, we have to be-prac;:_iw
cal snd realistic. Thank you.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question before the House is “that in paragraph
(b) of clause2 of the Bill, the word “ten” cccurringin the third line be substituted
by the word “three”; and the wo:ds “or a company limited by guara ntee” -'z:l--;;lirri ne
in the third and fourth lines be deleted.” ' ' =

Those wha:.-are_ in favour may say Ayes and those who are against may say No.
The amendment was rejected. .

Amendment No. 2 is not_allowed because it involves the same issue.

Now I will put clause 2 of the Bill.

The question js that clause 2 stand part of the Bill.

The Motion was .Adopted.;_. | |

Now, we take up Clause 3.

- Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Sir, I beg to move that sub-clause | of clause 3
of the Bill be substituted by the following, namely (— ‘

‘(1) Every company shall appoint at least one Legal Adviser on retainership
to advise such:-company in the performance of its functions and kthg
discharge of its duties in accordance with law before the eﬁ{[}ir-atign of
three months from-the commencement of this Act.”.

Mr. Khurslnd Hasan Meer : Sir, I oppose this amendment, [ thought sir
that-before it is formally put, may be the honourable member would like to with-
dravwit because the existing provision is exactly the same. -

- Mr. Deputy. Chairman :.. But it is already put..

Mr. Khurshid- Hasan- Meer::.- Sir, it has not been put to the House by the -
Chair:i . DY

Mr. Deputy Chairman : It is proposed by the mover. Therefore aft
move, then you should speak. Mr. Shahzad Gul, you also move yourf aﬁiﬁgﬁi
then we:will _ta:kmbmth of them together.. - : e : :

h Mr Shahzad Gul : Sir, I bég to- move thati-the.-proviédto- AL 3
»f clause 3 of the Bill be deleted. e ()

-



IHE COMPANIES (APPOINTMENT OF LEGAL ADVISERS) BILL, 1974 © 287

Mr. Deputy Chairman @ Motion moved is :—

“(1) Bvery company shall’appoint at least one Legal: Adviser-on retainership
to wdvise such company in the performance of its functions and the
discharge of its duties in accordance with law before the expiration of
three months from the commencement of his Act.”,

< hat the [';;w.v?s:: Poosul =clanse (l} of cluuse 3 of the Bill be deleted.”
M. Khurshid Hasan Meer @ Siry both amendments are opposed,

Mr. Deputy Chairmun @ Yes, Khawaja Safdar.
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“ Provided that a company in existance, immediately before the commence-
ment of this Act shall be deemed to have complied ‘with the provisions
of this sub-section if it appoints a Legal Adviser before the expiration of
three months from such commencement”.
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Mr. Deputy Chademan @ Mir Afzal, perhaps you are not sitting on your seat.
Fam counting the votes, please come to your seat.  The question is :—

that sub-clause I of clause 3 of the Bill be substituted by the following, namely:

“Every company shall appoint at least one legal adviser on retainership to
advise such company in the performance of its functions and the dis-
charge of its duties in accordance with law before the eXpiration of
three months from the commencement of this Act.

The motion was negatived. '

The question is :

that clause 3 stand:, part of the Bill,
‘The motion was adopted.
Khawaja Mohammad Safdar 1 8ir, | beg to mave |

that in cluase 4 of the Iiiiig the word "threg"
be substituted by the word “five™,

Mr. Deputy Chairman :  Motion moved

that in clause 4 of the Bill, the word ** three " occurring 16 the
be substituted by the word “five .

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : Opposed.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : It is substantially the same. Therefore, you can
speak.
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Mr. Deputy Chairpan ;. The guestion is :

“That in clause 4 of-the Bill, the word ‘“‘three” -occurring in. the second .
line be substituted by the word. “five”.

The motion was negatived.
Mr. Deputy Chairman : The amendment is rejected. |
Mr. Deputy Chairman :  Amendment No. 6 is allowe_d to be moved.
Mr. Deputy, Chairman : The question : | -
- “That clause 4 stands part of the Bill.”
The motion was adopted..
Mr. Deputy:Chairman Clause 4 stands part of the BIH
Mr. Deputy Chairman : _Next amendment. "
Khiwaja Mohammad Safdar : 1 beg to move :

"“That in paragraphs (a) and (b) of clause 5 of the Bill, the word ‘‘three”
be substituted by the word “four” in both the paragraphs.”

Mr, Deputy Chairman :  Amendment moved :

“That in paragraphs (a) and (b) of clause 5 of the BIH the word “three” be
substituted by the word “four” in both the paragraphsb”. S

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer: - Opposed... .



292 SENATE OF PAKISTAN [24TH JANUARY, 1974

o338l f G nlo pis e oS g pipdl g Yl jpan 1 ke e lss
i el yt 53 SSON. A5 Gy ele 5T OV 3V dgie B 5 aee¥ e (Al 2 o
SAT sl o w B . L) 5 e wais Gl 2 Olale elyjs wsn lgzeew
2 ov g o5 3l e ol LB 2l 16K e e ATl c o diad
v»  Company law =& &5 S W e § g o B kB el e w
Sl S ol gy 35 o g Sl e 5 b ple gt e LS oylen ol
Wl b 2! 55 ol ool 255 O - Gile 5g W 29dms Jila ol 2 jleys I F
A9 D9e5 ¥ Wl md A9yl cessl § Olide I e Olied 2w 9 AT WS Oy
A5 A0 gd a9 Onlyy ble § ol Al sk (56 o ca Jay S @b §
lids § N9 5 b sl 57 2 yleg 09 oS e Uy w v ool < 0y oy 3
29 85 Y g 0 S bl Loy (23 e 55 O g Ol m ey (S5 Jels
s ST 55 o s AT 3 e JALS AT ol Ol 5 5 o URea
Jely2e 5 enzage 55 J5 s jumior w5 W 45ls AST ol 5T E 4y 0 st
- L5 Ly AT OS2 b w S ‘45 L oes AT 0S5 junior 086 w
s 5 Sl Sl o o b 5 e 5 Sy 0lieS” o8 ol 01
gt’m S o )ﬁ N Kg.br W2E o - U3 o B ‘3* vf_,f 4‘:““‘ - omed @b ;_53‘5‘57
ol 0L w Al L8 2y (S G J55 o ol B Sl sy sle

lw ca (K5 e s @ DYl Gl e e dedpd Gl

W e Gk & sl &5 s W - & classical example S @k
o oy e Lo o Al debd - o Kl 9 o Ul
S S ok W o oy monopolis Ok Ok T oy &l w
o8 %3 TVl Glia ol - 065 55 01 oy 5w b 8 oI o (2 5 O
s S F Etey Sl T odI 0l e S e lyy o ol ol Ji e e
e i B 8 g e 52 ol - Uf logal advisership & o b E r e
§ QpstesS” 0l g o8 59 Sl . (S T35 sa o oF W w e K
cle gy KOs Hle U5 SOl m2 b b 55, bk o5 o bR gy

can G LKl o ke e alss

Kb o5 ol eylag q-u*rgwru“‘uﬁi“:?T:;a“M"\:%ﬁ%hﬁ‘ :
Y (%2 KUMJ

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question is :

“That in paragraphs (a) and (b) of clause 5 of the Bill, the word “three” be
substituted by the word “four” in both the paragraphs

The motion was negatwed

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The amendment is rejected.
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Mr. Deputy Chairman : Clause 5 : The question s ;

“'T'hat clause 5 stand part of the Bill.”

The motion was adopted,

Mr. Deputy Chairman :  Clause 5 stands part of the Bill. No. 6 Mr. Shahzad
Gul.

Mr. Shahzad Gul : I beg to move :

“That in clause 4 of the Bill, the words “three hundred and fifty” occurriﬁg
in the second and third lines be substituted by the words “five hundred”,

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Motion moved :

“That in clausc 4 of the Bil', the words “three hundred and fifty” occurring
in the second and third lines be substituted by the words “five hundred”

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer :  Opposed.
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Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question is that clause 6 of the Bill be deleted.

The motion negatived.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question is that clause 6 stands part of the Bill.
Clause 6 of the Bill was adopted.

Clause 7 :
Mr. Shahzad Gul : Sir, I beg to move

“that in clause 7 of the Bill, the words and commas”, unless he proves that
the contravention o’ failure took place without his knowledge or that
he exercised all diligence to prevent such contravention or failure,”
occurring in the fourth, fifth and sixth lines be deleted.” %

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question before the House is :

“that in clause 7 of the Bill, the words and commas”, unless he proves that
the contraventioner failure took place without his knowledge or that he
exercised all diligence to prevent such contravention or failure,” occur-
ring in the fourth, fifth and sixth lines be deleted.”

Mr, Khurshid Hasan Meer :  Opposed Sir.
Mr. Deputy Chairman : Motion is opposed. - _
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Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question before the House is:

“That in Clause 7 of the B, the words and Commas *“ ,unless he proves
that the contravention nr failure took place without s knowledge or
that he exercised all dilig nce o provent such contravention or failure,”
oceupring in the foteth, hrih amd gixth lines b defcied”, The amendment
e negatived,

Now the question before the House is (hat clause 7 stands part of ths 3ill.

~Clause 7 of the Bill wan adopted,
UM, Doputy Chalrman ¢ Clagae R

Question before the House is that clause ® stand part of the Bill,

Claune 8 was adopted.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : The question before the Touse is that the preamble,
e | (short title, extent and commencement) may stand part of the Bill.

The preamble, clause 1 and short title, extent and commencement of the Bill

weie ndopted.
- Mpr, Khuarshid Hasan Meer : chr, sufficient debate has taken place on all
aspevis of thds Bill. and I do not think it needs anv further clarification.
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Therefore, I would not like to take more time of the House.
Mr. Deputy Chairman : Will you move the motion ?

Mr. Khurshid Hasan Meer : Sir, I beg to move :

“That the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to companies
[The Companies (Appomtment of Legal Advisers) Bill, 1974] be passed.” '

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Motion Tl

«That the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to Com-
panies [The Companies (Appointment of Legal Advisers, Bill, 1974] be passed.”

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Opposed.

Mr. Deputy Chairman : Would you like to speak ?

The question before the House is

«That the Bill to provide for the appointment of Legal Advisers to Com-
panies [The Companies ( Appointment of Legal Advisers) Bill, 1974] be passed.”

The motion was adopted.

Mr. Deputy Chairmzn : The Companies Appointment of Legal Advisers
Bill of 1974 stands passcd

As there is no business bcfore the House, the House is adjourned to meet to=

morrow which is Friday, at 4.00 p.m,

The Senate then ad;oumed 10 meet agam on Frlday, \Japuary 25 1_974;
at 4 of’ the Clock _ e _ | J

—_——————y



