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SENATE DEBATES
SENATE OF PAKISTAN

Tusday, November 19, 1974

The Senate of Pakistan met in the Senate Chamber (Siate Bank Building)

Islamabad, at ten of the clock in the morning, Mr. Chairman (Mr. Habibullah
Khan) in the Chair, :

(Recitation frem the Holy Quran)

FATEHA FOR AN MNA'S DECEASED FATHER

Ol ol e Sl ST 0w Torohe Qlis 1o dast walys

LLWL“ £ JIB £ f’};"/ v\“_’ £ LS)}AC-’ L_)LS. [.,b) Kol a)‘}?ai,o 4'.4[“ Z‘

————— d}.z.r '.::.z:l:;& U',r &3% 3'-}) ‘j‘; U:g)x: Je‘ W
Mr. Chairman : One minute

dis mal GpS o Oll Jome ool Y1 Clia 2 jlndlie 3,

, . - A .
d‘\:,a uwg‘ d,f "),(:J ¢ dc" 65)-**2‘ Lsﬂﬁf )_31 J.) )f {-\A: Y - d‘_ N
uw}" A Qb.' jJ;u u~‘ L}Laia z_ -\.H_s Z.J’:" U“’r u.r 4‘{_ U},f*;
KS}Jr Leaidial W L.,.s.'..p v\_z‘j:l rj.'ls'. A é\.w‘- S Lﬁiré UMAA resclution

= u:‘;—r Wi Ghey resclution &3y el o9 WS
- U\ controversy L;}f o ol ool DM Je wal g

gel LS JlfJ:S! K (,é K Gj) éj‘r)/ i wails uw‘ i_ AT e Slie
w5 w47 felt shocked at this occurrence eY r’l:’.sl )8

Mr. Chairman: Khawaja Sahib, to my knowledge, Ithink, many of the
Ministers and even myself ...
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I myself sent a telegram of condolence to Sahibzada Ahmad Raza Qasuri but
the technical cbjection raised here is that since ke was not a Member of this House
or of the National Assembly so, if we do this, we will be setting a precedence for
future because there is nc Member of the Senate or of the National Assembly,
whether Provincial or Federal, whose relatives, father or mother or sisters or
brothers or sons had not died.  So, itisreally very regrettable in the circumstances
under which he was killed. Everybody is sorry on that and even the Prime Mi-
nister, thePresident, the Speaker, myself, many Ministers & o'her gentlemen have
also expressed their sense of sorrow and grief at this inciden:. But the question

5
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Mr. Chairman

now befure the House is whether it will be appropriate to allow a condolence
resolution in respect of a man, a gentleman, the deceased, who was not a Member
of the Senate or of the National Assembly. Moreover, supposing if there is any
opposition from the other side, as you know, what would be the result of it?
What would be the outccme of this resolution?

Mr. Chairman: This is exactly what 1 wanted to point out.
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PRIVILEGE MOTION RE: REFUSAL OF S. P. QUETTA TQ RECEIVE CERTAIN SENATORS 7
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Mr. Chairman: Before we take up
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Mr. Chairman : That is all right.

PANEL OF PRESIDING OFFICERS

Mzr. Chairman: Before we take up other business of the House, I will
just announce the names of the panel of Presiding Officers for the present session.

In pursuance of sub-rule (1) of Rule 14 of Rules of Procedure and
Conduct of Business in the Senate, 1973, T nominate the following Members in

order of precedence to form a Panel of Presiding Officers for the Winter Session,
1974, of the Senate of Pakistan :-

1. Mr. Zafar Ahmad Qureshi.

2. Shaikh Fazal Elahi Piracha.
3. Mr. Zulfigar Ali Shah Jamote.

Now, we take up next item which should have precedence, of course as you
know, over the adjournment motions. This privilege motion stands in the name
of Mr. Zamarud Hussain. Yes, Mr. Zamarud Hussain.

PRIVILEGE MOTION RE: REFUSAL OF S. P. QUETTA TO RECEIVE
CERTAIN SENATORS

Mr. Zamarud Hussain : Sir, T beg to raise a question involving breach of
privilege of the Senators, namely, Senator Abdul Wahid Kurd was arrested on
5th Nov., 1974, by Quetta Police and was kept in the lock-up of Cantonment
Police Station, Quetta. Mr. Mohd. Hashim Ghilzai, Leader of the Opposi-
tion in the Senate, Senator Haji Sayed Hussain Shah and Senator Zamarud Hus-
sain went to see Senator Abdul Wahid Kurd in the above Police Station. Thé
S. H. O. of the said Police Station informed them that S. P. Quetta had given him
instructions not to allow anybody to see Senator Abdul Wahid Kurd without his
permission. The above Senators, therefore, came in the office of the Assistant
Cemmissioner-1, Quetta, and on behalf of the above Senators, Mr. Qadri, Advo-
cate, rang-up S. P. Quetta in order to inform him that the above Sendtofs wanted
to see him. In reply, the Steno to S. P. Quetta stated that S. P. had refused to
receive the Senators. This highly discourteous attitude of S. P. Quetta is breach
of the privilege of the Senators.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : The privilege motion is opposed, Sir.
Mr. Chairman: Yes.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar: *Sif, the privilege motion is opposed on two
grounds. Firstly, two incidenis have been mentioned in the body of the privi-
lege moticen i. 2. that Mr. Mohammad Hashim, an honourable Senator, went
to see a Sehator ift a Police Station, and the S. H. O. refused, under alleged iiis:
tructions of S. P. Quetta, to allow him to see a detained or arrested Senator.
Then, the second incident on which they have sought the leave of the House to
discuss as the breach of the privilege is :-

e The above Senators, therefore, came in the office of the Assistant
Commissioner-1, Quetta, and on behalf of the above Senators; Mr. Qadri,

*Speech not correctéd by the honourable Minister.
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Malik Mohammad Akhatar

Advocate, rang up S. P. Quetta in order to inform him that the above Sena-

tors wanted to see him. In reply, the Steno to S. P. Quetta stated that 5. P.

had refused to receive the Senators...... ’

Now, Sir, they have mixed up two incidents. Firstly, the Leader of the
Opposition, if T am correct, Mr. Ghilzai went to see the detained Scnator at a
police Staticn. The second incident is that cne gentleman, an Advecate, Mr.
Qadri on his behalf had some conversation with the Steno to the S. P. Quetia.
Sir, as far as the second incident is concerned, we are seeking the clarrficaticn
from the S. P. Quetta. Tt has not been received as vet. But I would state that
what occurred, even if it occurred, it cccurred between astenographer who is, of
course, a Government official, and an advocate. The honourable mover of the
privilege motion has notstated that he himself contacted the S. P. or any person
on behalf of the S.P. Tt was one of the advocates who contacied, and eventhat in-
cident we have to deny after we receive the information. As such, Sir, if it is
considered necessary, unless your honcur considers that two incidents have been
mixed up in one privilege motion and it is not specific and it may be ruled out
of order, and if you consider that point may be clarified in spite of this tech-
nical objection, then this privilege motion may kindly be deferred for a pericd
of two days.

Mr..Chairman: May be ?

Malik Mohammad Akhtar: Deferred for a peried of fwo days to get clari-
fication on the latter portion of the privilege motion. Firstly, T have requested
that it should be ruled out of order on technical grounds. 1t is not specific and
it contains more than one incident as mentioned in the privilege moticn itself.
Either it should be ruled out as suggested if your honour s pleased to agree with
me, otherwise we may be allowed to get the factual position and we may be allowed
to contact S. P. Quetta, and let us get his version also whether this incident ac-
tually happened or there is some misunderstanding.

I, particularly, would repeat that some telephonic conversation is alleged
to have passed between the P. A. of the S. P., some Steno of the S. P. and scme
third person who is stated to be an advocate who must be some honourable man.
But, Sir, I think, any incident which occcurred between some of the government
officials and a person who is not a Senator or a Member of this House, does not
constitute the breach of the privilege of a Senator because the Senator did not
have the conversation with the S. P. himself. He has not claimed that. As such,
these are the three points which I have raised. In any case, if my view is not ag-
reed upon by the honourable Chair, then let us get clarification from the S. P.
on the factual position. : .

Mr. Chairman : What is your reaction to the suggesticn? The House
would like to know the factual positicn. Well, it was the Steno according to
the privilege motion who had informed your Advecate that the Superintendent
of Police was not willing to see the deputation, would it not be proper 1o ask
the Superintendent of Police whether he did really refuse to receive the deputa-
tion or it was the lie on the part of the Steno just to dodge the Senators and
their leader? g '
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" Mr. Chairman : How many days do you want?
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Two or three days, Sir.
Mr. Chairman: Well you ask the Superin‘endent of Police cn telephone.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar ¢ Sir, T would like to have a wrilten statement
from the officer concerned before T make any sfa‘ement in the Heuse.
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Mr. Chairman : 1 don’t think that you would be able to get a written reply
within two or three days.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, three days would be sufficient.

Mr. Chairman : You please arrange to ring him up for this information
and for this particular reference which is the main thing. So far as I have been
able to understand, the gist and the essence of the whole privilege motion is the
“alleged discourteous behaviour’ in refusing to see the Senator. We are not con-
cernedwith his arrest, removal and lock-up. There are so many incidents which
arc inter-linked. The main complaint is the ‘“‘discourteous behaviour’” on the
part of the Superintendent of Police in refusing to see the Sentors particularly
their leader. He could have told them that, of course, under the law or under
some orders he had been asked not to allow anybody to meet him. That is a
different matter. So, you can draw his attention to this particular complaint and
ask whether he did actually tell his Steno to convey to their advocate that he
was unable to receive the deputation. This is a particular thing and this is
what T have been able to understand from the essence of the whole thing.

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Correct, Sir.

Mr. Mobammad Hashim Ghilzai : Sir, let me make one point. I per-
sonally talked on telephone to the Superintendent of Police. I told him that
I'was coming to see him with my friends. He told me frankly that he had received

instructions from the Deputy Commissioner that nobody was allowed to see him.
So, he can’t ...... "

Mr. Chairman : That is a different matter.
Mr. Mohammad Hashim Ghilzai : Sir, let me make it clear............

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Ghilzai, you will agree with me that sometimes Super-
intendent of Police or any Police Officer can tell you, “Sorry under certain orders
or instructions, 1 can’t allow you to see him.”

Mr. Mohammad Hashim Ghilzai : Sir .........

Mr. Chairman : Mr. Ghilzai, will you please listen to me? ¢Refuse to
see you’ is one thing and to disallow you to see the accused is quite a different
thing. That wouldn’t involve any breach of privilege.

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Quite right.

Mr. Mohammad Yousuf Khattak : Mr. Chairman, I fail to understand how
it is discourteous not to see some one in course of administrative duties. There
must be many occasions when there is a riot going on or such turmoil within the
country and at that stage it will not be admissible for the administrator to receive
a deputation and you call it discourteous. T think, the people don’t know what
i1s the meaning of discourtesy.

Mr. Chairman : ‘Mr. Khattak, your concept or definition of discourtesy
may be different from other people but it will be for the House now to decide
whether this behaviour on the part of S.P. is or is not discourteous.
T say prima facie .........

Mr. Mohammad Yousuf Khattak : Sir, my point is not only that of a parti-
cular concept of courtesy or discourtesy. What T want to say is that it is a pri-
vilege of an administrator. Only he is the judge of those conditions under which
he can receive certain people or refuse to receive certain people. If you with-
draw this privilege from an administrator, then it will make it very difficult.

Mr. Chairman : Mr. Khattak, you are putting the cart before the horse.
First, we must know whether the S.P. refused to see the deputation. If he says
‘no then the controversy will be of different nature. But supposing if he says
‘yes’ he refused to see the deputation because of this or that reason, then you will
have to weight the arguments of the Opposition with regard to this one point.



s i e

resulted in the aforesaid breach of privilege are as follows: :- = =

‘the same. Sir, two questions have been raised regarding breach of privilege.
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Mr. Chairman
First, we must know, as suggested by Mr. Akhtar, whether he did actually refuse
to see the deputation, and if he did, on what grounds; and then the grounds have
to be considered by this House. Well, if he says that he had the privilege, he
had the duty or he had the orders and instructions under such and such law to
refuse, then it is all right and it is for the House to decide but we can’t pre-judge
the outcome. So, let us know the factual position, in the light of that factual
position as conveyed to the Minister of State by the S.P., the House will be in a
better position to appreciate the facts and circumstances of the case and decide
one way or the other. If no privilege has been violated, it is upto the House and
no body can impose his will on the Senate. Tt is upto the House. Ts the House
meeting on 22nd? Malik Sahib, T am afraid that you may not be able to re-
cew("e written reply by day after tomorrow, and then again it will have to be defe-
rred. ’

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, defer it for three days.

Mr. Chairman : But, Malik Akhtar, why are you in a hurry?

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, T am not in a hurry.

Mr. Chairman : Let it go to 23rd. Bk A

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : 23rd is better.

Mr. Chai:rman : So, we will take up this adjournment motion on the 23rd.
In the mean time you will be able to get information on facts from the S.P. in wri-
ting. !

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Right, Sir.

Mr. Chairman : Now, there is another privilege motion. Yes, Haji Sayed
Hussain Shah. s :

PRIVILEGE MCOTION RE: HOUSE SEARCH OF SENATOR ABDUL
WAHID KURD WITHOUT WARRANT

Haji Sayed Hussain Shah : Sir, I beg to raise a question involving a breach

of privilege of a Member as well as that of the Senate, namely, the facts which

- On the morning of 25th of October, 1974 the residence of Mr: Abdul
Wahid Kurd, a Member of the Senate, was raided by a large party of police offi-
cials, headed by the Assistant Commissjoner, Quetta. The party had no search

warrant but forcibly entered the house and started. search for explosives. Mir

Abdul Wahid Kurd asked the police to show him the search warrant, which was
absolutely necessary in such cases but he was told that the house would be search-
ed on the verbal orders and in the presence of a magistrate, therefore, search war-
rant was not necessary. Finding nothing objectionable in the house, the police
took away forty pairs of shalwars and qameez from his house. Thus, the pri-
vilege of a Senator as well as that of the Senate was infringed upon. '

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : *Sir, it ’is again opposed and the ground is

One is that the house of the Senator was raided and no search warrant was

shown to him, and the other is that the police took away orty pairs of shalwars

and" gameez from his house. Sir, T would like to make it abundantly clear to

my honourable collegues that they should be more careful in drafting a privilege
motion, and T would also like to refer to rule 59 in this connection :- '

' *The right to raise a question of privilege shall be governed by

-the following, conditions, namely :-

-1 '# Speech not corrected by the honourable Minister,
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PRIVILAGE MOTION RE: HOUSE SEARCH OF SENATOR ABDUL WAHID KURD 11
WITHOUT WARRANT

(1) not more than one question shall be raised by the sams mamber
at the same sitting;

(i) the question shall relate to a specific matter and shall be raised
at the earliest opportunity;

(iif) the matter shall be such as requires the intervention of the Senate;”
and so on and so forth

Again, Sir, the motion is not containing a specific matter. It has been
drafted containing two issues. First is the removal of articles from the House
of the learned Senator and the second is that the police had no search warrant.

Sir, besides this technical objection, I would again request you that the
matter may be deferred because I would like to have a written statement of the
parson heading the raiding party, who conducted the search. To make a state-
ment that the ssarch warrant was there, T have received information but I do not
want to commit until and unless somsthing in writing is given to me. 1 equally
share with the sentiments of the House as far as privileges of the honourable
M:mbers are concerned. At the same tims, I would request them to go by rules
and we should be more careful because even this privilege motion, according
to my humble view, is defective and contains more than one specific issue. As
regards the factual position, Sir, besides the technical objection which T am sub-
mitting, I would be in a position to make a statement if you kindly defer it to 23rd
or 24th preferably, so that if there is any debate we can debate both the privilege
motions on either day—first privilege motion on the 23:d and second on the 24th
after getting the point.

Kbwaja Mohammad Safdar : 24th is Sunday.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Then let it be 25th, Sir.
Mr. Chairman : But why this question ?

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Pardon, Sir?

Mr. Chairman : - First, T would like to know from them what particular
or specific principle has been violated.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : 1 have raised that objection, Sir. You can
give your ruling.

Mr. Chairman: 1 would like to know, Haji Sayed Hussain Shah, that his
house has been searched under thé ordinary law. If you want to suggest that
he is immune from the process of search in a criminal case as a Member of the
Senate, then you show me the Law, the Constitution, any rule, any provision,
constitutional provision or legal provision that even in a criminal case a Mem-
ber of Senate or a Member of any other Assembly or a Member of Parliament
1s immune from the search provisions of Criminal Procedure Code. A certain
person is accused, rightly or wrongly, it is for the court to decide. For a cogni-
zable offence and in the presence of a Magistrate his house is searched by the Po-
lice: how then does it constitute breach of his privilege? 1 will just give you an
illustration. Supposing: Mr. ‘A’, who happens to be a Member of Parliament,
commits murder. The Police goes there and searches his house for the recovery
of the weapon of offence or for some other article. In the course of investigation,
the Police is quite authorised and empowered to search the house of a man who
is accused of a cognizable offence, and he cannot plead immunity from the pro-
cess of law that he is immunc from the process relating to search of his house.

Interruption

~ Mv. Chairman :  No, why not allow him to say, you see? He may give
certain facts because this is not, strictly speaking, a legal case.
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Do you concede ?

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : 1 am unable to concede to any of
the facts until and unless T get my information.

Mr. Chairman : All right. Let it also be deferred to 25th. Now, we
get down to adjournment motions.
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Mr. Chairman : This is adjournment motion No. 1. Tt is in your name.

ADJOURNMENT MOTION RE: DASTARDLY ATTACK ON AN
. OPPOSITION MNA

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : 1 am going to read it out.

Sir, T beg leave of the Senate to move a motion for the adjournment of the
business of the House to discuss a definite matter of urgent public importance
and of recent occurrence, namely, the dastardly attack on Mr. Sahibzada Ahmad
Raza Qasuri, MNA with automatic weapons which resulted in the murder
of his esteemed father Nawab Mohammad Ahmad:Khan, who was accompanying
Sahibzada Ahmad Raza Qasuri, M. N. A. in his car between the night of the 10th
and 11th November, 1974, as reported in the Press, has dismayed the entire na-
tion. Sahibzada Sahib has been a target of such murderous attacks since he
joined the Opposition. The failure of the Federal Government to protect the
lives of Members of the National Assembly has greatly perturbed the minds of
the public.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Opposed, Sir. T have got many technical
grounds to oppose this, with about half a dozen rules.

Sir, T would deal with the adjournment motion from its concluding para
and then I will deal with each and every line of it on technical grounds. The

JJast three lines are:—

(X3

......... The failure of the Federal Government to protect the lives of Mem-
bers of the National Assembly, has greatly perturbed the minds of the public.”

I consider, Sir, that the portection of property and life of every citizen of
Pakistan including the Members of this Assembly is a provincial subject. Here,

- Sir, T would like you to go through the rulings of the Chair, 1941—45. Tt is Sir,

ruling No. 384:

“Matter of provincial concern:  Action taken in accordance with orders
issued under Defence of India Rules: Motion not in order.”’

T mean to say that the matters which are concerning the provincial sub~
jecis are residuary subjecis in our Constitution. Maintenance of law and order

RS S
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and protection of one’s property and life is the subject of the Provinces. I woud
quote here ruling No. 385:—

“Matter of Provincial concern: Not in order.”” And therein it was held:—

“This surely can be discussed in the Legislative Assembly of Bombay. You
cannot discuss it here...... The High Court has passed an order in
this case and it is for the public to take up the matter.”

Then again, Sir, it is ruling No. 386:—

“Matter of provincial concern: Not in order. The adminisiration of
jails 1s the concern of the Provincial Government and it cannot be
called into question here.”

The relevance is that according to our Censtitution it is neither a part of
Federal Legislative List nor a part of Concurrent Legislative List but is rather a
residuary subject and that needs not be discussed over here. Why was this ad-
journment motion moved? My friend has moved it just because Mr. Ahmad
Raza Qasuri, a Member of the National Assembly, was attacked. 1 have got
no other ground to say, and according to these rulings T don’t commit that this
is a matter which could be moved in the National Assembly asa privilege motion,

Mer. Chairman : This is not privilege motion, it is adjournment motion.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I mean to say that the matters relating
to the Privileges of the Members should ordinarily be discussed through a pri-
vilege motion and where a question could be disussed through a privilege motion

that question cannot be raised through an adjournment motion. Here, Sir, I

would like you to look into page 28 of the Decisions of the Chair, and it is ruling
No. 39, 1921—40 :—

“The President also observed : T go further and say that if it is the inten-
tion of ihe Members to raise a question of privilege— and 1 do not know how
far the question cf privilege does arise in this case —I should say atonce that

no discussion on a question of privilege can take place on a motion for
adjournment”.

So, Sir, the adjournment motion cannot be made in respect of a question
of privilege. Again, Sir, in a lengthy ruling, ruling No. 282, years 1921—40,
dealing with various aspects of adjournment motion has been observed :-

“A motion for adjournment under rule 11 is not the proper procedure
for 1azsmg the question of privilege, pure and simple. This was
also the view of President Patel. (Vide L. A. Deb. 4th September,
1928)”.

Pages 149 to 154

The debate is here, if my honourable friend wants to go through it. Finally,
the matter is subjudice, Sir.  As such, there are various rulings to the effect that
matters which are subjudice need not be discussed. Of course, you have got
wide powers to grant sanction in certain cases and Sir, T would quote ruling
No. 31 and would give only what was held :

“Adjournment motion : Charge against a number of persons : With-
drawn against some : Matter remains subjudice.” Then, Sir, again, this is
ruling No. 32 :-

“Adjournment motion admitted but not allowed to be discussed at the ap-
pointed time as the matter had become subjudice by then.”

So, Sir, T have got three objections to make. Firstly, it is a provincial matter.
Secondly, the matter is subjudice and thirdly, as the intention appears to be, this
is a sort of question regarding privilege — T again do not commit this because
I may have to face certain privilege motions as well in the National Assembly.
The questions of privilege cannot bz raised through an adjournment motion.
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Tn the light of these rulings, quoted to your honour, 1 would request you
to rule out the adjournment motion on technical grcunds.

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Sir, may I say something?

Mr. Chairman : [ am giving you full opportunity to express your views
and ecxplain your case.

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : 1 would like to reply to the honourable
Minister’s observation.

Mr. Chairman : 1 will draw your attenticn to rule 71 ( '), which require®
that the adjournment motion must relate to a matter which is primaiily the con-
cern of the Federal Government. This is very important. Your adjournment
motion is relating to a matter which is not primarily the responsibility of the Fe-
deral Government. Now, as you know, protection ¢f life and pi« perty f the
citizens, including the Members of the Parliament, or the Senate, National Assem-
bly or the Provincial Assemblies, is primarily the responsibility of the Provincial
Government, becausc maintenance of law and orders is a Provincial subject.  This
is apart from his objection that it is subjudice. It is not primarily the responsi-
bility of the Federal Government. This is primarily the responsibility «f the
Provincial ‘Government because maintenance of law and order is a Provincial
Subject. It is primarily the responsibility of the Provincial Government to extend
protection of property and life of the citizens including the Members of the Assem-
blies. So, what do you say, whether this is a provincial subject or a Central sub-
ject? You can say other things also but first you satisfy me, then you take up
his points. Am I quite clear to ybu ?

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Yes, Sir,
Mr. Chairman : My objection apparently is that it seems to me that it
probably strikes rule 71 (f).
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Mr. Chairman: Wcould that be relevant ?
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Mr. Chairman : That is an attempted murder.

~Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : That is not there, Sir. Only a case under
sectron 302 1s registered. '
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Mr. Chairman :  Your case is that an aitemp! was made on n S hfe
but incidently his father was killed.
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Mr. Chairman : That would rightly or wmngh not be concerned. 1 am
not concerned with that. Accoxdmg to your adjournment motion that would
amount to 307 PPC, and the unfortunate murder of his father will amount to 302

PPC. Both the cases are being investigated. You can’t isclate one from the
other.
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Mr. Chairman : Khawaja Sahib, 1 invited your attention to rule 71 (f).
T put emphasis on the word “primarily”’. Now, even if T accept your argument
that sometimes security force, which is under the Federal Government, is asso-
ciated with the maintenance of law and order, that is only to help the Provincial
Government, as you know it. If the Provincial Government feels that they need
the assistance and help of the Federal Security Force they are called upon to assist
them, but this is not primarily the responsibility of the Federal Government.
The word “‘primarily” is very important.

So, sorry, I hold that not being primarily the responsibility of the Federal

G overnment—this is apart from its being also subjudice—it is ruled out of
order. Yes, any other? Khawaja Sahib this is your N>.2.

ADJOURNMENT MOTION RE: ENTRY OF THIRTY THOUSAND
AFGHAN NATIONALS IN PAKISTAN

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Sir, T beg leave of the Senate to move a
motion for the adjournment of the business of the House to discuss a definite
matter of urgent public importance and of recent occurrence, namely, the Go-
vernor of Baluchistan while addressing a press conference as reported in “Nawa-
1-Waqt” of 28.10.1974 disclosed that about thirty thousand Afghan nationals had
entered Baluchistan and that they were inciting the Baluchis against Pakistan.

The failure of the Government in preventing the Afghan nationals from
entering Pakistan has caused great resentment.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, it is opposed, and T would request that
the adjournment motion may kindly be deferred until and unless we are apprised
and even adjournment motion No.3, because we need certain information and
we are trying to get it. Khawaja Sahib has been very kind to us to move these
motions yesterday in the afternoon. -So No. 2 & 3 may kindly be postponed so
that we can get the correct facts.

' Khawaja Mobammad Safdar : 1f the Chair agrees, T have got no objec-
tron.
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Mr. Chairman : T wish T could have disposed of this adjournment moticn
on a very simple ground.

Mr. Chairman : Let me hear him then. I will consider your suggestion
also. You say it is of public importance but how isiturgent? You tellme, has
it arisen suddenly because in that very Press Conference the Governor has said
that during the last six or seven months. that have entercd Baluchistan.
Sc, it is a continuing process. It has not arisen suddenly. You say thatin
the Press Conference the Governor has specifically mentioned this fact
that during the last six or seven months these people have been continuing
to enter Pakistan, and now about thlrty thousand people have entered
Baluchistan area. So, it is of pubhc importarice. How can I deny? But
how is it urgent because it has not arisen suddenly to creat certain emergent
situation which necessitates the adjournment of the whole House, that we should
set aside all other business and adjourn the House for the discussionscf this matter
because this thing is a continuing process for the last six or seven months. That
;s what he has said. You have now in the House a very obliging opponent.

Kbhawaja Mobanitmad Safdar : He is my old friend, Sir.
Mr. Cbairnian :  You were my friend also in the Provincial Assembly.
Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : Certainly, Sir.

Mr. Chairman : 1 think, you were Leader of the Opposition and he was
Deputy Leader,

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : He was my leader, Sir.
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Makik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, as the motion has been debated and even
your goodself has taken some Ob}CCthﬂ to it, T can consider, thatin that case we
cin d? spose of the motion on technical glourc‘c thatitisa contmuing process and
it i1 not a recent matter.

As such it can be disposed of by your honour.

My, Chairman : I personally fecl that the matter which the ddjoummcnt
maotion seeks to raise is no doubt of public lmpmtamc but 1t is not urgent in the
gense that this has been continuing for the last six or seven months. Therefore,
1§ 1ot urgent and it has not created any emergent sityation tOJustzfy the adjourn-
10 of the House for the discussion. So this adJouxnmcnt motion ruled out.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. Chairman : Now, there are certain leave applications.  This is from
Syed Zulfigar Ali Shah Jamote.
“Since 1 @ going abroad on personal business, T shall be grateful if leave
ol absence is granted to me till the end of Novcmbcx, 1974

May the leave be granted to this gentleman ?

(The leave was granted)

Mr. Chairman : This is another application from Mr. Abdul Nabi, Member
of the Senate. '
“As appo inted the Leader of Railway Inspection Team and as they arc
startting their working very shortly...... 7So, he wants leave uptil
30th November.

Should the leave be granted to him also?

(The leaVe was granted)

Mr. Chairman : Now, we take up legislative business. Yes, Malik
Mohammad Akhtar.

ORDINANCES LAID BEFORE THE SENATE

Malik Mohammad Akhtar :  Sir 1 beg to lay before the Senate the following
Ordinances as required by clause (2) of Article 83 of the Constitution of
the Tslamic Republic of Pakistan :—
(1) Tg‘;& ;{nad Transport Werkers (Amendment) Oidmancc 1974 (X1 of
(2) The Labour Laws (Amendment) Ordinance, 1974 (XII of 1974).
(3) The Pakistan Criminal Law Amendment Act (Amendment) O:dinance,
19T (XTI of 1974).
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(4) The Criminal Law (Special Provisions) (Amendment) Ordinance,
1974 (X1V of 1974).

(5) The Evacuee Preperty and Displaced Persons Laws (Repeal) Ordinance,
1974 (XV of 1974).

(6) The Evacuec Trust Property (Management and Disposal) Ordinance,
1974 (X¥1 of 1974).

(7) The Hydrogenated Vegetable Qil Industry (Ccntrol and Develcp-
ment) (Amendment) Ordinance, 1974 (XVII of 1974).

(8) The Suppression of Terrorist Activities {Special Court) Ordinance
1974 (XVIII of 1974).
(9) The Industrial Relations (Amendment) Ordinance, 1974 (XIX of 1974).
(10) The Associated Cement (Vesting) Ordinance, 1974 (XX of 1974).
Mr. Chairman : Ordinances have been laid on the Table of the Housc.
Nex{ item. Malik Mohammad Akhtar please.
THE PAKISTAN CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT ACT (AMEND-
MENT) BILL, 1974.
Malik Mobhammad Akhtar : Sir, 1 beg to intreduce :

“A Bill further to amend the Pakistan Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1958
(The Pakistan Criminal Law Amendment Act (Amendment) Bill,
1974).” :

Mr. Chairman : The Bill stands introduced.
Next item. s
THE CRIMINAL LAW (SPECIAL PROVISIONS) (AMENDMENT)
) BILL, 1974
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, 1 beg to introducc

A Bill further to amend the Criminal Law (Special Provisions) Ordinance,
1968 (The Criminal Law (Special Provisions) (Amendment) Bill,
1974).”

Mr. Chairman : This also stands intreduced:

T am told that tomorrow there will be a Cabinet meeting and probably many
of the Ministers may not be able to attend the Scnate Session. Is there any
Cabinet meeting scheduled for tomorrow? :

Sheikh Muhammad Rashid : Yecs, Sir, ‘tomorrow morning.
Mr. Chairman : 1t will start at what time ?
Sheikh Mubammad Rashid : At 9.30 a. m., Sir.

Mr. Chairman : So, it is likely to continue up to 1.00 p. m. or 1.30 p.m.
Therefore, would you like to meet at 2.30 p.m. or 3.00 p.m.

Khawaja Mohammad Safdar : At 4.00 p. m., Sir.
Sheikh Muhammad Rashid : Yes, Sir.

Mr. Chairman : That is the sensc of the Housc. The House stands ad-
journed to meet tomorrow at 4.00 p. m.?

R

The House adjourned to meet again at four of the clock in the evening on
Wednesday, November, 20, 1974. ,
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