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SENATE DEBATES
SENATE OF PAKISTA

Monday, July 7, 1975

e G o, @—

kTeSenate of Pakistan-met in the Senate Chamber, .\(Sifaifg'e Bank
Building), Islamabad, at half-past Six of the Clock in the evening, Mr.
Chairman (Mr. Habibullah Khan) in the Chair. . . Sl

o (Recitation from the Holy Quran)

" FATEHA FOR FIFTY-TWO VICTIMS OF BUS ACCIDENT
* NBAR CHANGLA GALI
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~ Mr. Chairman : Well, I fully associate myself with the sentiments
-expressed by the Leader of the House, Really it wasa verystragic
- accident, unbearable. It is a national.loss, .and it was quite appropriate: -
on the part of the Leader of the House to make reference to yesterday’s
incident.- So,:let us first say offer “fateha’, ‘and then I will convey  the
feelings of the whole House to the members of the bereaved families.

J ; (Fateha» was oﬂér?d)' ~
STARRED QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Mr. Chairman : Yes, now we take up questions. Yes, question
No. 10.
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TARBELA DAM REPAIRS

10. *Khawaja Mohammad Safdar (Put by Rao Abdus Satter) : Will:
the Minister for Fuel, Power and Natural Resources be pleased to state :

(a) whether it is a fact that WAPDA has paid a sum of
Rs. 10,00,00,000.00 to the Tarbela Joint Ventures as advance free of
interest for carrying out repairs to Tarbela Dam ; and

(b) the security, if any, given by the said contractors for this.
huge advance ?

Mr. Mohammad Yusuf Khattak (Read by Malik Mohammad Akhtar,
Minister of State for Parliamentary Affairs) : (a) It is a fact that an
interest free temporary advance from the Tarbela Development Fund
which is administered by the World Bank is being given to TJV for
repairs to the Tarbela Dam. Upto the end of May, 1975, a ‘total‘amoung .
of 'Rs. 11.7 crores at tontract exchange rate of 1 $§=Rs. 4.76 had bcé’n,e

advanced to the Contractor.

(b) Security from the Contractor against the advance has not been
considered necessary. Firstly WAPDA itself is a beneficiary alongwith
the Contractor under the insurance policy and the Insurance money is
to be received in the joint name of TJV and WAPDA. Secondly a per-
formance Bond in the sum of $ 25 million is also available to the
Employer under the contract. Thirdly a retention money in the amount
of Rs. 5 crores is also retained by WAPDA under the contract. Fourthly
the Contractor’s equipment worth Rs. 30 to 40 crores is at site which
cannot be removed without the permission of the Employer.

Mr. Chairman : Any Supplementary ? No. Next.

. HuB DaM CASE

11. *Khawaja Mohammad Safdar (Put by Rao Abdus Sattar): Will
the Mmlster for Fuel Power and Natural Resources be p]eased to state

). whether it is a fact that contract for the constructlon of Hub
Dam twas awarded to one Mr. Allah Rakha Patel ;~ d

(b)® wheéther it is a fact that despite the lapse of a long period no-
work on. thc site was carned out ;

X 1?4,‘. : §¥

(c) whether it is  a fact that the sald icontractor had never pre-é
quahﬁed for»*the contract before its. award to. hlm 3i Csiaodie el

(d) whether 1t 1s a fact that the saxd eontractor had been pald
Rs. 20,00,000.00 as advance s , !
(e) whether it is a fact that the sald contractor brought a cxv1l suit

agamst WAPDA in the Karachi High Court and the High Court refused
to issue temporary mJunctxon m favour of the sald contractor ; and

g_}i‘

(f) whether itis a fact that WAPDA. has paid Rs. 28 ,00,000.00 to
the said contractor as damages and he has withdrawn the case ?

Mr. Mohammad Yusuf Khattak (Read by Malik Mohammad Akhtar)
(a) The contract for construction-of Hib Dam spillway was awarded to




STARRED QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 49

‘M/s. Pak. National Construction Company of which Mr. Allah Rakha
Patel was a partner and Managing Director.

(b) No.

(c) The Contractor was pre-qualified conditionally by WAPDA for
the said work prior to the invitation for tenders. The conditions of pre-
qualification were that he, would procure the requisite plant and equip-
‘ment and appoint experienced and qualified supervisory staff. '

(d) No.

(e) Ttisa fact that the Contractor brought a Civil Suit against
‘WAPDA in Sind Baluchistan High Court, but it is not a fact that the
High Court refused to issue temporary injunction in favour of the said

-Contractor.

(f) It is not a fact that WAPDA paid Rs. 28,00,0)0.00 to the said

‘Contractor as damages but it is a fact that after a compromise was

effected between WAPDA and the Contractor and filed in the Court, the
Sind-Baluchistan High Court dismissed the case.

Mr. Chairman : Any gentleman wishes to ask supplementary ?
Yes, Sardar Mohammad Aslam.

Sardar Mohammad Aslam : Supplementary, Sir.
PN LS wilyys o (b) &y £ s Sl

«“Whether it is a fact that despite the lapse of a long period no work
.on the site was carried out ?”’
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 Mr. Chairman.: - Whether it is a fact that despite the lapse of a long
;period no work on the site was carried out. The answer to it is ‘No’.

Malik _Mohamqnad Akhtar : Sir, the answer is in the négative. Asa
matter of fact, some work was carried out and I can give the amount
of that work. That was worth 7,42,500 rupe o ' i

es.

Mr. Chairman : Yes, Sardar Mohammad Aslam !

g b Olm 3522 0! e (f)wem £ g e o &5 p e A
~«It is not a fact that WAPDA paid Rs. 28,00,000.00 to the |
said contractor as damages but it is a_fact that aftera
compromise was effected between WAPDA and the
Contractor, and filed in the Court, the Sind-Baluchistan

High Court dismissed the case,”
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Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I frankly admit that a sum of
Rs. 28,00,000.00 were paid to the Contractor as compensation for his
machmery because the work was discontinued.

e Sardar Mohammad Aslam Supplementary, Slr ¥ @
- q_ @ g_.t)b (C) 5 LH)-“ ul.,..

‘+<“Whether it is a fact that the said contractor had never pre-
qualxﬁed for the contract before its award to him ?”

- LS ol () om op Plse L o

““The contractor was pre-qualified conditionally by WAPDA
for the said work prior to the invitation of tenders.”’

- 83 reason w & O_,fw'fj

“The conditions of pre-qualification were that he would
procure the requisite plant and equipment dnd appomt
experienced and qualified supervisory staff.”
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{ :
” Mahk Mohammad Akhtar Sir, there are two parts of this supple-
mentary ‘The first is : Whether the WAPDA entertained a ° contractor.
Yes, he was entertained and condltlonally pre- qualified, . i.e.if he brings
the requisite machinery, he will be eligible to compete and that he
brought. The second part was probably : Whether some other contrac-
tor was available ?  The contra¢tosrs may be available.. It - was a
competition and he got. He fulﬁlled the conditions. Then the work 'was
stopped due to one redson or the other, and a compromlse was arrived.
at,sand he went to the court, and 1 need not go mto the ments of the
case»wluch have been debated in the court.

Mr Chairman 1 think, - lns supplementary remains unanswered..
His que’sfgon ‘was Whether you could not' get any pre-quahﬁed con-
tractor, anyr\ ‘t‘her person 10

Malik Mohammad Akhtar s er, the ‘contractor was pre-qualified:
conditionally by. WAPDA that he would bring the machinery had he did
- bring the machinery and, Sir, I consider that” is sufficient. If he wanté
~more information, I would request him to bring more questions and we:

wxll try to satisfy him,
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be some major saving. So, this contractor was allowed
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Mr. Chairman : Yes, Sher Mohammad Khan.
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Malik Mohammad Akhtar :  Sir, he was the lowest and there could
the contract,

and he fulfilled the conditions which were made necessary for him te-
procure and obtain the contract.
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- That is the question.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : *Sir, according to the best of my in-
formation available with me, the information is quite complete that we

" made a condition. We can make conditions in addition to the condi-

tions which are already there and this is a general practice. This is not.
a exception in this case. We sometime do allow the new contractors-
with the condition that they will satisfy us,and we. issue them the:
tenders, and then they go in the competition, and if they are the lowest
we have to entertain them. We cannot bypass a contractor who is the
lowest. Then, Sir, finally as I have explained, 1 will only refer to it, the:
matter was compromised in a court after negotiations.

Mr. Chairman : Yes, no other question ?

Sardar Mohammad Aslam : Ts it possible for the Minister concerned
to lay the information on the table of the House as to who were the
other contractors who submitted their tenders, and what were their
qualifications ? : ' ‘ - e

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, certainly if a fresh notice is given
to me. - , ; ‘ T ey, 4

Mr. Chairman: Yes, you can give a notice.

. Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir; if a fresh notice is given, I humbly-
request and I assure him that we will' give him the maximum possible
information available with us. But he may kindly..eoeee ;

,,(Interruption)

" Mr. Chairman : No, no. But you wanthim to lay the information.
on the table of the House. o R R

£

*Spve(ech not corrécted by the honourable. Minister. -
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Malik Mohammad Akhtar : No, Sir.
Mr. Chairman : No, no, I am asking Sardar Mohammad Aslam.
Sardar Mohammad Aslam : Yes, Sir.

' Mr. Chairman : You want the information with regard to your
supplementary to be laid on the table of the House. So, still it is a
question. It will be an unstarrred question. The question is there. You,
see there are two sorts of questxons, starred and unstarred You want
.an answer to your unstarred question.

: Sardar Mohammad Aslam No, Sir, it ‘was my supplementary
«question. The answer given by the concerned Minister was not com-
plete as he said that the complete informdtion was not available. There
might be some other contractors 'who right have submitted
their tenders.

Mr. Chairman : Biut‘ he wan-ted a notice for that.

Sardar Mohammad Aslam : All right, Sir. But my submission is that
pre-qualification means qualification possessed before submitting the
tenders. Who were the persons who qualified the conditions for sub-

mitting the tenders ? The Company which was not fulfilling all the

.conditions...

Mr. Chairman : No, no. He does not refuse to answer that question
but he wants a notice for that. You can give a notice. It does not cost
you a:ything. If you give a notice, he will answer in this Session, ;

‘Sardar Mohammad Aelam All right, Sir.

Mr.Chaxrman : Yes, please.
Rao Abdus Sattar : Question No 12, Su
~Malik Mohammad Akbtar : On behalf of the concerned Minister, Sir.
Mr. Chairman : Yes. o '
TAR‘BELA JoINT VENTURE

12. *Khawaja Mohammad Safdar (Rut by Rao -Abdus Sattar) Wﬂl
the Minister for Fuel, Power and Natural Resources be pleased to state:

(a) whéther it is a fact that the WAPDA has paid "Rs. 2,25,00,000.00
" to the Tarbela Joint Venture as bonus for completing the Dam before
,the stipulated perlod and . ]

Bf whether it is'a fact that after revising terms of its contract with

the Tarbéia: Joint’ Venture the WAPEA has pard ng 25 00 00,000.00 to

the said contractors ?

~ Mr. Mohammad Yusuf Khattak (Read by Malik Mohammad Akhtar) s
(?) Yes, the contractor was paid a bonus of Rs. 2,25,00,000.00 for com-
eting before schedule certain works as Specxﬁ»ed in thé caﬁti'«act

- (b) No, it i not a fact that the contractor has been paxd

Rs. 25,00,00,000.00 after revising the terms of its contract.
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Mr. Chairman : No supplementary ? No.—
' ‘Now, we take item No. 3. Yes, Mr. Nargis Zaman Khan Kiani. -

STANDING COMMITEE REPORT RE : THE EMPLOYEES’ COST -
=7 OF LIVING (RELIEF) (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1975 -
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Mr. Chairman : Yes laid on the floor of the House.

'Now No. 4. Yes, Mr. lhsanul Haq. | |
- STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT ' RE : THE INSURANCE |

(AMENDMENT) BILL, 1975

' Mr. Thsanul Haq : Sir, I have the privilege to, submit on behalf of
the Committee its report on Insurance (Amendment) Bill, 1975.

-~ Mr. Chairman : Laid on the table of the House. N i

Now, we move on to the legislative work. The'ﬁ(rst “item is No. 5.7

This is in the name of Mr. Abdul Qaiyum Khan.
* Are you doing it, Malik Mohammad Akhtar ?
'~'Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Yes, Sir,

Al :
Mr, Chairman : All right.
THE NATIONAL REGISTRATION (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1975
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I beg tomoye -
<“That the Bill to amend the National Registration Act,
1973 [The National Registration: (Amendment) Bill, 1975],
; v as reported by the Standing Committee, be taken into con-
! ‘sideration at once.” " BT W WOV L asmritay AN

© Mr. Chairman : The Motion movedis: =~

“That the Bill to amend the National Registration Act, -
1973 [The National Registration (Amendment) Bill, 1975],
as reported by the Standing Committee;'be taken into con-
sideration at once.” . . ... .

Yes, Malik Mohammad Akhtar.
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : *Sir, the 6b?j&c‘cts‘6f:‘t:ﬁ§ Bill are that we

are amending Sections'2-and 3 and” we are providing, Sir; that a post
of Joint Registrar General and a number of posts of Registrars and
Registration Inspectors are to be created for efficient functioning of this
new organisation. Then, Sir, in Section 4, we have to receive several
application forms which are to be processed and, Sir, if I go to the

P o *Speech not corrected by the honourable Minister.
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[Malik Mohammad Akhtar]

‘Bill itself, it is necessary to look into the Act, The Act provides  for
“the issue of the Identity Cards to all those citizens who are of 18 years
-or above, and it also provides for the registration of the children of 18
“years of age. But the Act does not provide any time-limit in which a
newly-born child should be registered. Time-limit is to be provided, so
‘that all the children are to be registered. For this purpose, it is proposed
to lay down a limit of 60 days, So, Sir, fitstly, the new-born child is to
‘be got registered within a-limit of 0 days, Then “Section 5, the form.of:
identity card has been included in Schedule No, 2 to the Act, and so it
‘has become more specific how. Then, Sir, in case of death of the
Identity Card holders, the next of his kin has been made responsible to -
report to the Authority so that the record is to be rectified ; but nothing
‘was provided in the Actregarding reporting of death of the child below
18 years of age who may die after registration, A provision has been
made to report the birth as well as the death of all the persons who are
‘below the age of 18 years. Then, Sir, no punishment was provided for
the persons verifying the.... , .
- Mr. Chairman : You mean punishment? ,
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Yes, punishment, Sir. No punishment
‘was provided for the persons verifying the certificate to be found incor-
rect. So, a clause of the penalty of the same has been provided. That
is all. This is normal and routine amendment. Some lacuna was there
4in the original Act about reporting the birth and death, and no penalty’
was given in it. That is all, Sir, We have brought it in the form of an
‘Ordinance, and now we are rectifying the lacuna in the form of a Bill.
Mr. Chairman : Apy opposition ? Any objection ? Any amendment ?
No. Then, I put the question. The question before the House is : :
“‘That the Bill to amend the National Registration Act, 1973
[The National Registration Amendment Bill, 1975], as re-
ported by the Standing Committee, be taken into con-
sideration at once.” ‘ o
: - .{The motion was adopted) :
Mr. Chairman : Now, we take up Item No, 6. No, go, We b
take up clause by clause consideration, and we start from
‘Clause 2, : D BRSO By T4 L WEILERS :
The/questioh before the House is :
, WL (JORT e

"t“That Clause 2 ‘form part of the Bil". .
~ Should we not -té.kc all the clauses together because there is no
amendment ? , Soyt T «
. Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Yes, Sir.
-2 Mr. Chairman : Let us first dispose of this Clause 2.
- Malik Mohiammiad Akhtar : All right, Sir.
" Mr. (T?h.a‘iﬁl‘fh;iané: Now, Iput\tvh'e' que,st'i‘on ;beforc the House is :
“That Clause 2 forms part of the Bill.” ' |
- (The:motion was adopted) -
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Mr. Chairman : Clause 2 forms part of the Bill. )

Since there is no amendment, therefore, we take up all the remaining
clauses together. So, I put one question covermg all the clauses, The
question before the House is :

“That Clauses 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 form part of the Bill.”
(The motion was adopted)
Mr. Chairman : ClauSeS from 3 to 8 form part of the Bill.
Now, we are left with Clause 1. The qucstnon before the House is :

‘‘That Preamble and Short Title and Clause 1 form part of
the Bill.”

Mr. Chalrman Preamble and Short Title and Clause 1 form part of
the Bill. Yes, Malik Mohammad Akhtar :

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I beg to mo*)e $

“That the Bxll amend the National Registration Act, 1973,
[The National Registration (Amendment) Bill, }975] be

passed"

Mr. Chaxrman The motion moved 1s

«*That the Bill to amend the Natxonal chxstratlon Act 1923
[The ‘National Reglstranon (Amendment) Bill, 1975} be

passed o
Malik Mohammad Akhtar No opnnsit'ion»and no s‘p}eiévc‘:h,es

Mr. Chafrman No opposmon no spcechcs" Anybody wants to
sﬁenéh ? No. :
! Mm Thsanul Hagq :- . One info"rmation from ~gth"¢ Min’i‘s’;c: concerned
@bout Clause 2. b ‘ il
Mr. Chairman : You are referrmg to whrch clause ?

Mr. Ihsanul Hagq : Clause 2 Sir. T am sorry, Su'. |
:Mr Chalrman Al right.
'\h’lik Mohammad Akhtar Thank you

| Mr. Ihsanul Haq I am sorry

Ifl Mr. Cha’irman No opposmon Now, I put the questnon befonc fhe
ﬂuse

The question before the House is :

«That the Bill to amend the National Registration Act, ‘
1973, [The Natxonal Registration (Amcndmeni) Bill, I‘97Sj

be passed ”
' (The Bill was adopted) -
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Mr, Chairman : So, the Bill stands passed.
Now, we take up the next item, No. 7, Mr. Miraj Khalid.

'THE LEGAL PRACTITIONERS AND BAR COUNCILS
(AMENDMENT) BILL, 1975

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : On his behalf, Sir, I beg to move :

““That the Bill further to amend the Legal Practitioners
and Bar Councils Act, 1973. [The Legal Practitioners and
- Bar Councils (Amendment) Bill, 1975], as reported by the
Standing Committee, be taken into consideration at once.’’

Mr. Chairman : The motion moved is :

‘““That the Bill further to amend the Legal Practitioners
and Bar Councils Act, 1973 [The Legal Practitioners and Bar
Councils (Amendment) Bill, 1975], as reported by the:
Standing Committee, be taken into consideration at once.”’

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, it is a substantial amendment. Sir,.
a procedure was laid down in section 16 of the Legal Practitioners and:
Bar Councils Act, 1973, for filling the casual vacancy and this was in
respect of Pakistan Bar Council and the Provincial Bar Councils and,
Sir, this is the same as if we were holding the gerneral election.  Now,.
supposing there is a vacancy, then in the case of the Provincial Bar
Council all the members on the Roll of the Electoral Colleges from.
various districts will constitute electoral college. Sir, we have reverted
to the old method that was there in the form of an Act, and that 'is that
after the elections are conducted, the persons obtaining the highest
number of votes are the persons nominated against that very number..
Supposing there are 10 seats and 10 persons secure the highest votes.
‘Now, if there is a vacancy somehow either due to death or going. abroad:
of one of the members, then we are providing in case of that vacancy
.that the person on number eleven will get automatically elected. In-
“case of election to the Provincial Bar Council, we have alsosadopted the
'same provisions contained in the Act of 1965, We have .simplified
~ the action. oL ‘ ‘

Mr. Chairman : Yes Mr. Ihsanul Hagq. 3
* ‘Mr.Ihsanul Haq : *Sir, as far as Clause 2 is concernéd, clause (a)
says ‘in the case of the Pakistan Bar Council;,,,theivggaggﬁggm shall l‘;g;eﬁlled*

by a person elected in accordance with the provisions of section 11°.
Clause (b) is in regard to the Provincial Bar, Coungil., It says, “the
vacancy shall be filled by the person who received, in the same election
and from the same district or, as the case may be, group of;dgstl_ﬂlth, the
h; hest number of votes next after the member the vacancy in whose-

“Yeat is to be filled, or if there be no such person, by a person, eligible
for election to that Council from the same district or, as the case may
be, group of districts who is co-opted by the Provincial Bar Council.’
So, as far as Provincial Bar Council is concerned.

5ol ek ol o5 ST o 63 5 Osn w2 Osfl B ol
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*Speech not carrected by :th.e'ﬂhoﬁoﬁi‘alile Member. .
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Thank you.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, the matter is very simple. The
electoral college in respect of election to Bar Council of the provinces is.
very wide. The number of persons on the electoral coliege are a large
number. As far as persons concerned to be elected on the Pakistan Bar
Council, we have referred to section 11. It is a very relevant point and
section 11 is very clear. But, Sir, I consider it is a good suggestion, and
we will give it due consideration. But I request that at present this
Ordinance...

Mr. Chairman : At present it is a Bill and not an Ordinance.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : It was an Ordinance originally. In any

¥ case, it will have to be considered at length by the Law Department and:

then submitted through so many channels. I consider that the Bill in the

present form may be adopted. I quite agree with him. It is a good
suggestion. 5

Mr. Chairman : What is your reaction to his appeal, to pisvpersonal,
request to you ? He has asked you to withdraw your suggestion.

Mr. Ihsanul Haq : I do not have any objection.. Sir, it was an.
Ordinance. Now, it has come in the shape of a Bill. I was tryingto
understand the logic behind. The honourable Minister: must-have worked
hard and his department too must have worked hard. I wanted to know
what exercise was done, - o ‘ o

Mr. Chairman : Are you satisfied with the answer ?

.. Mr. Ihsanul Hagq : Yes, Sir, s |

Mr. Chairman ; Is no other gentleman anxious to speak ? Yes, Mr.
Waheed Akhtar. - ; v e
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Mr. Chairman : I will now put the question. The question before this
House 1s , ,

““That the Bill further to amend the Legal Practitioners and
Bar Counéils Act, 1973 [Thé Legal Practitioners and Bar
Councils (Amendment) Bill, 1975], as reported by the
Standing Committee, Be taken into consrderaf’on at once.’

(The mottén was adopted)

~ Mr. Chairman : Thé motion is carried. Now, we will take it up
clause by clause. Itisa two- clause Bill. So, we put Clause 2 to the

House. '
The question before that House is :

“That Clause 2 forms part of the Brll ’
, (The ﬁfonon was adopted)
Mr. Charrman Cla‘nse 2 forms part of the Bﬁ%
Now, the question beﬁore the House is

“«That Clause I, Preamble and Short Trtle form par; ¢£
the Bill.”’

(Thé motfon was adopted)

Mr. Chairman : Clause 1, Preamble and: Shert Title form part of
tht Bilk

Malrk Mobammad Akhtar : Slr,I beg to move 2

«That the Bill further to amend the Legal Practitioners ahd
Bar Councils Act, 1973 [The Legal Practntroners and Bar

T v Coueily cp%m%irdnmt) Bill, 1975} be passed.”

- Mr. Charrman Yes would you hke to say anythmg 7. Would you
;I&kﬁe wsthrew séme‘ hxght e g
Malﬂe Mohammsd &kthI?W Ir.h&ve alrgady sta&ed about 1hat.
ﬁﬂ" Chafrtian : ‘H¢ warted you to throw ‘some Tight.

_ ‘Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I concede where I am weak and l
do not concede where.I am strong, |

Mr, Chairman : Was there any Ordmance ?

- Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I am sorry to say that it is 4§ saxd
by.your honour. ,ﬂ p it

Mr. Chairman : In your earller speech you sald “That is -only:dt
ordinary Ordinance.” I told you that we bad a Bill before the House.

" There:was ho‘Otdinaiice premul%ated ‘withe r;ggr,qlt to this slibjeét You
Just check up your papers. Ihere 1s no hurry ab 1t.

Mahk Mohamm dAkhtar : Had there be n, any Ordmance, there
%Wh@e“bféénf tﬁ%?‘r&‘eﬁu% t6 repeal the Ordinance. S it'isthe case,

. 4Vir > Chalriiten’: so;*is«_thére“ﬁb Ordinance ?
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Malik Mohammad Akhtar : I consider so, Sir.
Mr. Chairman : So, was there no Ordinance ?
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : I consider, there was no Ordinance.
Mr. Chairman : Do you consider or are you sure that there is no
“Ordinance ? ‘ ' ‘

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I consider that there is the first
-clause that contains that. “ ,

Mr. Chairman : But are you dead sure cent-per-cent that there was
-no Ordinance on the subject ?

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Then, Sir, give me time.

Mr. Chairman : All right. I give you full time. You go through
-your papers and see that there was no Ordinance. .

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : At present there is no Ordinance, because
-the Bill is designed to achieve this purpose.

Mr. Chairman : Was there no Ordinance even earlier?
Malik Mohammad Akhtar : We had some law in the Act of 1973.
| Mr. Chairman.: ‘We had law but no Ordinance.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : We have enacted through the Bill.
Mr. Chairman : You do not want to say anything. Now, I plit the
~question.

The question is:

““That the Bill further to amend the Legal Practitioners and
Bar Councils Act, 1973 [The Legal Practitioners and Bar
Councils (Amendment) Bill, 1975], be passed.”

(The motion was adopted)

Mr. Chairman-: This is another feather to your cap.

Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, I am just an humble servant of this
"House, and I am grateful to the Members.

Mr. Ihsanul Haq : Sir, his cap is becoming very heavy with feathers.
Every day we are adding some feathers to his cap.

Mr. Chairman : You may pluck out some feathers from his cap.

~ Mallk Mobammad Akhtar : Sir, I am going to transfer tﬁese feathers
s ‘ﬁm‘ cap.

~Mr, Chairman : Now, there is no other business. We meet to-
frow morning. s , ,,
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'Malik Mohammad Akhtar : Sir, in the morning or according to the-
convenience of the House.

Mr. Chairman : All right, you feel that we should meet in the
morning. At what time ? '

‘Mr. Thsanul Hag : At 11 o’clock.
Mr. Ahmad Waheed Akhtar : At 10 a.m.

Mr. Chairman : All right. The House is adJourned to meet to-
_morrow at 10 a.m.

T he House ad;oumed to meet at Ten of the Clock in the morning. on
Tuesday, July. 8, 1975. ,
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