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SENATE DEBATES
SENATE OF PAKISTAN

Friday, July 11, 1975

b s o e

The Senate of Pakistan met in the Senate Chamber, (State Bank
Building), Islamabad, at ten of the clock in the morning, Mr. Chairman
: (Mr. Habibullah Khan) in the Chair. ;

3 — e e e

(Recitation from the Holy Quran)

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. Chairman : Mr. Ghulam Mohammad Mahir, you have sent am
application for leave for the entire Senate summer Session ?

Sardar Ghulam Mbhammad Mabhir : Yes, Sir.
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MOTIONS RE : 1. SPIRALLING PRICES OF CONSUMER GOODS,
2. ENORMOUS INCREASE IN EXTERNAL PUBLIC DEBT, 3.
POLICY OF MAINTAINING RAILWAY BOARD, AND 4. PRESI-
DENTIAL ORDER UNDER ARTICLE 160 (4) OF THE
CONSTITUTION

Mr. Chairman : Now, we take up motion under rule 187. There
ware three motions in the name of Khawaja Mohammad Safdar. He i$
:absent. Last time these motions were deferred. Yes, Leader of the
House ?
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All the three mo’uon,s st,andmg in the nameg of Khawaja Mohammad
“Safdar stand deferred

‘Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah Syi‘r, there aie four tx\ll‘;‘fions.

Mr. Cﬁa”irnian I am sorry. ‘There ‘afe four motions. One is
R Thuth e Dbe ke TRy Wabout Raitway Bowrd and the
&:ggn Ql'ﬁb%‘gre 1:3 ﬁg{‘llofg rd%{llut%igi“bu r;}fg:mﬁ?;) *s(t?ndf g&t%gg%

%:{Qn. we take yp Government ;Business. Yes, Mr. Tahir Mohammad

MOTION R%: EXTENSION OF TIME FIXED FOR REPORT OF
SPECIAL COMMITTEE FORMED TO DRAFT SENATE RULES

Mzr. Tahir Mohammad Khan (Deputy Chau‘man) Sir, 1 respectfully _

‘bep the leave of the House to move :

““That the time fixed for the presentation of report by the
Special Committee formed to draft the Rules of Procedure

*4 ;




STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT RE: PRIVILEGE. MOTION RELATING TO REFUSAL 93 °
OF CERTAIN POSTMASTERS TO ACCEPT FORM3 FOR REGISTRATION CARDS
: ATTESTED BY SENATOR S

and Conduct of Business in the Senate, be extended up to
10th Septﬁember, 1975.”

Sir, we are trying to redraft it.

Mr. Chairman: May I formally move the motion ?
Mr. Tahir Mohammad Khan : Yes, Sir.
Mr. Chairman : The motion before the House is :
“That the time fixed for the presentation of report by the

Special Commiittee formed to draft the Rules of Procedure
and Conduct of Business in the Senate, be extended up to
10th September, 1975.” ' -

You can explain it now.

Mr. Tahir Mohammad Khan : Sir, this honourable House nomi-
nated a Committee to revise and redraft the Rules of Procedure. Sir,
the Committee has been sitting and has actually drafted the Rules and

we are on the Second Reading. We will finish the Second Reading within
, this.month. This-alsotakes some time to finally finalise it. “Therefore,
~ this was necessary that the time fixed by this House 'may be ¢xtended

upto 10th September, 1975, <7 e fim RS wh R

Mr. Chairman : Any gentleman opposing the motion ?
Senators : No, Sir. :
< Mr. Chairmam : Do you ail agree ?
Senators :  Yes, Sir.
M. Chairman :  Then, I put-the question.

The question before the House is :
“That the time fixed by the Special Gommittee formed to.
draft the Rufes of Prbcedure and Conduct'of Bus

aft tne Rales' of Prbcedure and Conduct of Business ia
the Semate,’be extended up'to 10th September, 19757~ *

(The motion was adopted)

. Mr. Chairman : The motion is unanimopsly adopted.

Yes, Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah, would you like to present yoiﬁr‘
report ? By o

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT RE : PRIVILEGE MOTION
. iﬁﬁfik'ﬁi‘i\rﬂ@%‘o "REFUSAL OF CEF r'AiN.fQﬁStMif@St%st TO
 ACCEPT FORMS FOR REGISTXATION CARDS ATTESTED

: - Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Yes, Sir. I have the honour to present
¢ the report of the Committee on Rules of Procedure and Privileges on
i the privileges motion of Mr. Mohammed Zaman Khan Achakzai Tegard-

. ingalleged refusal by certain Postmasters to accept Registration Forms
. attested by the Member, 4 Frhetal el HERET Min sl

&




94  SENATE OF PAKISTAN [11TH JULY, 197§% =

Mr. Chairnian: The report is submitteds Would any gentleman
like to say anything with regard to the report ? Would you like to
explain it, Mr. Qamaruzzaman ?

Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Yes, Sir. Sir, the position was that
Senator Mohammad Zaman Khan Achakzai had attested 189 Regis-
tration Forms. After the scrutiny, 184 Identity Cards were issued and®
only 5 forms, which had been incorrectly filled in, were returned to the
Senator for correction. Sir, the position was that they were incorrectly’
filled in. Either the man’s father’s name was not there or certain other
particulars were not there. It was not that his attestation was refused.
His attestation was accepted. But if the form is wrongly filled in, it
had to be returned because the form must be correctly filled in. All
the particulars must be shown, but those were not there. Therefore,
it was done. So, it does not involve any breach of privilege, because:
they did not refuse his attestation. ' ’

Mr. Chairman : I think that it did not involyve any. breach of pri-
vilege. This finding was unanimous.

- Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Yes, Sir.

Mr. Chairman: Mr. Zaman is not present otherwise I would have-
given him chance to say something on the subject. He is not here
unfortunately. All right. Now, the House is aware of the finding of
the Committee that no breach of privilege is involved. Any gentleman:
would like to say anything ? Mr. Rao, would you like to say anything ?

Rao Abdus Sattar : No, Sir.
Mr. Chairman : Not from his seat ; from your own. s
Rao Abdus Sattar : No, Sir.

Mr. Chairman : All right. So,-the matter ends there. Next item
No. 8. This is also with regard to privilege.

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT RE: PRIVILEGE MOTION
RELATING.TO MALTREATMENT OF SENATOR ABDUL WAHID
' KURD IN POLICE CUSTODY

Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shaht Sir, T haveto present the report of the
Committe= on Rules of Procedure and_Privileges on the privilege motion.
of Mr. Zamarud’ Hussain regarding alleged maltreatment of Mr. Abduk
Wahid Kurd while in police custody. : ,

Mr. Chairman: Would you like to say anything ? A

Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah: Yes, Sir, Actually, Sir, we have,dés
ferred this privilége motion on the “grouad that we wanted to hear  the
Senator and since he could not come, we have deferred this motion.
Actually, we have found that the arreston a criminal charge did not
inyolve any breach of parliemantary privilege: As regards the grant of
‘A’ Class to Senator, the Jail Manual did not lay down that a Member
of the Parliament should be given ‘A’ Class. Therefore, Sir, we have
deferred the matter because we do not have the actual facts and we
- wanted to examine the Senator, - Cere iR A 4y idaale




STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT Re : PRIVILEGE MOTION RELATING 95
TO MALTREATMENT OF SENATOR ABDUL WAHID KURD IN
POLICE CUSTODY

Mr. Chairman : Yes, Mr. Tahir Mohammad Khan ?
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‘““‘As regard the grant of ‘A’ Class to Senators Jail, the Jail
Manual did not lay down that a member of the Parliament
should be given ‘A’ Class.”
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Mr.,Qamarilzzaman Shah : With all respect to my colleagué, I
would read it again. - The report is in front of him. We have not given

 any finding on that particular point. We have merely stated what is 8
. fact. I would like to read it again. .

“The Committee examined the allegations made in the
‘motion with a view to determining whether the matter in-
volved breach of parliamentary privilege. We noted only
‘the first part—that arrest on a criminal charge did not in-
volve breach of a parliamentary privilege. To that extent
‘we have noted. As regards the grant of ‘A’ class to iSena-
tors in jail, the Jail Manual did not lay down that a Mem-
ber of Parliament should be given ‘A’ class. It is not our
finding. We have further stated that the Committee
wanted to hear Senator Abdul Wahid Kurd before con-
cluding its deliberations. So, we have not concluded our
deliberations. As the Senator could not appear before it, -
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Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah] -

the Committee decided to defer further consideration of the
motion until the Senator is able to appear before it. We
have given our finding, and I fully agree that the Senators
should be given that privilege, and they are entitled to that
privilege but that issue can be considered after the matter is.
finally considered and decided.”

Mr. Chairman : Mr. Qamaruzzaman, I would like to ask you &
very simple question. His objection was with regard to the non-grant
of “A’ class to a Serator. So, this is the long and short of the objection.
You have taken the trouble of going into all that but you have made no
fecommendation, and for that you want the evidence or statement and
attendance of the gentleman concerned. In order to determine whether
a Senator, as a matter of principle, should or should not be given ‘A”
class, would not be a matter for Abdul Wahid to decide. It is not &
- question of one individual Abdul Wahid or, for that matter, any other
Senator. The question involved the Senator by virtue of his office, by
virtue of his importance by virtue of the seat which he occupies in
this House. Every Senator is oris not entitled to higher class this
is .the question involved. In my view you need not hear Abdul Wahid,
I also tell you one thing. Everything is not in the Jail Manual. The
Jail Manual, as he has rightly stated, lays down the general principles+=
the social status, education, mode of living, standard of living, status in
society and so many other things are to be taken into account. Al
these are important factors with a view to be award certain class,.
whether “A’, ‘B’ or ‘C’. His point was whether a Senator, whoever he
may be, whether Qamaruzzaman Shah or Abdul Wahid, he is entitled
to ‘A’ class, ‘B’ class or ‘C’ class like ordinary prisoners. That is thé
point. That is the crux of the whole problem. For that you need not
defer it for the appearance of Abdul Wahid Kurd personally. 1 may be.
wtong but a person by virtue of his office, by virtue of his status in life,
b; virtue of his being a Member of this Honourable House, normally, I
say there may be exceptional cases, is entitled to higher class than the
¢lass the ordirary prisoners would be awarded. Now, you can say any-
thing y ou like. This was just by the way. ’ ’

, S&ed Qaim Ali Shah Jillani : May I make a submission ?
’ Mr éhﬁirmaﬁ : Ax;ofher »‘ééﬁftlemén lS on his legs. ‘ 3
W e W e w g £ GaT 1Yol gk o |
§ At & g dlsm w5 55w § af b g g breach of privilege
B ol 3 Wbéql’: Lglau*?\?' ‘o)’ o5 o o LS social status
S O L _,f o q__’ e K Member of ﬂie Parliament ¢ gt
e KT ok K BT s e el ey
Théy shoud be given ‘A’ class. |

Th¥ Cominittée was to consider......



STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT Re : PRIVILEGE MOTION RELATING P
TO MALTREATMENT OF SENATOR ABDUL WAHID KURD IN -
POLICE DUSTODY
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The Committee was to consider whether there was any breach of
privilege, as a matter of right and legally. ,

In the Jail Manual it is the discretion of the Court or the discretion.
‘of the District Magistrate to grant any class.

- As a matter of right, anybody can claim ‘A’ class or ‘B’ class in
jail.
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[Mr. Chaifman]

Since he was not awarded ‘A’ class, a higher class, and he was
‘maltreated in Police lock-up, this involved breach of privilege.

point ol 2 Oafl e U &7 point wy & Ospl Gl L8 cabs SO e
cof o .Y consider 45

, Whether he is entitled to ‘A’ class or whether he is not entitled to ‘A’
<lass.
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Normally, a Senator, unless there is something to the contrary, is
entitled to a higher class—*A’ class. ,
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Whether the gentleman concerned is or is not entxtled to a higher
«class does not depend upon the personal evidence or statement or his
Aappearance or non-appearance before the Committee.

¥ (S)er-d‘duh JAs s W

“This will be a dlscussmn of academxc interest.
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TO MALTREATMENT OF SENATOR ABDUL WAHID KURD IN
POLICE CUSTODY
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““It is noted that arrest on a criminal charge did not involve
breach of a parhamentary privilege.”
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Mr. Chairman : Were you not a member of this very Comrmttee ?
Are you not a Member ?

Mr. Ahmad Waheed Akhtar : I am a member, but so far as I can
Tecollect......
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Mr. Ahmad Waheed Akhtar : “It is noted that an arrest on a
‘criminal charge did not involve a breach of parhamentary privilege.’”
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[Mr. Ahmad Waheed Akhtar]
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“Simple arrest on a criminai charge does not mean any
breach of privilege. It is noted that the arrest ona criminal
charge is no breach of privilege.”

Mr. Chairman : You both are lawyers. You know that supposing,—
taking extreme incident—supposing a man commits a murder and a re-
port is lodged, then the Police will arrest him but he will not be entitled to
any privilege. The mere arrest does not involve any breach of parliamen-
tary privilegze. This is quite obvious. I have taken the extreme case. A
man commits murder. He is arrested because of the report against him.
Well, it is for the Court to decide one way ‘or the other. But; so far as
his arrest is concerned, this by itself does not involve any breach of Pars
liamentary Privilege. This is quite obvious. This is one part now. The
other partis of his classification. Whether he should be classified as
A, B or C, whatever it is, that is a separate question. The third was his
maltreatment in Police lock-up. That was the main complaint, Now, it
is for the House to decide. Well, you can take any decision. There is
nothing to restrict or abridge your power. The House can take any
decision. ~

defer 55 ool 0 ol 2 Ovfe & S Lolis o ol o gl
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Mr. Chairman : NéwT, there dre two courses épfe'h 10 US ...
Yes, Mr. Tahir, do you want to speak ?‘
" Mir. Tahir Mohammad Khan : Actually, with all respect to all the
Members...... . ' A ‘
Mr, Chairmaig : Have I correctly g_g:géc‘sented your case ?
Mr. Tahir Moh’amniya,(’l Khan : Yes, Sir.
W e S B L e el g o Op BT o
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TO MALTREATMENT OF SENATOR ABDUL WAHID KURD IN ’
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Mr. Chairman : This is upto you. Yes, Mr. Ihsanul Hug, do you
want to speak ?

Mr. Ihsanul Huq : Sir, this privilege motion involves three points.
One is the arrest on a criminal charge, the other.is regarding grant jof ‘A™
class to a Senator in the Jail, and the third is about;the maltreatment.
The Committee has gone into details and deliberated it, but one thing is
quite clear that the arrest on a criminal charge is not a breach of privi-
lege, as you have very rightly pointed out.

The second point is whether ‘A’ class in the jail is a privilege or
not. But at the same time, as they are the lawyers, and as it has been.
pointed out very clearly in the Jail Manual wherein it is provided that
with regard to the people who have got a social status, who have got.
good education, who are holding positions of some importance or who
are well-known in the society, the general practice is that they are pro--
vided ‘A’ Class. To my mind, the Committee at least should have done:
this. This is my request. I am not the member of the Committee.
They should have asked and they should have made the recommendation-
to the House that the honourable Senator may be given ‘A’ class till.
the taking of the decision. ) ‘

Secondly, as far as the other part is concerned, his presence is very-
much needed, because he will tell as to what has happened with him,
how it has happened and who are the people involved ? As far as the
facilities or Class in the Jail is concerned, in that case it is not essential
that the Sepator must be present before the Committee. That is my-

request.
Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Sir...... '

_Mr. Chairnian : Thank you. Mr. Qamaruzzaman, I am helping you,.
if you resume your seat. May be, he might be saying the same thing..
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[Mr. Chairman]

We are discussing this threadbare. But for the info.mation of the
‘House, I would like to read the motion itself to enable the House to find
out what the pieces of complaint are. I think, Mr. Ihsanul Huq has
rightly pointed out. Iwould like to read the whole motion and it will
enable you to find out exactly what the complaint means, and what he
wants to suggest. The motion reads as follows :

«I beg to lay the question involving breach of privilege of
the Senator, namely, Senator Abdul Wahid Kurd was kept
for 18 days in Police lock-up in Cantt. Police Station,
Quetta...... ”

Well, this is no complaint. This does not involve any breach of
privilege as you know, Senator Abdul Wahid Kurd was kept in Police
Jock-up in Cantt. Police Station for 18 days, but he was not provided
-with any charpoy and here you come to Class ‘A’, or ‘B’, or ‘C’, what-
ever itis So. he was forced to sleep on the floor in the Police lock-up
during this period. What to speak of creation facilities, he was not pro-
vided with charpoy and bed, and as there was winter season in Quetta,
he was not permitted to have heater or such like things from his own
house. In this way, the Senator spent I8 days in below freezing
temperature of Quetta. During this period, the Police took him to the
‘torture cell, while his eyes were covered with black patty. "

Now, you see, this is the case. He was not given proper facilities.

“The Senator was compelled to sit at the back of the truck

in a very insulting way. The torture cell was decorated

with torture instruments. The officer on duty pointed to

the torture instruments and said: “You notice’’. mnext time
" you will receive electric shocks.” '

This is maltreatment. One is the arrest, then classification and then
analtreatment.

~ “After i8 days, Mr. Abdul Wahid Kurd was removed to
Quetta Jail with the instructions that he will get the above
information from him......”" ‘

Mainly, there are three pieces of complaint :—

(1) he was arrested and put in lock-up, where he remained for
18 days. - ‘ e ‘

(2) he was  not provided with decent facilities—the facilities
which a man of his status should receive from the authori-
ties, who detain him, and ‘

(3) maltreatment, torture and so on and so forth.

. These are the three 'main points. Now, we have to discuss all these
three points. Well, if you want, you can have more time for discussion,
If there is any point left, you can have it. But I will point out, you see,
hat there are two courses open to the House @

- .{1) to defer the consideration or decision on this privilege
¢ motion until Mr. Abdul Wahid Kurd is present and appears:
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before the Committee concerned and makes his statement
or gives his evidence and provide you material, which will
help you to come to the correct conclusion.

(2) it is upto the House to decide one way or the other.

. The House is quite competent to “reJect the recommendations for
postponement and take the matter in hand just now and give a decision

one way or the other. They may hold it to be a breach of privilege
or they may hold it otherwise.

There are so many courses open. If in splte of what I have Just
pointed out, you feel inclined to say to refer it back to the Commlttee

Mr. Naimatullah Khan : Sir, I think, it should be referred back to the:
Committee for reconsideration,

Mr. Chairman : I beg your pardon ? -

Mr. Nlamatullah Khan : Sir, this report should be referred back tow
the Committee for reconmderatmn. It is my view and suggestion.

Mr. Chairman : Thank you, it is a very good idea, Yes, the Leader
of the House ?
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Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Sir, I think, the words in paragraph 3
‘have created some misunderstanding, We certainly did not mean to give a
finding, nor did we give any finding that Senator should not be given ‘A’
.¢lass or that he is not entitled to ‘A’ class., And even after my explain-
-ing the whole position. if the House is of the view that it is so put in
.that it would create misunderstanding for all times to come, then we may
“bé permitted to withdraw this paragraph 3 from this report. And while
reconsidering, we will word everything properly and give our finding.
Though, I think, there is no scope for misunderstanding yet since the
views of the honourable Senator .are that this might at a later stage
.also imply that the Committee gave a finding and the House did not do
-#nything about it and that the Senator is not entitled to ‘A’ class, I
‘think, in order to avoid any further complication, we may be permitted
to withdraw it. . .

Mr. Chairman : There is nothing in the report to the effect that the
“Senator is.not entitled to ‘A’ class. There is pothing of that sort.

‘Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : That is what I explained right injthe begin-
-ning of all the speeches that have been made. The opinions given on this
repor{ are -to that effect that the mere fact is that we have said certain
“fact, it is implied as if we have come to this finding and as you have
-fightly - poifited” olt, we could have given a finding without mentiofing
‘this remark Q?r;wi;gm&t;he@riag the Senator, So, I think,.in order to.avoid
‘4ny vonfusion in future, wé may be permitted to withdraw, We will just
-delete this paragraph 3, and we.will give our fresh finding,

Mr, Chairman.: Yes, what is, the consensus of the House ? I would
like to know théwiews of the House, I'will put the question to the
‘House. I think that will be proper to dispose of this thing. Now, the
;Lquesti"bsna;t " will 1{)"&1’1*{61116 lillloufsi% ziﬁ;b‘?i"thi’s" whether this considera-

ion or, decision on this motion should be deferredand . sent back to the
i eges Gothmittes to consider it again, That ‘%m&‘t?gft‘he‘qu'és%fdﬁ;
1o you agree to this ?

Senators : Yes, Sir.

Mr.gChgg‘ir;ng;n : All right. The ,qvue%tjjgglgl;?efe;ve ghe “Hiousegis_(‘:

“That -the decision on this matter should be deferred
and' the Privilege‘Committee should be asked to reconsider
the whole thing.” -

Syed Qiam Ali Shah Jillani (Minister of State for Industries) : Sir, I
#hink, soebody may move a motion that it should be referred back to
the Select Committee or the Special Committee or to the same
Committee. ® end palier VP hel TenMar Iy Bty ATs
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Mr. Chairman : Have you heard Haji Niamatullah ;? He had
qmoved the motion, y ~ : o : o

Syed Qaim Ali Shah Jillani : There were so many proposals. Some-
‘body should clearly move it. ‘ '

Mr. Chairman : I think, Haji Niamatullah’s proposal stands head
and shoulders high above all others as usual. Haji Sahib, I give you
this credit. Well, you just move your formal motion. What is your
:motion ? In your own language you move it. '

Mr. Niamatullah Khan : Sir, I move :
‘“That the report put to the House should be referred back
to the same Committee for reconsideration.”

Mr. Chairman : Mr. Qaim Ali Shah, do you now understand the
mmotion? : ‘

This is the motion, Have you unde:stood it ?
(Laughters)

Mr. Chairman : What he means to say is this that the notice should
be taken ofit, and the matter should be deferred and sent back to
thc Commlttce concerned for reconslderatlon.

Syed Qaim Ali Shah Jillani : He does not say that it should be
deferred but it should be’ refeﬂ'ed back. i

* Mr. Chairman : The decision may be deferred and the ma;tpr
-should’ be referred. It comes to the same thing. We are not gomgt(’
take any decision,

Now, I wm put it to the Housc
The questxon beforc the House is :
““That the matter should be referred back to the Standmg
‘Committee concerned for teconsxdera’aon and repéft AL
Am I correct ? t
‘Senators : Yes, Sir. : ;
(The motion was adopted)
Mr. Chairman : So, this matter stands referred to the anxleges

Committee for reconmdcratmn and report to this House within a reason-
-able time.

Yes, there is another motion in your name.

STANDING COMMITTEE REPORT RE : OBSTRUCTION AT THE
GATE BY POLICE WHEN SENATOR WAS'ENTERING
PREMISES OF THE SENATE

Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Sir, I have the honour to present the report
-of the Commlttec on Rules of Procedure and Privileges on the prxvnlege
motion of 'Ch. ‘Mohammad Aslam regarding his obstruction in ¢ntering
the precincts of Senate,



106 ' SENATE OF PAKISTAN - [llTa Jury, 1975

[Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah]

Sir, in this the Committee is of the opinion that there was the
breach of privilege because a Senator cannot be obstructed at the gate by:
anyone from entering the premlses of the Senate.

Mr. Chairman : Would you mind reading five or six lines of the last'
para of your recommendations. It will hardly take one and a half

minates.

Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : ““The Committee examined the issues”
involved in the privilege motion, and after discussion was of the view:
that the breach of privilege was involved, as the Senator had been
obstructed from free access to the preciacts of the Sesnate.

However, before formulating its recommendations, the Committee
heard Senator Ch. Mohammad Aslam who stated that as the Police
officials involved had already been transferred from the Police Guard of
the Senate premises and barred from being posted there again, he did*
not want any action to be taken against them. The Committee, there-
fore, unanimously recommends that no further action is necessary on

the privilege motion.’
Mr. Chairman : Yes, now you can explain.

Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah : Sir, because straightaway when the
Senator was obstructed, the office of the Senate had asked the. Police
authorities and action was immediately taken. The officers were removed
from here, and they have noted down that they will never be posted here
again. - Since the Sanator did not want any further action on that, we
did not recommend-anything ‘though we know that it was deﬁgite«lyﬁ
a breach of privilege. v : ;

anxlege wS” u\r w5l d)r O uﬂ' ' U'Hfah &.a[n>. « PL‘J Jé J‘é;u
dlscussmn 9! deliberations § ! ¢ (A %) 4 ‘_543 3ad v Y K Committee
U‘JL! uhx.J g.f;)g J\:.' d.ﬁ{ g_,.:.-,lg; f-b_}z-_’.-‘ uw u\&: ‘3}1 -_,\9} s
o3 «! the motion becomes the property of the House , o« Lud one
UG L f private negotiation‘g “outside the ‘House
b ot S5 dlrect compromlse o , u1 ﬂ 5ol U.g.: 4“;[& 4,5 recommendation
411» Uy onf Jssd 1B apioi: Y s o5 direct negotiations out of the House
W ﬁla- ls}r QL»».L‘ w jr u.,,d" )3%

whether there was any breach of pnvxlege or not. '

The report reads e

““The Committee examined the issue involved in the privi-
lege motion, and after some discussion was of the view that

a breach of pr1v1lege was mvolved as the Senator. had been
-obstructed from free access to the precmcts of the Senate.;‘ .
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However, before formulating its recommendations the
Committee heard Senator Ch. Mohammad Aslam...”

- = = oy dq =~ Private negotiations w

Mr. Chairman : That is another issue. What is your objection to
this ? With regard to your important question whether any breach of
privilege is or is not committed, Mr. Qamaruzzaman Shah pointed out
that he has done it. Now, you start reading that. That is one thing.
They have, I think, made a recommendation and given a finding that a
breach of privilege has been committed, which is quite clear. This is
%uitc clear. You have just now read it. I will read it again for your

enefit.

Sardar Mohammad Aslam : I have read it.
Mr. Chairman : But do you agree or do you not agree ?
Sardar Mohammad Aslam : ] agree.

Mr. Chairman : They have given the finding that the breach of privi-
lege has been committed.

Sardar Mohammad Aslam : Sir, my second objection is that the
Committee should not have taken into account private compromise or
private negotiations that were done outside. If there was a breach of
privilege, if the Senator was obstructed by the police officer at the Gate,

he must be punished. Transferring them from Senate Secretariate Gate’s
Police Guard is no punishment.

55 0N D E Bl e 55 sy e Olg W7 on 2oy Ghs 0 WSS
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" 1t is still the property of the House. They have not misappropriated
your privilege. : :

? e b5 e o WSS S 2 ol

Sardar Mohammad Aslam : They have done, Sir. |
- | . o S recommendations sa 2 Ot

§ Lo o Sl s ol excuse me !‘s.&"*’ Moy 3 v h._,hé T

e 15sa5 55 e | e 05 g &5 2 I



108 SENATE OF PAKISTAN [l1itH Jury, 1975

Tam sorry, Sir. o oL 6 T o ohal 48 gl yu

_g7 breach of privilege w5 o L5 2 0spl 26503 2 majhe Glia
e Olg 55 09,8l OF § ks 2 sl oz 55 = U5 Ky 55 K - o s
&5 o5 ol ol W WKe 5Oy WoLs 5 s
e 55 0l ,g,,,, 005 W Sakudy 0T b ol oy WSTH 2l LY W lins
oot 305 Kl U op 2 e9d & ol Calo ol i St sn ol - g WSS
oS3 ga oy 2,5 Lo Tecommondations o578y ool g 8 o4 ¢ Mle BT
~action is not called for 2} ! o l,f” 53 piy whalas g9l oy C’f POIRY)
2Ol e ) 5 il e B ed g O GYlie Sre w2 Vel
T 08 Zsqm S Twoeaba oo l;mlnéé_. PORS G VE Y
- big w . q by 2 “Waagd 392 I L5 e ol I8l 20 0,
cem Olp 0y o wd o JEw hly oS o § culsiyn o Gl 52 0l
5oy Sl

‘We recommended that no action is called for but it is for the House
*to give a decision.
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‘Mr. Chairman ;: Nobody has questioned the authority and the power
.of the House to give a decision. Nobody has questioned it.
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‘Mr. Chairman : Yes, I think, we should put this question to the
‘House. Somebody has to move a formal motion.
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Mr. Thsanul Haq : Sir, it is the privilege of Mr. Qamaruzzaman
‘Shah. Let him move because he is very liberal now in matters relating
to breach of privilege and giving his findings on it.
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‘Mr. Chairman : Now, I will put the question.

“The question before the House is

¢That-in view of the action taken against the police officials
concerned, the complainant Senator Ch. Mohammad Aslam
is not inclined for any further action against them and the

matter may be dropped.”
“Those who are in favour of the motion may please say ‘ayes’,

;Senators : Ayes.
“Mr. Chairman : Those who are against it may please say ‘ noes’.
(No fvoice) |
$ LS oap W & Gl nle )13 5a

‘Even Sardar Mohammad Aslain has not said ‘No’.

.
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b Mr. Chairman : So, the ‘ayes’ have it, the ‘ayes’ have it, the ‘ayes”
ave it.

(The motion was adopted)

Mr. Chairman : The matter is dropped. No further action is called
for. We take up now legislative business. Where is our hero ?

Mr. Abdul Sattar Gabol (Mirister of State for Labaur) : Sir, Mr..

Cheema is not here.
Mr. Chairman : Mr. Cheema is not our hero.

Mr. Abdul Sattar Gabol . Oh, it is about Malik Akhtar. He is, Sir,,
in the National Assembly.

Mr. Chairman : Will you take it up ?
Mr. Abdul Sattar Gabol : Yes, Sir.

’ Mr. Chairman : This is item No. 10 under Lagislative Business. You.
are moving it on behalf of Mr. Cheema.

THE EMPLOYEES’ COST'OF LIVING (RELIEF) (A IENDMENT)
ST BILL, 1975 , _,

Mr, Abdul Sattar Gabol : Mr. Chairman, Sir, I beg to move :

““That the Biil further to amend the Employees’ Cost of
Living (Relief) Act, 1973 [The Employees’ Cost of Living
(Relief) (Amendment) Bill, 1975], as reported by the Stand-
ing Committee, be taken into consideration at once.”

Mr, Chairman : The motion moved is :
«That the Bill further to amend the Employees’ Cost of
Living (Relief) Act, 1973 [The Employees’ Cost of Living

(Relief) (Amendment) Bill, 1975]; as'reported by the Stand-
ing Committee, be taken into consideration at once.”’

Mr. Abdul Sattar Gabol : Sir, I would:Hike to explain it very briefly..
With the increase of the prices of certain commodities on 7th‘April this
year, the Federal ‘Government decided "that all workers in .industrial
sectors and commercial sectors in addition to the Government employees
should be allowed dearness allowance of Rs. 25/- per month: In order to
provide legal cover to this, an Ordinance, namely ‘the' Employees’ Cost
of Living “(Amendment) Ordinance, - 1975,  was promulgated. The
Ordinance provides for the payment of this Cost of Living " Allowance
with effect from 7th April, 1975, when the decision was announced, The
‘benefit-will'be: given, ‘... to .an_ _establishment to which the West
Pakistan Shops and Establishment Ordinance, 1969, applies ;ito a factory,
as defined in the Factories Act, 1934 3.to.a.mine, as defined in the Mines-
Act, 1923; to a Road Transport Service, as defined in the Road Transport
Workers’ Ordinance, 1951 5'to 2 newspaper establishment, as defined in
the Newspaper Employees’ Condition of  Services Act, 1973 ; to a cons-
truction industry, to which the West Pakistan’ Industrial “"and Commer-- -
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cial Employees’ Standing Orders, 1963, applies; and to any other establish-

ment, which the Federal Government may by a notification in th.e

Official Gazette declare to be an undertaking for the purpose of this.
enactment.”” Now, Sir, the new allowance of Rs. 25/- given through this
Bill is in addition to the benefits given to the workers previously, i.e.

Rs. 35/- per month and Rs. 50/- per month, Sir, originally Rs, 35/- per

month were given only to the employees who were drawing wages upto-
Rs. 735/-. Subsequently, further Cost of Living Allowance of Rs. 50/- per

month was given to the employees who were drawing wages upto 1,100/--

But the present Bill seeks to give this new Cost of Living Allowa.nce.of

Rs. 25/- per month to all the employees regardless of any wage limit with

effect from 7th April, 175. Now, Sir, the non-payment of this dearness.
allowance will be an offence as before. The machinery and the pro-

cedure as laid down earlier will remain unchanged. The Bill seeks to-
make permanent the provision of the present Ordinance. Thank you.

Mr. Chairman : Thank you. Any other gentleman wishing to
participate in the discussion ? Yes, Mr. Tahir Mohammad Khan !

Mr. Tahir Mohammad Khan : Sir, in view of the cost of living and-
the rise in the prices, this action was very much needed, and we are
thankful to the Government that the Government has duly considered
the burden over the poor families and has increased their wages. We,.
Sir, wholeheartedly support this Bill,

Mr. Chairman : Any other gentleman ? Yes, Haji Sahib !

Mr. Niamatullah Kban : Sir, this amendment has been necessitated:
on account of rise in prices of the commodities, and since it is in the
interest of the workers, I support the passage of the Bill.

 Mr. Chairman : Yes, any other gentleman ? None? All right. May-
I put the question ? ‘

The question before the House is :

<“That the Bill further to amend the Employees’ Cost of
Living (Relief) Act, 1973 - [The Employees’ Cost of Living:
(Relief) (Amendment) Bill, 1975], as reported by the
Standing Committee, be taken into-consideration at once:”’

(The motion was adopted)
Mr. Chairman : The motion is carried.

Now, we take up clause by clause consideration of the Bill. I think,.
no amendment has been moved to any of the clauses. Am I correct
Mr. Gabol ? Am I correct that no amendment has been moved to any

.of the clauses ?

Mr. Abdul Sattar Gabol : No amendment, Sir.

Mr. Chairman : So, we can safely put all the clauses in one question-
—all the clauses from 2 down to 6. It is a 6 clauses Bill. So, the question.

before the House is :
«That Clauses 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 form part of the Bill’’.

(The motion was adopted)
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Mr. Chairman : Clauses 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 form part of the Bill,
Now, the last question is :
““That Clause 1, Title and Preamble form part of the Bill.”’
(The motion was adopted)
- 'Mr. Chairman : Clause 1, Title and Preamble form part of the Bill. |
Yes, there is the last motion.

-Mr. Abdul Sattar Gabel : Sir, I beg to move :

“That the Bill further to amend the Employees’ Cost of
Living (Relief) Act, 1973 [The Employees’ Cost of Living
(Relief) (Amendment) Bill, 1975], be passed.” .

‘Mr. Chairman : Yes, the motion made is :

““That the Bill further to amend the Employees’ Cost of
Living (Relief) Act, 1973 [The Employees’ Cost of Living
(Relief) (Amendment) Bill, 1975]. be passed.”

Yes, would you like to add anything ? Haji Sahib, would you like to
'say anything on the principle of the Bill ?

Mr. Niamatullah Khan : No, Sir.

Mr. Chairman : All right, No other gentleman xnclmed to partxcn-
:pate ? All right, So, I will put the question, ;

The question before the House is :

‘“That the Bill further to amend :the Employees’ Cost of
Living (Relief) Act, 1973 [The Employees Cost of L1V1ng
(Relief) (Amendment) Bill, 1975], be passed

(The motion was adopted) |
Mr Chamnan The Bill stands unammously passed

There is no other busmess, We meet tomorrow ‘in the mormng or
in the evening, as 1t1s convement to you Mr. Kiani, what is your
-opinion ? o,

-U\’GV)CW’J e JL= le«-«a .dlgfob.ulqafjub

; ‘Mr. Chairman : In the morning? All right. The House stands
; adjourned to meet agam tomorrow at 10.00 a.m. B ow . mm gt

s, oo

Then the House adjoumed to meet again at ten of the “clock in ihe
#morning on Saturday, July 12, 1975, . :

M«
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