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By R Py Ea
Mr. Acting Chairman: Mr. Wasim Sajjad. -

Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Sir, with your permission, I beg to oppose
this privilege motion. On the 24th of September, 1986. in response
to a question whether the loans were written off due to the bank-
ruptcy of these companies or for some other reasons and secondly,
the names of the Directors of these companies. The answer given by

" the Finance Minister was as follows: -

The loans were written off due to the following reasons:

1. Restruétun'ng/rehabilitation of the mills.
2. Marketing Problems.
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Un-profitable operations.
Liquidation.
Compromise in cases under litigation.
Companies never went into operation or the projects
were not implemented fully.
7. Multiple problems beyond the control of the manage-
ment. :
8. Exchange rate of fluctuation.
9. Units affected by floods.
10. Technical/Managerial problems.

a0 WM S0

In response to the specific question about the names of the
Directors, it was said that it might not be advisable to disclose the
names of the Directors in view of the normal banking practice. Now,
apart from the reasons which were given in the answer on the 24th of
September, 1986, with your permission, Sir, I would like to elaborate
this a little further that the devaluation of the rupee and the subse-
quent depreciation in the value of Pakistani currency led to a large
number of units becoming unprofitable. As a result, a large number
of units could not run along the economic lines. The Government,
therefore, prepared a scheme of rehabilitation under which certain
loans were written off; certain loans were rescheduled and the
purpose was that these mills should be rehabilitated to contribute
to the economy of Pakistan. This policy of the Government has been
successful in the large number of cases and has led to the rehabili-
tation of several companies, which would, otherwise, have gone into
bankruptcy and liquidation.

Now, the precise question is Sir, that by not disclosing the
names of the persons on the ground that it is against the banking
practice, whether a privilege of the learned member has been breached
or not. On this, Sir, the question of what is the privilege of a member,
has been the subject of the debate several times before this honour-
able House. It has been pointed out repeatedly that the privileges
of a member are those privileges which have been specifically con-
ferred by a law to enable the members to perform their functions
more effectively as members. But the concept of privileges does not
give a member any rights above the rights which are enjoyed by an
ordinary citizen of Pakistan. Certain rights are given to members
as members. For example, freedom from arrest, freedom of speech
inside the Assembly. Earlier we had a privilege that a person, who is
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a member of the Assembly, cannot ‘be called before any court or
tribunal 14 days before or 14 days after the session. There were some
modifications in this privilege in 1977 but these are the privileges
which are specifically cc'_)nferred on the members. Apart from that
if an ordinary citizen does not enjoy any rights under the law or
privileges under the law, the members do not become the super
human beings and they do not enjoy any rights above those.

.

With your permission, Sir, I would like to refer to Kaul page
177 wherein it is stated as follows:

“Privileges of Parliament do not place a member of Parlia-
‘ment on a footing different from that of an ordiﬁary citizen in the
matter of the application of laws unless there are good and sufticient
reasons in the interest of the Parliament itself to do so’’.

Now in this particular case, Sir. the reason why the honour-
able Minister did not disclose the names of the Directors was in view
of the clear. provisions of the Banks Nationalization Act, 1974,
Section 12 of which reads as follows:

“The chairman and members of the council of every bank.
members of its board of management and chief executive by what- '
ever name called, shall observe except as otherwise required by law
the practices and usages customary amongst bankers and in parti-
cular shall not divulge any information relating to the affairs of the
constituents (clients and customers) except in circumstances in
which it is in accordance with the law or practices and usages
customary amongst bankers necessary or appropriate for a bank to
divulge such an information”. -

This ‘is, Sir, a confidential information and this is made
confidential in the public interest. This is a normal practice n
banking. This is a right which a law has taken away. The law has
placed fetters on this information and a member does not enjoy any
rights beyond what are given by law and if the law prohibits to the
giving of any information or restricts the grant of any information
then that cannot be obtained. :

Then, Sir, [ may also quote some cannons of banking to
say. that, according to a cannon of banking law and practices in
Pakistan, the obligations on the part of the bankers to observe
secrecy in respect of state of his customer’s account is legally im-
posed which requires that the banker must not disclose the con-
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ditions of his customer’s account except on reasonable and proper
occasions. This obligation does ot have an end with the closing of
the customer’s account. The following occasions have been men-
tioned in the books which alone justify disclosure by a banker:

(a) With the express or implied consent of the customer;

(b) to a proposed guarrantor introduced to the bank by
the customer: :

(¢) under orders of a court of law ;

(d) when the banker is under the public duty to disclose
namelyin case of danger of treason to the State.

(e) when the protection of the bankers own interests
legally requires it e.g in an action against the
customer for money due.

Now, I will come to the technical aspect of this case, Sir. According
to Rule 59, the question of privilege must be raised at the earliest
opportunity. This privilege motion should have been raised at the
earliest opportunity available to the honourable Senator. This op-
portunity became available on the 24th of September 1986 when the
question was posed and the answer given and according to the

learned member, it amounted to breach of his privilege. According

to the rules a question of privilege can be raised any time even with-
out notice with the consent of the Chair, therefore, this question
could have been raised that very day and the question raised as a
question of privilege with the consent of the Chair. So, therefore,
Sir, since this was not raised till several days afterwards, this is also
hit by Rule 59 sub Rule (ii) of the Rules of Procedure of the Senate.
So, apart from the fact that there is a legal bar and the learned
member is asking us to break the law in support of his alleged breach

of privilege it is also hit by Rule 59(ii) of the Rules of Procedure of

this House. Thank you, Sir. -
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Mr. Acting Chairman: Yes Mr Javed Jabbar, on a Pomt of
order?

‘Mr. Javed Jabbar: Not a point of order Sir, but a point raised
by the honourable Minister for Justice on admissibility. I would like
to make a submission.

I would like the honourable Minister to respond as to
whether the requirements of confidentiality in banking can take
precedence over the constltutlonally guaranteed soverelgnty of
Parliament to be able to summon any record which it deems necessary
and appropriate. I respect the need for confidentiality in bankmg,
but he should not necessarily from there make this a point on which
you will give a ruling that will create an unhealthy precedent because
Parliament must always have access to any information in the public
interest. Thank you. '

Mr. Acting Chairman: Mr. Wasim Sajjad.

Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Sir, I will first deal with my learned friend
Mr. Javed Jabbar. He has dealt with the constitutional right of the
Parliament to summon any recofd, but I am sure my learned friend
does realise that in the present case no record was summond and
therefore, this question is irrelevant. If and when an occasion arises
that the Parliament summons any record then I will make a proper .
statement as to what are the rights of this House. This question is not
relevant at this stage and I am sure the learned member will realise
the irrelevance of the question that he has posed. Now I will come to
my learned friend, Qazi Hussain Ahmad, I have already dealt in
detail with the privilege motion raised by him he has said.
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“Companies never went into operation or the projects were
not implemented fully .
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Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Sir, I would like to state firmly and
categorically that it is the position of the Government that there will
be no elections until the year 1990. I do not for a moment believe,
I do not for a single moment believe that Air Marshal (Retd.) Asghar
Khan who is the leader of a political party could have made this
totally baseless and incorrect statement. I am sure Sir, that this has
not been correctly reported because no politician today in the wildest
dreams can imagine any election before 1990. I would like to take
this opportunity to state that this position of the Government is not
~based on any fear. It is a position based on principle, it is a position
based on democracy, it is a position based on the consent of the
people. The only justification being given for mid-term polls is that
this was a non-party election. Sir, the ultimate sovereign in any
democratic society are the people. This was a non-party election and
the people knew it was a non-party election. They participated whole
~ heartedly in this election and therefore, approved these polls when '
the election were held in February, 1985. The reason for doing this
was that the people wanted an end to Marshal Law and for this
purpose they came out overwhemingly and took part in this election

Secondly Sir, a very important point is that the pblitical
parties who are agitating today for mid-term polls are the parties who
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had given a boycott call and that call was rejected by the people that
means that the people have approved this non-party election and
they want the election to be now held after the proper period of
five years. :

If I may be allowed to use a legal phrase, I may say that -
these political parties who are now agitating for mid-term polls are
éfopped from demand’inga mid-term poll. There'is a political estoppel
which applies against them. There is no moral justification, legal
justification or political justification to demand any poll before
1990. Their demand has been rejected by the people who are the
sovereign in this country.

Thirdly, Sir, holding of elections is no ordinary matter. If
we were to allow elections just because somebody who has missed
the bus or somebody has lost the election and he wants to get on to
the bus, Sir, it would become a joke. Because then in the next
election the other people who will lose, they will also say let us have
next election so that we can come in. These people Sir, misjudged
the political situation and they have missed the bus and they should
wait till 1990 and not be stupid again because they will miss the bus
again. ' :

Sir, also I may state that this position is a position of principle.
Whenever a Government comes into power, it -has a programme to
present before the people. It needs time for the implementation of
this programme. At the end of the period, the people judge you on
that programme. The Prime Minister of Pakistan has given a five
points programme to the nation. It is our endeavor to implement
that programme in full and after the period allotted to us by law and
the Constitution is over we will be judged by the people of Pakistan
on that programme. If you want elections everyday, no programme
can be fulfilled. Democracy will become a farce. Therefore, Sir, I
would say that this demand for mid-term polls is morally unjustified
legally unjustified, politically unjustified. It is the cry of a politician
in the wilderness who has lost the real opportunity and now he is
clamouring to get back into the seat of power. It is only a power
game Sir. It has no justification whatsoever. Thank you Sir.

Mr. Acting Chairman: Thank you. Mr. Javed Jabbar.
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Mr. Javed Jabbar: Sir, I wish to congratulate the honourable
Minister for Justice for becoming such an articulate and able spokes-
man for the Government but I would like to submit Sir, that he has
not opposed the motion on the grounds of admissibility but has used

~ the occasion to make a political speech which you have in your

infinite wisdom permitted. Thank you.
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Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Mr. Chairman, the matter of the Shariat
Bill is under the active consideration of the Government. There are
various points of view on the Shariat Bill and the Government is
considering the matter so as to deal with it in a manner which
~advances the process of islamization in the country. For this purpose
Sir, we have had the negotiations with the movers of the Bill and
every effort is being made to narrow down the differences so that
a Bill can be presented which should be acceptable to the large
number of people in Pakistan. However Sir, that matter is already
under negotiation and the matter is being processed.

My humble submission would be that the statement made by
a political leader or a statement in the Press can not become the
ground for a privilege motion. No privilege of the member has been
breached and it does not come under any of the provision of Rule 59
of the Rules of Procedure of the House. Thank you Sir.
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Mir. Acting Chairman: Wasim Sajjad Sahib.

.Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Sir, I made a statement that this Bill which
is presently under corsideration is in conflict with the Constitution
of Pakistan and I stand by that statement. I had also said that this
Bill, if enacted, would create in numerable difficulties for the present
system of jurispurdence enforced in this country and I stand by that
statement. It will be my effort and the effort of my learned friend
and my colleagues in the Government to try and narrow down the
‘differences by negotiations with the movers and we shall do every-
thing in our power; we shall do everything that is possible to have a
Bill, which is acceptable, which will genuinely advance the process
of Islamization in the country and will not create any difficulty.
Thank you, Sir.
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Mr. Acting Chairman: Privilege motion No. 28. Mr. Javed

Jabbar.

(v) RE: ENFORCEMENT OF REVISED EXCISE/BY
PASSING THE PARLIAMENT .

Mr. Javed Jabbar: Thank you Mr. Chairman. I move that the
privilege of this House as part of the Federal Parliament has been
breached by the arbitrary imposition of new Excise Rules on In-
dustrial Units by the Central Board of Revenue. Any revision in the -
Excise Rules has a direct and substantial impact on industrial pro-
duction and on the public interest particularly since the new rules
represent the first such revision in over 35 years of the country’s
history. In a democracy Sir, such a major change effecting the eco-
nomic¢ well being of people and of industry should not have been
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made without the prior knowledge and consent of the elected
representatives of the people. Further the revision in the rules comes
within the scope of recommendations to be made by the National
Taxation Reforms Commission which has not yet finalised and sub-
mitted its report. Thus the elected representatives of the people were
neither consulted in advance about changes in rules that have lead to
a grave crises nor did the elected representatives have an opportunity
to study the views of the National Taxation Reforms Commission
before drastic changes were announced. Hundreds of industrial units
in the country have ceased to operate in the past three days as a
__protest against the new rules and hundreds and thousands of workers
~are faced with a loss of livelihood. Already the country has suffered
a gross reduction in productivity and income at a time when invest-
ment and growth are imperative. I move that this action represents
an attempt to by pass the legislative supremacy of Parliament and
that therefore this matter be discussed in the Sanete as a breach
of privilege and that the new rules be suspended until Parliament has
comprehensively reviewed the entire situation.

Mr. Chairman, on admissibility, I will submit perhaps only
three points briefly. One is Sir, that as all are well aware, it has just
been 18 months since democratic institutions have been established.
It is already quite clear that there are a number of forces at work in
this country which wish to subvert the democratic and parliamentary
process. I do not at this stage wish to identify these forces because
these are already well known, but the manner in which certain
decisions have been taken in the past few months coming at a time
when the country is already so.confounded by a depressed law and
order situation has created an un-necessary element of uncertainty
and doubt in the efficacy and effectiveness of the present Govern-
ment. So, even though I may not belong to the present Government,
<¥ amf éon_ggrnqg{l‘; that any actions taken in the name of this Govern-
ment should be in the public interest and with the consent of this °
House and not go against the very interests that we in the Parhament
wish to uphold.

No. 2 Sir, every leading Chamber of Commerce and Industry
in this country quite apart from Parliament itself, has gone on record
as saying that these rules constitute a direct attack on the effeciency
and on the good intent of industry to contribute to economic well
being in this country. Thirdly Sir, while some parts of these rules
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may certainly be well intentioned and may be improvements on the
previous rules my submission is that while we do not want all
changes in Government’s rules to be brought before the House—
because that would be impractical-any change in so fundamental a
subject such as Excise Rules should have been at least notified to
Parliament, copies at least circulated to members so that, parti-
cularly under the new order when technocratic members have been
elected to the Senate in particular, people would have been given the
opportunity to express an opinion on the proposed new rules. But
not only was Parliament not consulted, even the sectors of industry
which were in direct communication with the Government were
by passed and the rules were arbitrarily imposed. Thank you.

Mr. Acting Chairman: Mr. Wasim Sajjad.

Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Sir, whenever Mr. Javed Jabbar moves a
privilege motion, I have to look all over the place as to where is the
privilege and where is the breach. I have read through his long
privilege motion but I could not discover any privilege. I had looked
at the Constitution, I had looked at the Excise Rules, I had looked
at the Excise Act, but I could not find any provision under which
the Board of Revenue is required to consult the Senate before
revising its policy. The power has been granted to the Central Board
of Revenue to revise rules from time to time in accordance with the
exigencies of the time and this power they have exercised. In per-
_ forming this function Sir, I was told this morning that 35 meetings
were held between the Finance Minister and the various represen-
tatives of the Chambers of Commerce and Industry and it was as
a result of these lengthy meetings spread over more than two years
that finally this policy was brougﬁt out under which the major
change has been that the producers, the manufacturers are required
to maintain records of raw material and on the basis of those records
the Excise Authorities have been given the power to impose Excise
duty. Now, this is not a totally new concept. I am personally aware
that in the beverage industry this rule is already enforced and the
beverage industry is required to maintain records of raw materials
of the inputs which go into the industry and it is open to the Excise
Officers to formulate on the basis of the inputs as to what should
be the Excise duty. So, there is nothing new in this. So, I would
oppose this motion firstly Sir, on the ground that there is no pri-
vilege of the member which has been breached either in law or any
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where else, secondly Sir, the Board of Revenue is performing its
legal function granted to it under the law to revise the policy from
time to time which power they have exercised, so there has been no
breach of privilege whatsoever.

Mr. Acting Chairman: Yes, Mr. Javed Jabbar.

Mr. Javed Jabbar: I wish the Justice Minister were to refrain
from the temptation to take a dig in his very first bout with ‘yours
truly,” but I would like to point out for the attention of the Justice
Minister that he does not have to look high and low to determine
grounds for admissibility of privilege motions moved by ‘yours
truly.” 1 will invite his attention to the fact that just fifteen days ago
with him supporting a privilege motion made by myself for the first
time in the history of the Senate was considered admissible. This
was moved by me. Therefore, I suggest to him that he should not
worry about having to look too far and too low.

Secondly Sir. I would like to invite his attention to the very
well known precedents in all parliamentary procedural books which
define that Parliament itself is the best arbiter and definer of its own
privileges. I am not concerned here with individual privilege. . . . .. he
has mistakenly referred to the fact that in my long privilege motion, I
have said that my privilege has been breached. It is not a personal
issue I am talking about the institutional issue and if he will look up
the various authorities, he will comie across quotes and rulings that
Parliament itself is competent to determine its own scope of privilege
and lastly Sir, I would requést him not to take such a literal inter-
pretation of privilege. We are living in different times, we are living in
an evolving phase of democracy. Is he telling me3 is there any prece-
dent in this world where under Martial Law, elections are held
and a Federal Parliament takes office. If he is so fond of quoting to
me literal precedents, words, commas and full stops, let him quote to
me an instance where an arrangement of this nature has been entered
into. Therefore, Sir, we in Pakistan are passing through a unique
phase. In this unique phase sometimes we can take recourse to
precedents established in India, Britain or the United States. In
certain other cases just as we have been asked to accept Martial Law
and ac.cept el?cted legislatures and a non party system: Similarly we
son‘n‘etlmes wish the Government to take note of what constitutes
privilege. I do not agree with his contention that privilege can be
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defined only in time worn text books. Privilege is an evolving concept
that must reflect the reality of the times that we live in. Thank you.

Mr., Acting Chairman: Mr. Wasim Sajjad.

~ Mr. Wasim Sajjad: Sir, with great respect I would like to
point out that I think there is a certain -confusion between the
powers of the English Parliament and the privileges of the Parliament
under the Pakistan Constitution. Under the Constitution of England,
the Parliament is regarded as a sovereign body and, therefore, the
Parliament has the right to formulate and determine its own privileges
but the Parliament under the Constitution of Pakistan is a body
created by the Constituion and derives all its powers and privileges
from the Constitution, and itis, therefore, that Isaid that all privileges
in Pakistan would have to be referred either to the Constitution or to
the law. We cannot refer to the English parliament to determine the
scope of privilege of the Pakistan Parliament.

Secondly, Sir, as far as précedenté are concerned I would like
to quote to the learned member from page 177 of the book by Kaul
where he states as follows. He says:

“In interpreting privileges regard must be had to the

general principle that the privileges of parliament are

granted to members in order that they may be able to

perform their duties in parliament without let or hind-

rance. They apply to individual members only and in so

far as they are necessary in order that the House may.
fairly perform its functions. They do not discharge the

member from the obligations to society which apply to

him as such and perhaps more closely in that capacity

as would apply to other subjects. Privileges of parlia-

ment do not place the members of parliament on a foot-

ing different from that of an ordinary citizen in the

matter of application of laws unless there are good and °
sufficient reasons in the interest of parliament itself to

do so0.”’

Now, here Sir, as [ submitted with respect the law is the law
which grants power to the Central Board of Revenue to revise its
policy from time to time. All that the CBR has done is to exercise its
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EXCISE/BY PASSING THE PARLIAMENT

powers under the law and as I said earlier the law is made by Parlia-
ment and we cannot deny to any functionary the power which we
have ourselves granted to that functionary. So, therefore, Sir, there is
no breach of privilege whatsoever. Thank you, Sir.

Mr. Javed Jabbar: Mr. Chairman, Sir, he has simply read out a
definition of individual privilege which I am not raising. Mr. Minister
has entirely missedsthe point at issue.
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Mr. Javed Jabbar: Mr. Chairman, please. In your ruling you
are representing Government policy which does not behove the
Chairmantodoso...... (interruption)
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Mr. Zain Noorani: Sir, [ oppose the privilege motion as being
not in accordance with the rules. Sir, if [ may be permitted to say
without offending the feelings of the honourable Senator, privilege
motions once upon a time were something very serious and were
treated as such but it seems of late privilege motions have become -
something like a football which is thrown from one corner of the
field to another corner without being aware as to what is the privilege
which has been infringed. Now, in this case, where is the privilege
which has been infringed. It has been said that the Minister for
Foreign Affaris made a statement in this House that we do not train
terrorists and we do not interefere in the internal affairs of any other
country. First of all I presume that it refers to a statement of this
nature made by me who is only a humble Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs and not the Minister for Foreign Affairs, but what I
said then I stick to it today. It is the policy of the Government of
Pakistan not to encourage terrorism, not to harbour any terrorists
and not to interfere in the affairs of another country. I said it then,
I repeat it now. It is also the policy of this Government to keep the
elected mémbers of both the Houses of the Parliament fully informed
of its policies and its actions. Pakistan not only does not encourage

_terrorism but Pakistan has on various occassions in International
forums as well as regional forums been in the forefront to formulate
a joint effort to counteract terrorism so much so that even in a
recent SAARC meeting, it was Pakistan alongwith the other members
of SAARC who tried to formulate a combined move to at least
counteract terrorism within the seven countries and you will be
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surprised to know that at this meeting held only last month, it was
the country for whom the honourable Senator today is holding brief
that sabotaged that move. In the SAARC Summit held last year, it
was the President of Pakistan who moved that the SAARC should set
up a machinery for joining together with one another in counteract-

ing terrorism. Now Sir, it is one of the basic principles to qualify

for a privilege motion that a privilege motion must be based on facts.
It can not be based on the report of the BBC and the All India
Radio.

Till this moment whatever is being claimed to have been said
over these radios has not formally been conveyed to the Govern-
ment of Pakistan by the Government of India. When and if this is
conveyed, we shall certainly make our official position as explained
by me over here known to the Government of India.

As far as the unfortunate attack on the Indian Prime Minister
is concerned, it is shrouded in a lot of mysteries and it will require,
I am sure some time before the full facts can come out. How with a
Security Force of 1500 people, a person would even think of going
to attack the Prime Minister with a gun which could not fire more
than 25 yards? How the entire Security Force could not find out
where the firing was coming from and it was left to the person
attacked, the Indian Prime Minister to point out the correct directon
from where the firing was coming. So there are a lot of mysteries
which will get unravelled in course of time but for either the BBC
- or the All India Radio or any one else to try and involve Pakistan in
a matter with which we have absolutely no concern is something
deplorable.

I assure and as far as my knowldge goes what is being claimed
is that the culprit, the alleged assassin, the alleged person who made
an attempt to fire at the Indian Prime Minister, has said that he has
been to Pakistan in 1984. What the honourable Senator has said even
the BBC has not claimed this, even the All India Radio to my know-
ledge has not claimed it. That he has said that he was trained over
here, he has said he had come over here. Whether it is true or not is
a different matter and that he claims the three months back he went
back and found that one of his very close and dear friends or
relations had been killed by the Indian authorities there and then he
made up his mind to attack the Prime Minister of India. Where does
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Pakistan come into it? So, it would be advisable if people believed.
the statements made by honourable Ministers in this House rather

than accepting as gospet every word that is uttered by BBC or by the
All India Radio.

Now Sir, as far as the rules of admissibility are concerned I
do not think there is any part of Rule 59 under which this privilege
motion could be accepted as admissible. I thank you Sir.
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Mr. Zain Noorani: Sir, in the first instance, I would like, if
I have hurt the feelings of the honourable Senator, I would feel no
hesitation in offering my sincere apologies for the same. I have not
doubted the honourable Senator’s patriotism. Probably, he may be
even more patriotic than me. As far as the rest of it is concerned
whatever he has said I can only say ‘braveo’. I have, in my statement,
categorically said and you can check up the record, that Pakistan is
neither involved in this incident nor in any form of terrorism.
Neither we train any sikh terrorist nor any type of terrorist that the
person who is claiming to have been trained over here, has not been
trained over here.

I further added and which I still stick to is that tomorrow
perhaps we may get a note from the Government of India or a
protest from the Government of India. But, as at the moment, even
the Government of India has not conveyed this officially.to the
. Government of Pakistan, and this is a statement of fact.

Now, how seriously, we should take what All-India Radio, or
BBC have said to be correct, is a different matter. Now these con-
fessions and his contentions for the information of the worthy
Senators, probably, it will ‘be interestingto note that sometime back
as many as 42 Indian Officers who were Indian Military Officers
were suddenly taken into custody and kept under interrogation for
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months together on the grounds and on the allegatnons; that they
were Pakistani spies. After sometime, and after having 1emamed for
months together in the custody one by one their confessions were
flouted before the public. But more than half of them who got the
opportunity to go to the superior courts in that very country got
reinstated, because even the superior courts there held that confes-
sions of this nature obtained while in the custody of the Inteltigence
Agencies or of the Police cannot have much value. As far as this is
concerned, I do not think I can be more emphatic than when I say
that in this incident of attack on the Indian Prime Minister, Pakistan
has no hand; Pakistan does not have any training camp for training
Sikh guerillas or terrorists and Pakistan does not have any intention
of either training not only Sikh terrorists but terrorists belonging to
any country whatsoever because we believe in living in peace and
wanting others to live in peace. As far as the attack on the Indian
Prime Minister is concerned, the Government of Pakistan as well as
the people of Pakistan sympathize with him, and with the people of
India, and we feel that it is a sad day when such attempts are made
* on leaders, elected leaders of various countries. I thank you Sir.
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[The House adjourned to meet again at five of the clock in
the evening on Monday, October 6, 1986].
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