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IN-CAMERA PROCEEDINGS ON QADIANI ISSUE: 
SPEAKER RELEASES REPORT 

November 15, 2011  
RECORDER REPORT  

The Federal Government Monday unveiled 37-year-old secret 
proceedings of joint sitting of the Parliament of 1974 that put 
Qadianis outside the pale of Islam. The Speaker of the National 
Assembly released a 21-volume official report on the proceedings 
of the Special Committee of the whole House held in-camera to 
consider the Qadiani issue.  
The first in-camera joint sitting was convened in 1974 by the then 
Prime Minister, Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto, to discuss the situation after 
anti-Qadiani riots. Business Recorder already has published an 
exclusive story on August 19, 2011, informing its readers that the 
Federal Government may unveil 37-year-old secret proceedings of 
the Parliament.  
Two volumes of this report are available with Business Recorder. 
Well-placed sources in the National Assembly told Business 
Recorder that the House is likely to debate on the report. The 
Sources said that only the Speaker of the National Assembly has 
the authority to declassify secret proceedings of the Parliament.  
The outcome of the discussions of joint sitting of the Parliament in 
1974 was the passage of the constitutional amendment Article 
260(3)(b)." A look on these documents shows arguments of 
various members including Chairman of the Special Committee of 
the Whole House, Sahibzada Farooq Ali. A delegation of Mirza 
Ghulam Ahmed took part in the proceedings to answer queries. 
Speaking on behalf of Mirza Ghulam Ahmed, Mirza Nasir Ahmed 
gave answers to many questions from the members in the first 
sitting of the session.  

 



http://ahmadiyyatimes.blogspot.com/2012/10/qiadian-issue-how-record-of-1974-anti.html 

"QADIANI ISSUE" 
HOW THE RECORD OF 1974 ANTI-AHMADIYYA PROCEEDINGS CAME TO BE DECLASSIFIED 

"There were three hearings in my case in which the federal government opposed my petition, 
but at the end the Honourable Lahore High Court ruled in my favour and ordered that I be 
supplied with the record of proceedings." [Bashir A. Khan] 

AHMADIYYA TIMES | NEWS WATCH | INT'L DESK 
SOURCE/CREDIT: BASHIR A. KHAN, ESQ. 

BY BASHIR A. KHAN | OCTOBER 23, 2012 

Ahmadiyya Times Editor's Note: The following account is published with permission from the 
author, Bashir A. Khan, Esq., Barrister and Solicitor, who reports a painstaking follow up which 
finally resulted in declassification of the anti-Ahmadiyya in-camera proceedings held in the 
Pakistan National Assembly in 1974. Among the struggles of Barrister Khan was an open letter he 
wrote in January 2010 to Dr. Fehmida Mirza, the Speaker of the National Assembly of Pakistan, 
which was published first in Pak Tea House blog and subsequently cross-posted at Ahamdiyya 
Times. 

Re: Record of proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House of the National 
Assembly of Pakistan (1974) which discussed and debated the Ahmadi Question and as a result 
the Second Amendment to the Constitution of Pakistan was passed which declared Ahmadis as 
‘Not Muslim’. 

Dr. Fehmida Mirza, who is the Speaker of the National Assembly of Pakistan, has supplied me 
with the very first copy of these debates which I just received in January 2012. I have arranged 
for these debates to be saved on a CD as a PDF file. The debates consist of 21 separate 
sessions/volumes and are 3,083 pages long. 

In summer of 2008, I undertook a self-directed project on my own to have the Government of 
Pakistan release a copy of these debates to me for my academic research. This project took up 
three and a half years of my life and cost me $13,800 dollars and thousands of hours of research 
into this topic. 

To sum it up quite briefly, I wrote nearly 2,000 letters to the Members of the National Assembly 
and the Senate of Pakistan as well as to the Members of the Punjab Provincial Assembly. As this 
did not achieve the desired results, I then researched and drafted all of the legal arguments 
myself and then retained a lawyer in Lahore to sue the Secretary of the National Assembly of 
Pakistan (Mr. Karamat Hussain Niazi). A case was lodged in the Lahore High Court which was 
heard by Chief Justice Ijaz Ahmad Chaudhry, as he then was. 

The lawyer that I hired in Pakistan simply presented my written arguments to the Lahore High 
Court as a petition. There were three hearings in my case in which the federal government 
opposed my petition, but at the end the Honourable Lahore High Court ruled in my favour and 
ordered that I be supplied with the record of proceedings. 

Unfortunately, the federal government did not acknowledge this judgment and simply ignored 
my request to obtain a copy of these proceedings. I then instructed the lawyer in Pakistan to sue 
the Secretary of the National Assembly for Contempt of Court. In response to which I was 



notified that the Speaker of the National Assembly declassified the entire record and that I would 
be supplied with a copy of it. 

This is the story of how the record of proceedings before you was obtained. 

Thank you. 
Yours Sincerely, 
Bashir A. Khan 
 

AN OPEN LETTER  
TO THE SPEAKER OF THE NATIONAL ASSEMBLY OF PAKISTAN 

According to the author of the following letter, who is an Ahmadi Muslim from Canada, the said 
letter was mailed 18 times to Dr. Fahmida Mirza, the Speaker of the National Assembly of 
Pakistan, over a course of 16 month. Frustrated by his inability to elicit a response, the author 
opted to reach out to Mr. Yasser Latif Hamdani, a renowned Pak Tea House blog contributor, to 
openly post the contents of the letter at the Pak Tea House blog. We urge the readers to link 
back to Pak Tea House, read the entire post and offer your comments, if any. Please refrain from 
starting or indulging in any theological debate. 

Ahmadiyya Times | News Staff | Excerpts 
Source & Credit: Pak Tea House | January 27, 2010 

By Bashir A. Khan, LL.B. | Toronto, Canada 

AN OPEN LETTER TO: 
Honourable Dr. Fehmida Mirza 
Speaker, National Assembly of Pakistan 
Parliament House, Islamabad, Pakistan 
 

Dear Madam Speaker, 
My name is Bashir Khan and I graduated from law school last year. At present, I am working in a 
law firm specializing in human rights and refugee law. 

The reason that I am writing to you today is that I am writing a legal thesis on the legal and 
political history behind the passing of The Constitution (Second Amendment) Act, 1974. This was 
passed by the National Assembly of Pakistan on Saturday September 7th 1974 and which 
resulted in members of the Ahmadi/Qadiani/Lahori communities being declared non-Muslim for 
the purpose of the constitution and the law. 

The nature and scope of my thesis will discuss the Qadiani/Ahmadiyya/Lahori community’s legal 
status as a religious minority under the Pakistani constitution and law. I also plan to discuss their 
history, their doctrines, the mass movements of 1953 and 1974 which demanded a minority 
status for them and on the subsequent legal position that they find themselves in since the 
introduction of Anti-lslamic Activities of Quadiani Group, Lahori Group and Ahmadis (Prohibition 
and Punishment) Ordinance, XX of 1984. I also plan to write on the relationship between 
Ordinance XX of 1984 (which added certain sections to the Pakistan Penal Code) and Article 20 of 
the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan (which guarantees freedom of religion) based 
on the judicial pronouncements of various Pakistani courts. 



I must state here that it is my intention to analyse this legal issue not based upon western value 
judgments but to analyse it from the view of the average and reasonable Pakistani citizen, for it is 
only then that one can fully appreciate and value the true moral and legal position by which the 
Pakistani people wish to live by. One cannot truly appreciate the legal system of another nation 
by removing oneself from the religion and culture of that society, which is its lifeblood. 

It is with respect to the 1974 mass movement that I am writing to you about today. After much 
academic research, I discovered that there was a commission of inquiry ordered by the then 
Chief Minister of Punjab, Mr. Muhammad Hanif Ramay on May 31st 1974 to investigate the 
events that had taken place on May 29, 1974 at the railway station in the town of Rabwah, now 
re-named as Chenab Nagar. 

SAMDANI TRIBUNAL/COMMISSION REPORT: 
Mr. Justice K.M.A. Samdani, a judge of the Lahore High Court was appointed to a one man 
tribunal to investigate the incident. This tribunal, the Samdani Tribunal/Commission began its 
fact finding work on June 5th 1974 and concluded its investigation on August 3rd 1974. 

Copies of the Samdani Tribunal/Commission Report were presented to Chief Minister 
Muhammad Hanif Ramay by Mr. Justice Samdani on August 20th 1974. I understand that this 
report was in English and consisted of approximately 112 pages. 

Chief Minister Ramay informed the media on August 23rd 1974 that the Punjab Government had 
forwarded the Samdani Tribunal/Commission findings to Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali Bhutto. 

On August 21st 1974, the federal cabinet discussed the Samdani Tribunal/Commission’s Report. 
You may find it of some interest to know that this report was not presented to the National 
Assembly of Pakistan in 1974. 

I would like to bring to your attention the fact that, the then Honourable Prime Minister, Mr. 
Zulfikar Ali Bhutto gave a statement on May 31, 1974 which was published in the daily 
newspaper Dawn on June 1, 1974 in which he said that “A Commission of Inquiry, headed by a 
High Court judge, had been constituted to investigate the facts about the incident… All citizens 
should await its findings which will be made public”. 

However, unfortunately, to this day the Samdani Tribunal/Commision’s Report has not been 
published. The citizens of Pakistan continue to wait! 

REQUEST: 
The Samdani Tribunal/Commission’s findings would be very useful and indeed most helpful with 
respect to my thesis which pertains to an important aspect of Pakistan’s political and legal 
history. I would like to request your august office to please kindly help me in locating a copy of 
this investigative report. 

Before the Constitution (Second Amendment) Act, 1974 was passed, the Report of the Special 
Committee of the Whole House on the Question of Status in Islam of Persons who do not believe 
in the finality of Prophethood of the holy Prophet Mohammad (Peace be upon him) was adopted 
by the National Assembly. This was done through a motion by the then Law Minister, Mr. Abdul 
Hafeez Pirzada “That the recommendations of the Special Committee of the whole House be 
adopted”.[1] 



Record of Proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House of the National Assembly of 
Pakistan AND the Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House of the National Assembly 
of Pakistan: 

It is with respect to the Record of Proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House of 
the National Assembly of Pakistan AND the Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House 
of the National Assembly of Pakistan that I request your help. The National Assembly of Pakistan 
held its sessions in secret when discussing this issue. Therefore, the Record of Proceedings AND 
the Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House have not been made public. 

Before the actual vote to pass the Second Amendment took place, Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali 
Bhutto made a speech in the National Assembly in which he said: 

Now since it was a secret session, we must respect the secrecy of these proceedings for an 
additional period of time. In history finally nothing remains secret. But there is a time to bring 
out these things. Since the proceedings of the House were in camera and since we give to every 
Member of the House and those who appeared here to make their statements the guarantee 
that they are speaking in utter secrecy and that what they say will not be distorted or will not be 
used or capitalized upon for political or other purposes, I think that it is but necessary that the 
House should maintain, for a given period of time, that secrecy; and in the fullness of time it will 
be possible for us to bring out these proceedings because the record must come out at some 
stage. I do not say that we must bury these records. Not at all. On the contrary it would be 
unrealistic of me to make such a suggestion. I only say that for a period of time, if we want to 
close the chapter, if we want to make a new beginning, if we want to rise to new heights, if we 
want to go forward, if we want to consolidate the national gains, if we want to bring back the 
much needed normalcy to Pakistan, not only on this issue but on other issues also – and let me 
tell the House that I hope that the settlement of this issue will be a harbinger for discussions and 
negotiations on other matters as well – let us hope that this augurs well for us to move to the 
next stage, to move to new challenges with the hope and expectation of resolving all these 
national issues in a spirit of understanding and accommodation.[2] 

I feel that after 36 years of the Record of the National Assembly Proceedings AND the Report of 
the Special Committee of the Whole House being kept secret, now may well be the time to 
realize the desire that Prime Minister Bhutto expressed in his above-quoted speech concerning 
the making of the Record of Proceedings and the Report of the Special Committee public. 

I also feel that for me as a student, these documents are essential to the subject matter on which 
I am writing my thesis. 

REQUEST: 
I, therefore, would like to request you as the Speaker of the National Assembly of Pakistan that 
after 36 years the following records should be opened up to the public: 

The Record of the Proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House on the Question of 
Status in Islam of Persons who do not believe in the finality of Prophethood of the holy Prophet 
Mohammad (Peace be upon him); 

The Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House on the Question of Status in Islam of 
Persons who do not believe in the finality of Prophethood of the holy Prophet Mohammad 
(Peace be upon him); AND 



The Samdani Tribunal/Commission Report BE MADE PUBLIC. 

I am most grateful for the time that you took to read my letter and I thank you in advance for 
looking into this matter for me. 

I look forward to your reply. 

Yours Sincerely, 
Bashir A. Khan 
 

http://pakteahouse.net/2010/01/27/attention-madam-speaker-of-the-national-assembly-of-pakistan/ 

PAKTEA HOUSE 
Attention Madam Speaker Of The National Assembly Of Pakistan 

I received this email and an appended letter to the honorable Speaker of the National Assembly 
of Pakistan, Dr. Fahmida Mirza. This is not being posted here for sectarian debate or any other 
kind of debate but for right of information- any attempts at introducing a theological debate on 
the issue shall be subject to automatic deletion. Surely the geniuses who believe that the second 
amendment to the constitution was justified should not have any problem bringing to light the 
fascinating debate on the issue. And it is appropriate that the PPP government should be in 
power as it was the party in power then as well. -YLH  

Dear Mr. Hamdani sahib, Hello Sir! 

My name is Bashir Khan and I am a recent graduate of the University Of New Brunswick Faculty 
Of Law which is located on the east coast of Canada (bordering Maine). At the moment I am 
working for a firm specialising in human rights and refugee law. I am a Pakistani-Canadian and 
have been living in Canada from the age of 11. I am myself an Ahmadi Muslim. I wanted to 
mention this so that I could express to you that I am a strong believer in Mr. Jinnah’s secular 
Pakistan where all citizens regardless of cast, creed and religion are equal citizens of the state. 

Sir, I need your help! I am writing a legal thesis on the Ahmadiyya issue as a human rights issue in 
Pakistan. I have written a letter to the Speaker of the National Assembly of Pakistan. It is a 4 page 
letter and might I add that it is a most well reasoned letter. I have sent this letter by mail to Dr. 
Fehmida Mirza 18 times over the past 16 months. Unfortunately, no reply has been forthcoming. 
In this letter, which I am attaching to this e-mail, I have asked the speaker of the National 
Assembly to release the record of debates of the Pakistan National Assembly from the year 1974 
which discussed the Second Amendment Bill which declared the Ahmadiyya and Lahori 
community members as non-Muslim. I have also requested a copy of Justice (ret’d) Samdani’s 
judicial report on the anti-ahmadiyya violence in 1974 which has also been suppressed. Sir, could 
you please kindly post my attached 4 page letter on any website that is frequented by Pakistanis 
and open it to comments. So, at least this way other people will be aware of this issue in greater 
depth. Please note my letter is about transparency rather than a soft hearted message for 
tolerance in Pakistan. That message has already been delivered very well by you in your 
numerous, well written, articles. Thank you sir. And please let me know if you could do me this 
favour! Yours Sincerely, 

Bashir A. Khan, LL.B. 

http://pakteahouse.net/2010/01/27/attention-madam-speaker-of-the-national-assembly-of-pakistan/


Honourable Dr. Fehmida Mirza 
Speaker, National Assembly of Pakistan 
Parliament House 
Islamabad, Pakistan 
 

Dear Madam Speaker, 

My name is Bashir Khan and I graduated from law school last year. At present, I am working in a 
law firm specializing in human rights and refugee law. 

The reason that I am writing to you today is that I am writing a legal thesis on the legal and 
political history behind the passing of The Constitution (Second Amendment) Act, 1974. This was 
passed by the National Assembly of Pakistan on Saturday September 7th 1974 and which 
resulted in members of the Ahmadi/Qadiani/Lahori communities being declared non-Muslim for 
the purpose of the constitution and the law. 

The nature and scope of my thesis will discuss the Qadiani/Ahmadiyya/Lahori community’s legal 
status as a religious minority under the Pakistani constitution and law. I also plan to discuss their 
history, their doctrines, the mass movements of 1953 and 1974 which demanded a minority 
status for them and on the subsequent legal position that they find themselves in since the 
introduction of Anti-lslamic Activities of Quadiani Group, Lahori Group and Ahmadis (Prohibition 
and Punishment) Ordinance, XX of 1984. I also plan to write on the relationship between 
Ordinance XX of 1984 (which added certain sections to the Pakistan Penal Code) and Article 20 of 
the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan (which guarantees freedom of religion) based 
on the judicial pronouncements of various Pakistani courts. 

I must state here that it is my intention to analyse this legal issue not based upon western value 
judgments but to analyse it from the view of the average and reasonable Pakistani citizen, for it is 
only then that one can fully appreciate and value the true moral and legal position by which the 
Pakistani people wish to live by. One cannot truly appreciate the legal system of another nation 
by removing oneself from the religion and culture of that society, which is its lifeblood. 

It is with respect to the 1974 mass movement that I am writing to you about today. After much 
academic research, I discovered that there was a commission of inquiry ordered by the then 
Chief Minister of Punjab, Mr. Muhammad Hanif Ramay on May 31st 1974 to investigate the 
events that had taken place on May 29, 1974 at the railway station in the town of Rabwah, now 
re-named as Chenab Nagar. 

SAMDANI TRIBUNAL/COMMISSION REPORT: 
Mr. Justice K.M.A. Samdani, a judge of the Lahore High Court was appointed to a one man 
tribunal to investigate the incident. This tribunal, the Samdani Tribunal/Commission began its 
fact finding work on June 5th 1974 and concluded its investigation on August 3rd 1974. 

Copies of the Samdani Tribunal/Commission Report were presented to Chief Minister 
Muhammad Hanif Ramay by Mr. Justice Samdani on August 20th 1974. I understand that this 
report was in English and consisted of approximately 112 pages. 

Chief Minister Ramay informed the media on August 23rd 1974 that the Punjab Government had 
forwarded the Samdani Tribunal/Commission findings to Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali Bhutto. 



On August 21st 1974, the federal cabinet discussed the Samdani Tribunal/Commission’s Report. 
You may find it of some interest to know that this report was not presented to the National 
Assembly of Pakistan in 1974. 

I would like to bring to your attention the fact that, the then Honourable Prime Minister, Mr. 
Zulfikar Ali Bhutto gave a statement on May 31, 1974 which was published in the daily 
newspaper Dawn on June 1, 1974 in which he said that “A Commission of Inquiry, headed by a 
High Court judge, had been constituted to investigate the facts about the incident… All citizens 
should await its findings which will be made public”.  

However, unfortunately, to this day the Samdani Tribunal/Commision’s Report has not been 
published. The citizens of Pakistan continue to wait! 

REQUEST: 
The Samdani Tribunal/Commission’s findings would be very useful and indeed most helpful with 
respect to my thesis which pertains to an important aspect of Pakistan’s political and legal 
history. I would like to request your august office to please kindly help me in locating a copy of 
this investigative report. 

Before the Constitution (Second Amendment) Act, 1974 was passed, the Report of the Special 
Committee of the Whole House on the Question of Status in Islam of Persons who do not believe 
in the finality of Prophethood of the holy Prophet Mohammad (Peace be upon him) was adopted 
by the National Assembly. This was done through a motion by the then Law Minister, Mr. Abdul 
Hafeez Pirzada “That the recommendations of the Special Committee of the whole House be 
adopted”.[1]  

Record of Proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House of the National Assembly of 
Pakistan AND the Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House of the National Assembly 
of Pakistan: 

It is with respect to the Record of Proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House of 
the National Assembly of Pakistan AND the Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House 
of the National Assembly of Pakistan that I request your help. The National Assembly of Pakistan 
held its sessions in secret when discussing this issue. Therefore, the Record of Proceedings AND 
the Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House have not been made public. 

Before the actual vote to pass the Second Amendment took place, Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali 
Bhutto made a speech in the National Assembly in which he said: 

Now since it was a secret session, we must respect the secrecy of these proceedings for an 
additional period of time. In history finally nothing remains secret. But there is a time to bring 
out these things. Since the proceedings of the House were in camera and since we give to every 
Member of the House and those who appeared here to make their statements the guarantee 
that they are speaking in utter secrecy and that what they say will not be distorted or will not be 
used or capitalized upon for political or other purposes, I think that it is but necessary that the 
House should maintain, for a given period of time, that secrecy; and in the fullness of time it will 
be possible for us to bring out these proceedings because the record must come out at some 
stage. I do not say that we must bury these records. Not at all. On the contrary it would be 
unrealistic of me to make such a suggestion. I only say that for a period of time, if we want to 
close the chapter, if we want to make a new beginning, if we want to rise to new heights, if we 



want to go forward, if we want to consolidate the national gains, if we want to bring back the 
much needed normalcy to Pakistan, not only on this issue but on other issues also – and let me 
tell the House that I hope that the settlement of this issue will be a harbinger for discussions and 
negotiations on other matters as well – let us hope that this augurs well for us to move to the 
next stage, to move to new challenges with the hope and expectation of resolving all these 
national issues in a spirit of understanding and accommodation.[2] 

I feel that after 36 years of the Record of the National Assembly Proceedings AND the Report of 
the Special Committee of the Whole House being kept secret, now may well be the time to 
realize the desire that Prime Minister Bhutto expressed in his above-quoted speech concerning 
the making of the Record of Proceedings and the Report of the Special Committee public. 

I also feel that for me as a student, these documents are essential to the subject matter on which 
I am writing my thesis. 

REQUEST: 
I, therefore, would like to request you as the Speaker of the National Assembly of Pakistan that 
after 36 years the following records should be opened up to the public: 

The Record of the Proceedings of the Special Committee of the Whole House on the Question of 
Status in Islam of Persons who do not believe in the finality of Prophethood of the holy Prophet 
Mohammad (Peace be upon him); 

The Report of the Special Committee of the Whole House on the Question of Status in Islam of 
Persons who do not believe in the finality of Prophethood of the holy Prophet Mohammad 
(Peace be upon him); AND 

The Samdani Tribunal/Commission Report BE MADE PUBLIC. 

I am most grateful for the time that you took to read my letter and I thank you in advance for 
looking into this matter for me. 

I look forward to your reply. 

Yours Sincerely, 
Bashir A. Khan 
 

[1] The National Assembly of Pakistan: Debates, Official Report. Volume V, No. 39. Third Session 
of 1974. Saturday, 7th September 1974. Page 561. 

[2] The National Assembly of Pakistan: Debates, Official Report. Volume V, No. 39. Third Session 
of 1974. Saturday, 7th September 1974. Page 569. 



http://www.dailytimes.com.pk/default.asp?page=2012\10\22\story_22-10-2012_pg3_3 

COMMENT: The 1974 NA proceedings on the Ahmadi issue — Yasser Latif Hamdani 

Consider the role of Pakistan People’s Party’s (PPP) in 1974 when it declared Ahmadis 
to be out of the fold of Islam 

The Supreme Court judgment in the Asghar Khan case has exposed the deep state 
completely. The deep state seeks to control the electoral process to an extent that 
only those suitable to it and its interests can come forward. The Asghar Khan case is 
just the tip of the iceberg. I am sure. Asghar Khan himself was part of the nine-star 
alliance called the Pakistan National Alliance along with a rag tag outfit of mullahs and 
even liberals, which too must have been brought together by similar maneouvring to 
oust Zulfiqar Ali Bhutto in 1977. 

While the deep state is recognised and rightly so for its nefarious role in keeping the 
general will of the people subservient to the vested interests of those who hold the 
strings, it must also be stated that some of our worst decisions have had nothing to do 
with the deep state. Consider the role of Pakistan People’s Party’s (PPP) in 1974 when 
it declared Ahmadis to be out of the fold of Islam, which has since created sectarian 
monsters in Pakistan of which there seems to be no solution any more. The in-camera 
proceedings of the National Assembly — especially the cross examination of the two 
Ahmadi delegations, one from the Qadiani Jamaat and the other from Lahori Jamaat — 
are now common knowledge thanks to a public interest writ petition no. 7283/2010 by 
one Bashir Ahmad Khan adjudicated by his Lordship, Ijaz Chaudhry, then of the 
Lahore High Court. This report is an eye-opener as to how far the ‘liberal’ PPP went in 
its efforts to declare an entire community out of the pale of Islam. 

The argument of both Ahmadi delegations was simple and straightforward: whatever 
the personal views of a sect within Islam, the state had to remain neutral and respect 
each sect’s interpretation. In other words, if a person professes to be a Muslim, the 
matter becomes one between him and God Almighty. The first Ahmadi delegation led 
by Mirza Nasir Ahmad forthrightly put forward that there were two definitions of 
Muslims: one, the political category whereby all sects should be considered within the 
‘Millat-e-Islamia’ and the second, a religious category that is to be left to each Muslim 
sect and would not be the business of the state. Only this way can an endless conflict 
with regards to takfir after takfir could be avoided and political unity of the Muslim 
peoples be ensured. 

Instead of addressing these issues, Yahya Bakhtiar, the then attorney general, 
repetitively attacked Ahmadis on essentially two counts, i.e. Ahmadis’ views on other 
sects and on Ahmadis’ insistence on being counted as a separate sect or group of 
Muslims. By making the whole proceeding about Ahmadis’ religious beliefs and not the 
question of law, i.e. whether the state had any right to interfere in the individual’s 
religious beliefs, Mr Bakhtiar and the PPP conceded a point that hitherto the Pakistani 
state had refused to concede to the clergy, i.e. a majority can decide the beliefs of a 
minority constitutionally. This is hogwash and a throwback to the days of the 
execution of Sir Thomas More, who was executed in 1535 for his ‘Catholic’ beliefs in a 
Protestant England or earlier the Council of Nicaea in 325 AD. The problem with that is 
— other than the fact that we do not live in antiquity or even the Middle Ages — 
Pakistan’s National Assembly is constitutionally not the religious assembly of all the 
Islamic world. Islam does not recognise a clergy and finally, and most importantly, 
Pakistan is not self-avowedly a sectarian Sunni or Shia Muslim state, which Protestant 
England was, and the United Kingdom in theory still is. Indeed, even if we concede 

http://www.dailytimes.com.pk/default.asp?page=2012%5C10%5C22%5Cstory_22-10-2012_pg3_3


that Pakistan is an Islamic state, its constitution takes pains to establish Islamic 
provisions are to be interpreted and applied according to each sect.  

The second plank of Mr Bakhtiar’s argument was that Ahmadis had submitted 
themselves to a separate community and therefore it was alright to declare them out 
of the fold of Islam. He relied heavily on the fact that at the time of partition, the 
Ahmadi community gave a separate representation before the boundary commission, 
overlooking the fact that the Muslim League had given time from its own allotted time 
to the Ahmadi community to give its representation, which was a supplemental 
representation given to counteract the Sikh case for Nankana Sahib. The proceedings 
also contain absolute historical untruths by leaders like Mufti Mehmood, the father of 
Maulana Fazlur Rehman, against Ahmadis to the effect that Ahmadis somehow were 
opposed to the creation of Pakistan. On the contrary, Ahmadis, as a jamaat (party), 
had been instrumental in the Muslim League’s victory in the 1946 elections, and this 
was duly recognised by Quaid-e-Azam and the Muslim League. It is for this reason 
that Jinnah had chosen Zafrullah to plead the Muslim case before the Boundary 
Commission. Meanwhile, Mufti Mehmood had been until partition a leading worker for 
the Jamiat-e-Ulema-Hind and the Congress, having opposed the creation of Pakistan 
throughout, as did most of the Islamic divines who in 1974 deposed against the 
Ahmadis. 

The 1974 proceedings expose the dual-faced bigotry of the mullahs and their ability to 
lie blatantly. The same mullahs, of course, later became the recipients of the funds 
that were released by Messrs Beg, Durrani and Younas Habib. In many ways, the 
proceedings are also a damning indictment of the PPP and its liberal protestations. Far 
from being liberal or secular, the PPP comes across as a prejudiced and biased 
majoritarian party. In retrospect, the decision by Ahmadis to even submit themselves 
to such examination and exercise in futility was a tactical mistake of immense 
proportions. Perhaps they assumed that reason might still prevail over ignorance and 
bigotry. They were wrong. 

In the end, it must be stated — as a disclaimer — that this author has never 
subscribed to any of the Ahmadi religious beliefs. This is necessary because it seems 
that anyone who speaks out for the cause of justice for this patriotic and honest 
Pakistani community is automatically branded as one of them. If I was one, I would 
proudly say so. However, my interest in this subject arises mainly out of my concern 
as a Pakistani on what this crass and crude exercise in sectarianism has led this 
country to. 
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