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Islamabad district and sessions court Judge Muhammad Afzal Majoka has emphasised that the
verdictinImran Khan-BushraBibi Nikkah Iddat case willbe announced by July 12. The district
and sessions courton Wednesday adjourned the hearing on appeals against the conviction of

Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaffounder Imran Khan and his wife, Bushra Bibiin the Nikkah Iddat case


https://rahbarkisan.com/wp/imran-khan-bushra-bibi-iddat-nikkah-case-verdict-to-be-announced-by-july-12/

until July 8. Earlier, an Islamabad courton June 27 had rejected pleas seeking the suspension of
sentences handed down to PTIfounding chairman Imran and hiswife Bushra Bibiin theiddat
(mandatorywaiting period for Muslim women between two marriages) case. Today, the
additional district and sessions Judge Muhammad Afzal Majoka presided over the hearing. PTI's
counsel Salman Akram Raja. Yesterday, Rajahad partially argued against the rejection of the
suspension of the sentence. Atthe outset of the hearing, Advocate Rajacommenced his arguments
ashe cited Section 7 of the Muslim Family Law. Towhich Judge Majoka asked, “Are yousaying that
Section 7 does notapplyin this case?” Rajareferenced variousjudicial decisions on Muslim law,
arguing thatfamilylawis part of personallaw and falls under the jurisdiction of the Shariat Court.
He contended that, according to the previous rulings by the country’s apex court, a divorce
becomes effective evenifthe Union Council procedureisnot completed. Judge Majoka observed
thatin one case,awoman claimed maintenance despite the lack of a Section 7 notice, and the court
granted hertherighttomaintenance. Rajaargued thatawoman could marrywithouta Union
Council certificate and thatinvalidating thousands of marriages annually would create numerous
inheritanceissues. He cited the Allahd dad case, where the courtruled that the Iddat (waiting
period)restarts upon the husband’s death. Various interpretations of the Iddat period were

discussed, including the acceptance of 39 days and three menstrual cycles. Judge Majoka



questioned whether the trial court should have accepted these references or sought evidence. Raja
responded thatifthe references were notaccepted, the court should haverequested evidence. He
further argued thatthetrial court overlooked the Shariat appellate bench ofthe SCand that the
focusshould be on thelegitimacy of the Nikkah ceremony, not the accusation of adultery. Raja
concluded his arguments saying everythingin this case was dependent on Latif s testimony. The
statements of all witnesses, including Khawar Maneka and Latif, are based onlies, he alleged.
PTI'sRaja completed his arguments, while Barrister Salman Safdar was summoned to provide
counterarguments. Safdarrequested thathisarguments be scheduled for Monday as he was
unavailable thenextday. He assured the court thathe would conclude his arguments within two
hours.Judge Majokareiterated that the courtmustdeliveritsdecision byJuly 12.The complainant
Khawar Maneka's counsel, Zahid Asif, expressed interestin hearing Safdar’s arguments.
Chairman PTIBarrister Gohar claimed that the Nikkah case against Imran Khan was a first-of-its-
kind, designed to politically victimise and exert pressure on him. “A personalnature case was
created tobring Khan Sahibinto compromisingsituations, buthe hasremained strong despite the
involvement of awoman in this case,” Gohar maintained. The chairman mentioned that the IHC
directed a decision on this case by the 10 of the month adding that today the party’s counselled by

Salman Akram Raja completed its arguments. “The hearingis adjourned until Monday, and we



hope forreliefin thiscase,” henoted. The party’s counsel Raja also talked to the media, he stated,
“We presented detailed arguments on the main appeals and submitted past decisions from the
Shariah Court, SC, and high courtto this court.” “This case priesintoa woman's privatelife, which
should notbebroughtbefore the court. Even Islamic teachings do not permit this,” Rajasaid.On
February 3, Imran and Bushra Bibiwere sentenced in the Iddat Nikkah case. Twenty dayslater,
the appeal againstthe verdictwasfiled in the sessions court. Judge Arjumand heard the appeal and
was expected to announce hisruling on May 29, when herequested the IHCto send the case to
anotherjudge.OnJune9, BushraBibifiled a petition in the IHC seeking the suspension ofher
conviction and sentencingintheIddatcase.OnJune 14, theIHC ordered the additional sessions
courtofIslamabad todecide the appeals of PTIfounder Imran Khan and his wife Bushra against
their convictioninthelIddat Nikkah casein one month.OnJune 11, the court questioned the
validity ofajudge’srecusalfrom the case, suggesting that the reason for withdrawal might not be
justified. Later, the IHC transferred the case to ADS] Muhammad Afzal Majuka.Imran and Bibi
challenged the transfer of the appealin the IHC through lawyer Salman Akram Raja. However, the

registrar s office raised the objection that the appeal was pending before the session court.



