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The Supreme Court’s (SC) full bench led by ChiefJustice Pakistan (CJP) Qazi Faez Isa hasreserved
itsverdict regarding the SunniIttehad Council s (SIC) case on reserved seats, requesting to dismiss
SIC'sappeal and uphold the verdict of the Peshawar High Court (PHC) on the matter. The full court,
led by CJP, heard the case. The Election Commission of Pakistan (ECP) has already submitted a
writtenresponse to the apex court, stating that the SICisnolonger entitled to the reserved seats. It
reiterated that the SIC’s eligibility was compromised on several grounds. The court announced
thatthereserved verdict on the SIC case will be announced after consultation. Atthe outsetofthe
hearing, Faisal Siddiqui, a senior counsel representing the SIC, raised significant allegations
againstthe ECP, accusing it of failing to fulfil its duties transparently. “Their [Election
Commission’s] response on allegations of dishonesty regarding reserved seats for the Balochistan

Awami Partywas inadequately substantiated,” SIC's counsel contended. He cited thatin 2018, the


https://rahbarkisan.com/wp/sc-reserves-verdict-in-sic-reserved-seats-case/

Balochistan AwamiParty (BAP) did not win any seats, but they were allocated three reserved
seats. The chiefjustice pressed for clarity on the ECP’sadherence to constitutional texts in their
decision-making processes, asking, “Was the Election Commission's decision regarding reserved
seats for the Balochistan Awami Party under thelaw?” Towhich the SIC's counsel responded that
the ECPhad not conducted a transparent allocation process for reserved seats, as he cited
precedents andlegal texts to support his arguments. * Did the Balochistan Awami Party participate
in the elections in Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa?” asked Justice Irfan Saadat. Advocate Siddiqui clarified
thatthe Balochistan Awami Party participated but did not win any seats. Political parties cannot
be arbitrarily denied their rightful share of representation,” CJPIsaremarked. CJ Jamal Khan
Mandokhail queried, “Is the Election Commission treating all political entities equally in terms of
seatallocation?” The courtnoted thatthereisa distinction between political parties and
parliamentary decisions made within Parliament. “Political parties do not have the authority to
make such decisions,” Justice Jamal Mandokhail emphasized while noting that parliamentary
parties are not bound to follow political decisions. He continued, “Just as the prime minister
cannot vote, parliamentaryparties are notbound to implement political party decisions.” “You're
absolutelyright,” acknowledged Siddiqui as Mandokhail s statement drew laughter from the

courtroom. The courtraised a questionregarding what would happenifapolitical party were to



secure seatsin several provincesbutnoneinaparticular province. “The Balochistan Awami Party
won seatsin other provinces but none in Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa. The Election Commission slack
oftransparencyisevident,” Siddiquiaccused. “Doyouwant the Supreme Court to take judicial
notice?” CJPIsainquired. He continued, “Ifnot, why mention it? Ifyou wantto file a case regarding
the 2018 elections, doit” The SIC’s counsel Advocate urgedifthe “Election Commission was
behaving discriminatorily, the Supreme Courtshould examineit.” “Does this mean the 2018
Election Commission was correct?” the CJP further questioned. “The Greeks used to say if they
couldn’tspeak with evidence, they would punish the individual,” Siddiquilikened. “Is the Greek
example a good argument?Isit constitutional?” CJPIsa probed. “Nota good argument, but their
[ECP’s] hypocrisyisevident,” Siddiqui countered. Justice Mandokhel queried the potential
implications for those individuals who are associated with the Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf (PTI) but
laterjoined the Sunni Council (SIC). “Ifan independent candidate declares affiliation, they can
joinit [SIC],” PTI'slegal counsel Salman Akram Raja said. The PTI's counsel explained that PTI-
backed SIC candidates did have any other choice apart from joining SIC. He further noted that
whatever precedent ECP setaboutindependents before was their fault. The courthasreserved the
verdictand adjourned the hearing. The ECP on March 1 refused to allot these reserved seatsto the

SIC.The Peshawar High Court (PHC) on March 25 also upheld the ECP order, prompting the SIC to



approach the apex court. Earlier, ECP told the Supreme Courtthat the SIC's constitution is violative
ofarticles17,20& 25 of the Constitution and the partyisnot entitled to any reserved seats for
women and in particular for non-Muslims. The ECP on December 22, 2023, stripped the PTI of its
electionsymbolinview ofirregularitiesinitsintra-party polls. The Supreme Courton January 13
upheld the ECP order, forcing the PTI candidates to contest the February 8 general elections as
independents. Theindependent candidatesjoined the SIC after the announcement of official
electionresults. The SIClater soughtreserved seatsin the parliament and provincial assembliesin

proportiontoits general seats.



