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PTIeligible for reserved seats, ECP's allocation
toruling coalition unconstitutional: SC
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ISLAMABAD:

The Supreme Courtof Pakistan hassaid that Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insafwas entitled for reserved
seatsand that the Election Commission of Pakistan (ECP)’s decision of allocating reserved seats to
theruling colaition was unconsititional. The verdict on the SunniIttehad Council (SIC) reserved
seats case was announced by a full bench of the Supreme Courtled by ChiefJustice QaziFaez Isa.It
comprised of Justices Syed Mansoor Ali Shah, Munib Akhtar, Yahya Afridi, Aminuddin Khan,
Jamal Khan Mandokhail, Muhammad Ali Mazhar, Ayesha Malik, Athar Minallah, Syed Hasan
Azhar Rizvi, Shahid Waheed, Irfan Saadat Khan, and Naeem Akhtar Afghan. The verdict

suspended the previousdecisions of ECP, PHCregarding the allocation of reserved seats.


https://rahbarkisan.com/wp/pti-eligible-for-reserved-seats-ecps-allocation-to-ruling-coalition-unconstitutional-sc/

Candidatesofthe PTIcannotbe declaredindependent candidates, nor representatives ofany
otherparty, theverdictsaid adding that the ECP had incorrectly declared members of PTI as
independents. “The Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf (PTI)was a political party, remains a political
party’, the order said while instructing the PTI to submit alist of itsreserved seats candidates
within 15 days. The decision was announced by a 8-5 majority of the full courtbench. ChiefJustice
QaziFaezIsa, Justice Jamal Mandokhail, Justice Naeem Afghan, Justice Yahya Afridi, and Justice
Ameenuddin Khan opposed the majority decision. Justice Yahya Afridi, in his dissenting note, said
thatcandidateswho provided certificates of PTI affiliation should be declared PTIcandidates and
allocatedreserved seats proportionally.On June 27, the ECP presented an order indicating that
some nomination papers had party affiliations. Of the 80individuals, 40 were given 15 days to
decide their party affiliation. Justice Ameenuddin Khan rejected the SICl's appeal. Justice Naeem
Afghan agreed with hisnote. CJP Isa and Justice Jammal Mandokhail noted that the SICdid not win
anyseatsnor submitalist forreserved seats and emphasized the constitutional concept of
proportionalrepresentation. The SIChad earlier held alarge protest outside the apex courtahead
oftheannouncement. Earlier on Tuesday, a three-member bench comprising ChiefJustice of
Pakistan (CJP) QaziFaezIsaand Justices Naeem Akhtar Afghan and Aqeel Ahmed Abbasihad

reserved the verdictin the case after closing the hearing on a set of appeals moved by the SIC. The



verdict pertains to the SIC's plea challenging the Peshawar High Court’s (PHC) decision, which
upheld the Election Commission of Pakistan's (ECP) move to deny reserved seats in the assemblies
to PTI-backed lawmakers. Theissue of reserved seats arose following the February 8 elections,
where over 80independent candidates, backed by Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf(PTI), emerged
victorious andlaterjoined the SIC.It followed CJPIsa’s January 10 decision that effectively
deprived the PTI ofits ‘cricketbat’ election symbol ahead of the February 8 general elections. The
PTI-back candidates, whohad emerged victoriousin the election and joined the SIC after their
party'ssymbol was taken, sought to claim seats reserved for minorities and women. However, the
Election Commission of Pakistan (ECP) rejected this allocation, citing the SIC's failure to submit its
list of candidates. Inresponse, the SIC approached the Peshawar High Court (PHC), which upheld
the ECP’s decision. Dissatisfied with this outcome, the SIC escalated the matter to the Supreme
Court, seekingto overturnthe PHCruling and secure 67 reserved seats forwomen and 11 for
minorities. The allocation of these reserved seatsis crucial asitsignificantlyimpacts the
composition of the opposition benches. The PTI-backed SIC candidateslost 77 reserved seatsin the
National Assembly and provincial assemblies due to the PHC s verdict. The PHC ruling allowed the
ruling coalition, comprising the Pakistan Muslim League-Nawaz (PML-N), Pakistan Peoples Party

(PPP), and other allies, to gain a two-thirds majority in the National Assembly. This decision



increased the PML-N’s seatsto 123 and the PPP’sto 73, while the SIC held 82 seats. The bench
suspended the PHC s verdict and the ECP’s decision, which temporarily deprived the ruling
coalition of its two-thirds majority in the lower house. The federal government and the ECP have
opposed the SIC’s plea. Inits submission, the government, represented by Attorney General of
Pakistan Mansoor Usman Awan, argued thatreserved seats should only be allocated to political
partiesthat contested the elections, won atleast one seat, and submitted a candidatelist by the
stipulated deadline. The ECP echoed this stance, highlighting the SICs failure to meet the January

24 deadline for submittingitslist of candidates.



