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“The delaying tactics and moratorium being used by

the Federal Shariat Court in the case pertaining to
Riba are condemnable.”

(Hafiz Aakif Saeed)

Lahore (PR): “The delaying tactics and moratorium being used by the Federal Shariat
Court in the case pertaining to Riba are condemnable.”

This was said by the Ameer of Tanzeem-e-Islami, Hafiz Aakif Saeed, in a statement. The Ameer
noted that the remark made by the court that it would be useless to abolish Riba (Interest; both
usury and institutional) until an “alternative system” was developed to replace it was nothing short of
being riotously ironic. He added that it was neither the role nor the purview of the Federal Shariat
Court to “search” for a system alternative to Riba (when it already exists). The court’s jurisdiction
was to rule that the current system of Interest (both usury and institutional) was, in fact, Riba, which
has been declared as an absolute prohibition (Haram-e-Multak) in the Qur'an. The jurisdiction of the
court is to examine which laws or practices are in violation of the Islamic Shariah and give decisions
accordingly. The Ameer said that this case had been remanded to the Federal Shariat Court in 2002
and its formal hearing began in the court in 2013. Yet the court had been unable to deliver a verdict
on this case even after all these years. Whereas, the same institution (Federal Shariat Court) in the
year 1991 and the Shariat Appellate Bench of the Supreme Court in the year 1999 had delivered
extremely comprehensive, detailed and exhaustive decisions on the matter, after deliberations of
only 2 and 5 months, respectively. In the decision made by the Federal Shariat Court in the year
1991, the late Justice (r) Dr. Tanzil-ur-Rahman had categorically stated that the current system of
Interest (both usury and institutional) and Riba were one and the same thing. The Ameer concluded
by demanding that the Federal Shariat Court ought to fuffill its constitutional and religious
obligations in the matter pertaining to the pending case of Riba (interest; both usury and
institutional).
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