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Pakistan National Assembly Proceedings, August–September 1974: (1) 

Attorney-General quotes from Hazrat Mirza Ghulam Ahmad in wrong 

time order of publication and demolishes his own case 

by Dr Zahid Aziz 

The Attorney-General Yahya Bakhtiar began summarising the proceed-

ings of the National Assembly of Pakistan on 5th September 1974 in the 

afternoon. He placed before the House the motion “to declare that the 

followers of Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, by whatever name they are called, 

are not Muslims…” 

We comment below on the part of his summary on pages 2689–2693 in 

the record of the proceedings published by the National Assembly in 

2010. After our comments, we append the original pages from the 

record. (For convenience, we have numbered those pdf pages as 1–5). 

He begins by mentioning “the first stage” of his claims as follows: 

“… the first stage was when he was a religious leader like other 

Muslim religious leaders having the same faith, the same view, 

the same notions, and he crossed swords with Christians and 

Arya Samajes. To indicate his view at this stage, say from 1875–

76 to 1888–1889, I will first read a quotation. It is a translation 

from Arabic from ‘Roohani Khazain’, volume 7, page 220, by 

Mirza Ghulam Ahmad Qadiani.” (Bolding is ours.) 

In the record of the proceedings he reads out this quotation in Urdu. 

It is in fact translated from his Arabic book Hamamat-ul-Bushra, 

published in February 1894, more than two years after he claimed to be 

Promised Messiah and was accused of claiming to be a prophet by the 

Ulama. For our readers we present it in English below: 

https://www.ahmadiyya.org/pakistan/na-1974/


2 
 

“Do you not know that the Merciful Lord has declared our Holy 

Prophet, may peace and the blessings of Allah be upon him, to 

be the Khatam-ul-anbiya unconditionally, and our Holy Prophet 

has explained this in his words: ‘There is no prophet after me’, 

which is a clear explanation for the seekers of truth? If we 

consider as allowed the appearance of a prophet after our 

Prophet, may peace and the blessings of Allah be upon him, 

then we have to allow the opening of the door of wahy 

nubuwwat (revelation to prophets) after its closing, and this is 

clearly wrong, as is not hidden from Muslims. How can a pro-

phet come after our Prophet, may peace and the blessings of 

Allah be upon him,  when revelation has been terminated after 

his death and Allah has ended the prophets with him?” (See 

Ruhani Khaza’in, vol. 7, p. 200) 

The Attorney-General follows this by reading out three other quota-

tions in their original Urdu. We translate these into English below: 

“The Holy Prophet, may peace and the blessings of Allah be 

upon him,  had repeatedly said that no prophet would come 

after him, and the hadith ‘There is no prophet after me’ was so 

well-known that no one had any doubt about its authenticity. 

And the Holy Quran, every word of which is binding, in its verse 

‘he is the Messenger of Allah and the Khatam-an-nabiyyin’, 

confirmed that prophethood has in fact ended with our Holy 

Prophet.” (Kitab al-Bariyya; Ruhani Khaza’in, vol. 13, pp. 217-

218, footnote) 

“Every wise person can understand that if God is true to His 

promise, and the promise given in the Khatam-an-nabiyyin 

verse, which has been explicitly mentioned in the Hadith, that 
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now, after the death of the Messenger of Allah, may peace and 

the blessings of Allah be upon him, Gabriel has been forbidden 

forever from bringing wahy nubuwwat — if all these things are 

true and correct, then no person at all can come as a messenger 

(rasul) after our Prophet.” (Izala Auham, p. 577; Ruhani 

Khaza’in, vol. 3, p. 412) 

“I too curse the person who claims prophethood, and I hold that 

‘there is no god but Allah and Muhammad is His Messenger,’ 

and I believe in the finality of prophethood of the Holy Prophet, 

may peace and the blessings of Allah be upon him.” (Majmu‘a 

Ishtiharat, vol. ii, p. 297–298) 

Immediately after this last quotation, the Attorney-General writes: 

“This was the first stage of his religious career. The second stage 

starts somewhere in 1888…” (see p. 2 in the appended pdf) 

The dates of publication of the above three references, respectively, 

are as follows: January 1898, September 1891, and January 1897; and 

the first one, as mentioned above, was published in February 1894. All 

the four publications, from which the Attorney-General has quoted, 

came after Hazrat Mirza Ghulam Ahmad claimed to be the Promised 

Messiah, after his controversy with the Ulama, and after they had 

accused him of claiming to be a prophet and declared him as an 

unbeliever (kafir). 

The Attorney-General did not know, nor did he care to find out, the 

dates of publication of the references which he was quoting. He simply 

went by what the references say. He has proved, unintentionally and 

unknowingly, that even after Hazrat Mirza sahib claimed to be the 

Promised Messiah, he still denied claiming to be a prophet and affirmed 
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that no prophet can come after the Holy Prophet Muhammad. The 

Attorney-General has thus fatally demolished his own case and the 

case of the National Assembly. And since he has stated that, at the 

point of the publication of these references, Hazrat Mirza sahib: 

“was a religious leader like other Muslim religious leaders 

having the same faith, the same view, the same notions”, 

it means that the Ulama of the time were wrong to declare him and his 

followers as kafir. 

The Attorney-General then says: 

“we go on to the second stage of his career and how he starts at 

the beginning.” 

For this he quotes Hazrat Mirza sahib’s lecture in Sialkot and says: 

“He does not claim that he is a prophet. But he says, and I 

quote…” 

The Attorney-General is obviously not aware that the lecture at Sialkot 

was delivered in November 1904, only three and a half years before his 

death. So he was not claiming to be a prophet even then! He goes on to 

argue that Hazrat Mirza sahib took the last step of clearly claiming to be 

a prophet: 

“in Haqiqat-ul-Wahy, published in Ruhani Khaza’in, volume 22…” 

This book was published in May 1907, just one year before his 

death. Thus, according to the Attorney-General, Hazrat Mirza sahib 

claimed to be a prophet only during the last year of his life! The 

Attorney-General is contradicting his own case that Hazrat Mirza sahib 

claimed to be a prophet after claiming to be the Promised Messiah 

around 1890. 
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From the published record of the proceedings of the Pakistan 
National Assembly, 5 September 1974, pages 2689–2693.
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