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Abstract

Undoubtedly, every human being in the world longs for peace, love and prosperity. No one likes
injustice, insecurity, hatred and poverty. That is why the government has been formed
everywhere in the world. The most important and paramount importance is given to the
protection of basic human rights. Because in the collective life there are people with different
thoughts and ideas living a life of good, trained, sincere and loyal people. There will also be
beasts, lions, leopards and human-killing snakes and scorpions in human form. There are poor,
weak, poor and destitute classes in the society and there are also powerful, rich classes. Left
reason. If there is no legislation for basic human rights in a country, then human-like beasts will
tear apart the weaker sections.

o= When the beloved homeland came into existence in 1947, an attempt was made to make a
consensus constitution, but mutual squabbling remained an obstacle in making a unanimous
constitution, but it came too late, it came true, and finally in 1973, a unanimous constitution was
drafted. Guarantees the fundamental rights of the citizens. The details of fundamental rights are
given in Articles 8 to 28 of the Constitution of Pakistan. This provision of the Constitution not
only underscores the importance of basic human rights but also clarifies the direction of the state.
Every citizen has the right to be aware of the fundamental rights guaranteed in the constitution. It
IS important to mention these articles of the constitution under which every person living in
Pakistan has fundamental rights. Protecting the life, property and dignity of citizens is the
primary responsibility of the government, which is why Article 9 of our Constitution guarantees
that, except where the law requires it, any person shall have the right to life or liberty. Under
Article 10 of the Constitution, the accused is also given the necessary protection. The right to
defense is guaranteed. Similarly, Article 11 of the Constitution guarantees that slavery, all forms
of forced labor and the sale and purchase of human beings in any form are prohibited. I cannot
be kept in the house. Under Article 14 of the Constitution, the privacy of the home will be
prohibited. I have the right to freedom of movement and residence in any part of the country.
They are entitled to legal protection. But sadly, despite the fundamental human rights enshrined
in the Constitution, when we look at the current situation in Pakistan, it is not difficult for any
rational person to decide that the beloved homeland. In practice, the law of fundamental rights
enshrined in the constitution does not apply equally to all people. They are leaving and the
people are forced to live in poverty. The country's prime minister has been disqualified for
corruption and money laundering, and is facing a number of lawsuits in the accountability court.
The worst horse-trading in recent Senate elections There is also a question mark. The country is
divided into two classes, one class has occupied the resources of the country, their wealth is not
counted while the other class is in need of two meals a day.
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However, not only our constitution, our religion is also a champion of basic human rights. The
last sermon of the Holy Prophet on the occasion of the Covenant of Medina and Hujjat-ul-Wada
'is a wonderful example of promotion, tolerance and tolerance of human rights. No virtue was
given, except for piety. The establishment of Pakistan was also implemented under the Manifesto
of complete freedom of expression of every person. This is a moment of reflection for the
government. Therefore, it is the duty of those in power and those in power to work for the
removal of obstacles to the protection of human rights and the prevention of their violations.
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