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Intr oduction

On the 8th of June 2012 Additional District Judge, Sunil Kumar Singh,
Presiding officer of the District and Session Court, Allahabad,
pronounced life imprisonment to 36 year old Seema Azad, writer and
editor of Dastak (a monthly magazine) and the Organising Secretary
of the People’s Union for Civil Liberties, Uttar Pradesh branch, under
waging war against the Government of India and for offences related
to being a member and supporter of a terrorist organisation. Her

Travesty of Justice:
Seema Azad and the Vishwa Vijay Case

To ask for papers proving guilt in black and white,
Is useless for there need be no such papers

The guilty have proof of their innocence
The innocent often have no proof.

- Bertolt Brecht

A Critique of the Allahabad Court Judgement

About four dozens of peasants cultivating village
common lands for decades were beaten up, fired upon
and sprayed with water canon when they tried to resist
occupation of their small agriculture plots (ranging from
½ to 5 acres). 16 peasants were admitted to hospital
including two women while dozens more received baton
blows and did not reported in hospital. One person has
a bullet shot, while many others were hit by teargas
shells. About 300 farmers, mostly small and middle
gathered in Charason and  Balberah villages under the
leadership of BKU (Dakaunda), when police, revenue
officials and rural development and  panchayat raj
officials descended on the two adjoining villages of
Charason and Balbehra to wrest control of about 140
acres of land. Both these villages have about 800 to

(Continued in page 2)
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State Repression on Punjab Farmers on 19 th June, 2012
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an effort to silence human rights
activists and all voices of dissent.
We need to fight it back NOW!!

About Seema Azad
Seema now almost 37

years was born on 5th August 1975,
soon after the emergency was
imposed. She initially studied in
Gorakhpur and later in Allahabad
after her family moved following her
father’s transfer to the city. She
completed her B.A. and master’s
degree in psychology from
Allahabad University. Till 1995, her
interests were mainly confined to
scientific quests in understanding
the mysteries of the universe. But
very soon she connected these
inquiries with societal movements
through books such as J.D. Bernal’s
book, Science in History. She also
tried to understand the obstacles
slowing down the speed of the
society she lived in through other
books such as Julius Fuchik’s Notes
from the Gallows. In 1995-96, she
became active in student and gender
politics. Seema remained active on
the women’s liberation front till
2001. The bonds forged with the
revolutionary students movement
continued till 2004.

Seema made her own
choice in marriage and married
Vishwa Vijay and left home. She got
rid of the caste identity reflected in
her name and replaced her surname,
Srivastava, with ‘Azad’. A new
Seema was born: Seema Azad. She
put together some money and bought
a motorbike. She went amongst
people to write about their lives,
their struggles, and their dreams.
Her constant effort was to ensure
publication of ordinary people’s
struggles in newspapers. Till 2006
she wrote regularly for Sahara.
Many other newspapers in
Allahabad also prominently featured

husband Vishwa Vijay too was
similarly sentenced. The Judgement
came exactly after the two had spent
twenty seven months (two years and
three months) in Naini Jail.

This Judgement has once
again exposed how the Indian
Security Establishment, the Police
and the Intelligence are working in
tandem with a section of the
Judiciary and that any arrest made
in the name of Maoism and
Terrorism can be justified by
invoking the draconian laws like the
UAPA and the colonial era security
provisions of the Indian Penal Code.
Through this judgement there is also

an attempt to send a warning to all
activists of their fate if they are going
to be questioning government policy
or hold alternative views.

Thus it becomes very
important to examine the case,
critique the judgement and build a
campaign against this injustice
demanding the release of Seema
Azad and Vishwa Vijay. It is also
important that we do so at this
juncture when disappearances, false
cases and illegal detentions have
become rampant in the name of
fighting Maoism and Terrorism. An
undeclared emergency persists with
life and liberty of the people of India
being the biggest casualty. There is
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1967, amended 2004 and 2008 and
IPC sections 120 (b), 121, 121(A)
of the IPC.

The family of the Seema
only learnt about it the next day
through the news channels, following
which they rushed to the police
station and had to find their way
through a maze of cameramen and
photographers to even get a glimpse
of her.

The local magistrate did not
grant the police the remand of Seema
and Vishwa Vijay on the 7th of
February and they were sent to
Naini Jail in Allahabad soon after.

The Police Story against Seema
Azad and Vishwa Vijay

Interestingly the charge
sheet made out by the police does
not go beyond the FIR. The only
movement in the story of the FIR
come from what the police tries to
show  from  what they obtained in
the house search, a procedure that
was carried out through an illegal
remand 5 months after her arrest.
Thus we have combined both and are
presenting a summary of it.

The story on the basis of
which charges were made out by the
prosecution against Seema Azad and
her husband is as follows:

Information that Seema
Azad and her husband Vishwa Vijay
were CPI (Maoist) activists was
made available to them by a  CPI
Maoist party person arrested in
Gorakhpur on 06.02.2010, some
hours before the couple were
arrested. Which is how they came
under surveillance and were tracked
down.

That Seema Azad and her
husband were at the railway station
at 9.30 pm on the 6th of February in
order to board a train to Kanpur for
a CPI( Maoist) meeting of Bihar,

her reports. Seema also became a
part of movements associated with
human rights and those that were
taking place against the exploitation
and oppression of peasants and
workers.

After 2006 she decided to
bring out a magazine which she
decided would contribute to
privilege people’s movements and
socio-political thoughts. The
magazine, Dastak, became a part of
the movement. Through the
magazine, she did a thorough
investigation of the Ganga
Expressway plan which threatened to
displace thousands of farmers. In
order that the threats posed by the
Expressway plan be known to more
and more people, she published the
findings of her survey in the form of
a booklet and distributed copies.
Dastak also published a long report
on the arbitrary arrests and excesses
by the STF upon Muslim youth in
Azamgarh. Seema Azad became
more and more active in the human
rights movement. One issue of the
magazine in 2009 also focussed on
whether Obama (US President) was
really talking of the change that poor
people living in the third world
countries wanted to see.

Seema’s inspiration in life
was her father, Mr. MP Srivastava
who retired as Assistant Labour
Commissioner from the Government
of UP. He was well known for
making efforts at ensuring justice for
workers. After his retirement he
published several books on labour
laws and its praxis the State and the
country.

She also joined the PUCL
branch in Uttar Pradesh in 2009
where she was entrusted with the
responsibility of the Organising
Secretary.

At the time of Seema’s
arrest, there was a generation of

youth in Uttar Pradesh vocal in
raising human rights issues,
profiling of Muslims, corrupt
politics, plundering economy,
growing social insecurity, violence-
inciting politics, manipulations
resorted to for winning the votes of
Dalits and minorities and then
oppressing the same people: all these
were creating anger and discontent
amongst people. Such a reaction was
seen as a threat by both the centre
and the state. One name expressing
this protest was that of Seema
Azad’s.

The Arr est of Seema and Vishwa
Vijay

Like every year this time
too Seema was at the International
Book Fair in Delhi. She left Delhi
on the 5th February evening and took
Rewa Express back to Delhi. It was
after their train had crossed Kanpur
in the morning of the 6th, that she
felt that something was amiss when
strange tall men all with a police
look, got into her coach. Very soon
she knew that they were from Andhra
Pradesh as she realised they were
speaking Telegu. When she got off
at Allahabad she was surrounded by
more men, but she continued to move
towards the Civil Lines exit, where
her husband Vishwa Vijay was
waiting for her. When Vishwa Vijay
was getting his moped off the
parking, they were arrested. The time
was 11.30 am.

However the FIR number
33/ 2010 (Criminal Case number 37/
2010) dated 6th February, 2012  was
lodged at the Khuldabad police
station,  Allahabad, shows the timing
of arrest as 9.30pm from the other
exit of the Railway Station which is
the Khushrubag. The section under
which they were booked were
sections 18, 20, 21, 23 (2) of the
Unlawful Activities Prevention Act,
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Jharkhand and UP representatives,
where some important leaders who
were wanted were also reaching.

Their sling bags (jholas)
contained some literature ostensibly
published by the CPI Maoist party.
(Interestingly the FIR claims that the
policemen as per the rules carried out
a search of each other and only after
being satisfied that nobody had
anything that could be planted that
they searched the two. There was a
woman constable who searched
Seema)

Interestingly according to
the FIR they both stated to the police
(supposedly while standing at the
railway station) that they were
activists of the CPI Maoist party and
that they wanted to establish Maoist
rule by overthrowing the State and
that it could only be achieved
through an armed resistance.

Since they were unable to
show the papers of the moped their
two wheeler had to be seized and that
they were also charged under the
Motor Vehicles Act.

Prior to their arrest in
Gorakhpur and subsequent to their
arrest, the  people who were arrested
in Kanpur and in Delhi who were all
CPI (Maoists) or sympathisers of the
CPI (Maoist) party were found with
published literature, of which some
were the same as that were found in
the possession of Seema Azad.

That the disclosure
statements made to the police by the
those arrested persons referred
above stated that Seema Azad and
her husband were activists of the
Maoist party. (please note that no
confessional statements were made
out in front of the magistrates of
anybody. The entire case moves on
statements made to the police).

That recoveries were made
from her house included copies of
the magazine Dastak, a report on the

Ganga Expressway project, and
‘secret’ document of the CPI Maoist
party and a cell phone. That Seema
Azad and Vishwa Vijay was taken on
police remand over five months after
her arrest.

That the call details
obtained concerning the cell phone
of Seema Azad show that she
travelled widely to “secret” places.

That the ‘secret’ document
owned up to killing of security
personnel by the CPI  aoist Party and
waging a war against the
Government of India.

On these details hangs the
story that claims that Seema Azad
and her husband are activists of the
CPI Maoist party and that they are
also conspirators and participants in
the waging of war against the
government.  Hence Seema and her
husband were charged under S.
120B, 121, 121A of the IPC and S.
13, 18, 20, 21, 23(2), 38, 39, 40 of
the UAPA.

Seema’s Version
Seema’s story is a far cry

from the police version. She
deboarded the Rewa Express at the
Allahabad Railway Station at 11:30
a.m. on 06.02.2010 and her husband
had come on their two wheeler
moped to receive her at the railway
station. Outside the station, they
were approached by the police; her
belongings, money, Dastak
magazine, cell phone, camera were
forcibly taken away and taken to
Khuldabad P.S. at Allahabad. Her
backpack laden with books
purchased from the Book Fair at
Delhi was also taken away. There the
police prepared a false seizure list
that included documents and
literature that was not in her
possession along with clothes and
money that were with her. The books
that she had bought from the Delhi

Book Fair were never returned to her
or made part of the seizure memo.

As stated earlier the
Judicial Magistrate Court and later
the Sessions Judge refused police
remand for Seema Azad and her
husband. The prosecution applied to
the Allahabad High Court which
directed it to apply afresh at the
lower court. This order was stayed
by the court upon the application by
Seema Azad and the stay was
vacated by the High Court after
dismissing her petition on 7 July,
2012. This was done exparte, so the
lawyers of Seema filed a recall
application in the High Court, while
the hearing on this was still awaited
the prosecution on 19 July, 2012
moved the lower court and obtained
an order that she be sent on police
remand for 2 days from 20 July till
22 July, 2012.

According to Seema, her
lawyers and her family members, the
police took Seema Azad and her
husband from the jail in the evening
of 20 July, 2012, just before
sundown. She was brought to her
house near Durga Puja Park at 8 pm.
Without the presence of any public
witnesses, her lawyers or her family
members the police brought them for
a house search. When they started
breaking the lock of the house,
Seema urged that her parents be
contacted. But they paid no heed and
the lock was broken. It was only after
the house was opened and Seema
refused to cooperate if her father
would not be called, they called him.
Mr Srivastava came rushing with a
neighbour. The police then went
around the house and collected only
three items, copies of Dastak
magazine, a booklet on the Ganga
Expressway Project and her articles
published in Sahara Samay, on the
basis of the disclosures made by
Seema and Vijay.
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Seema’s father was then
asked by the police to purchase a
lock so that the house could be
locked as they wanted to hand over
their possession to the father. When
he returned with the lock, he was
asked to sign on a sheet of paper on
which was mentioned that he was
being handed the key to the house.
He signed it. Seema’s father went
home and Seema and Vishwa Vijay
were taken to the police station as
they were to undergo a medical test
the next day, before sending her back
to the Jail.

In the police station the
police that had taken her for the
search asked Seema to sign on the
same paper which she refused to do
since the paper at the top was
mentioned annexed papers. She
insisted that she be shown all the
papers only then she would sign it.
She was never shown the
continuation sheets so the search
papers were never signed by Seema
and Vishwa Vijay. It is clear that the
so called recoveries could never be
used legally.

In the Trial Cour t
In the Trial court, the STF

police presented 16 witnesses, of
which 14 were policemen and only
two non-police witnesses. Both were
officials of the Government. One was
an engineer of the BSNL and the
another was a bureaucrat of the UP
Government. None of the witnesses
had evidence to offer against Seema
or her husband except re-stating the
police story provided in the FIR.
Neither did they have any eye-
witness account to alleged
involvement in any specific crime.
Nor any confessional statement.

The police witnesses
merely stated that they had been
informed through disclosure

statements made by others arrested
in different places, both before and
after the arrest of Seema Azad, that
Seema Azad and her husband were
Maoist activists. Disclosure
statements are statements to the
police extracted in police custody.
Such statements have no sanctity as
evidence in a court of law. Moreso,
when the prosecution did not
consider it fit to get the persons
making such ‘disclosures’ to present
their evidence during the trial. Thus
there was no valid claim presented
in court that could pass the test of a
trial in court.

What the court inferr ed
The District and Sessions

Court at Allahabad pronounced its
judgment on 8.6.2012 convicting
Seema Azad and her husband under
the Unlwful Activities (Prevention)
Act, 1967 amended 2004, 2008
(UAPA) for involvement in unlawful
activities (Sec. 13), for conspiracy
to commit a terrorist act (Sec. 18),
for being a member of a terrorist
gang or organisation (Sec. 20),
offence relating to membership of a
terrorist organisation (Sec. 38), for
giving support to a terrorist
organisation (Sec. 39), and under the
IPC for criminal conspiracy
(S.120B), waging war against the
government of India (S. 121) and
conspiracy to wage war against the
government of India (S.121A). They
were acquiited by the court against
sec 13, sec 21 and 23 (2) and sec 40
of the UAPA.

To reach this conclusion the
arguments presented by the court
are as follows:

That it is stated in the FIR
that Seema Azad and her husband
were questioned by the police at the
time and from the place mentioned

in the FIR and that upon their
confession to the police they were
arrested and the FIR prepared.
Hence, though the law states that the
confession before the police is not
valid as evidence, the contents of the
same being part of the FIR make it
valid evidence. This is then used to
conclude that Seema and her
husband were arrested on the way to
the railway station when they were
leaving Allahabad for a meeting of
the CPI Maoist party.

Seema has categorically
stated that she was returning to
Allahabad and her husband was there
to receive her and that the police took
her into custody many hours prior to
the formal arrest. Her brother has
also stated before the court that he
purchased her railway ticket and a
copy of the same was produced. This
evidence was rejected since it merely
proved that Seema arrived in
Allahabad in the afternoon, while the
police states the time of arrest during
the night. And the court held that
what the police officers stated before
the court had to be assumed to be
true. And since Seema was in the
custody of the police from the
afternoon, she cannot humanly
provide any proof of the lies.
Interestingly the phone calls details
were of the 6th of February, 2012
were never presented to the court
which would have proved her
location.

Contrary to the law of the
land, the court has held that the
disclosures made by Seema Azad
and Vishwa Vijay to the police were
valid in court. This is done through
an ingenious deception. It is argued
that if recoveries were made on the
basis of previously recorded
disclosure statements, then the
statements themselves became valid
evidence. Thus, since the police
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claimed that it recovered the mobile
phone and a Maoist document from
her house when Seema was taken
into police remand, the disclosure
statement magically transformed
itself into a judicial confession.

Seema Azad has stated that
her mobile phone was taken away
from her at the time of her arrest
which was never shown on the
seizure list and that the Maoist
document of 26 pages was planted
on her during the search on her
house. The desperation of the police
to obtain her police remand even
after the permissible 90 days in jail
can be seen in the judgment itself.
The District, Sessions and High court
had all previously refused police
remand for her. The importance of
the police remand and the
subsequent search of her house and
recoveries becomes visible through
this judgment as a ploy to convert
inadmissible police confession into
valid legal evidence.

That the lack of any public
witnesses at the time of arrest and
seizure does not make the seizures
at the time of arrest less believable,
even though the arrest and search of
belongings was done in a public
place by the police itself. This is
justified in the judgment by the
argument that it should be assumed
that the official work done by the
police was done in a proper manner.
That there are serious allegations by
Seema regarding the time of arrest
were brushed aside.

The highlighted contents of
the Maoist document purportedly
seized from Seema’s house, then,
forms the basis for an understanding
the actions of the Maoists as well as
the association of the accused with
the CPI Maoist party and the
involvement of the accused as
conspirators and perpetrators of the

actions referred to in the Maoist
document. This inference is drawn
in the Judgment without the mention
of a single incident of violence in
which either of the accused was
either a conspirator or a participant.

This seizure it may be
recalled also was done without
public witnesses and that the accused
refused to sign seizure list since they
were only presented the last page to
sign on. This apart, the judgment
argues that the Supreme Court
judgment that mere possession of a
document does not prove complicity,
is not applicable since the contents
of the document are so
objectionable. A perfect example of
a paradoxical argument.

The documents seized from
Seema and her husband at the time
of the arrest were sealed and kept in
the store at the police station.
However, the police, without any
permission from the court, broke the
seal ostensibly, without taking
permission from the magistrate to
examine the contents, and sealed it
again. This blatant disrespect of
procedure that should have in normal
circumstances made the police
subject of the wrath of the court and
raised serious questions on the
authenticity of the contents, was held
in this judgment to be no violation
of procedure at all.

Finally the judgment states
that a clinching piece of evidence
showing connection with other
members of the Maoist party is a
letter written by Seema to Kanchan
a.k.a. Anu who was in judicial
custody at Delhi, accused with
Maoist affiliation. That Anu stated
that she had previously stayed at the
Seema’s house is seen as a damning
piece of evidence. Incidentally, Anu
has been released on bail by the court
at Delhi.

Conclusion
How did the court reach

this conclusion? It can only be
explained by the fact that the court
refused to assume the innocence of
the accused. For, if it were to do that,
it is apparent that the entire evidence
brought forth is wholly consistent
with the inference of innocence.

What makes the judicial
mind lose its way, is the labyrinthine
world of UAPA, and the section of
crimes against the government which
are a part of the IPC. These
provisions on our statute book define
crimes that are trumpeted to be the
most heinous and at the same time
the most ill-defined.

Since these are mainly
crimes to do with intention, rather
than the action, disbelieving the
police story by itself is regarded as
the lack of concern for the nation.
And then the UAPA messes about
with the established procedures in a
manner that innocence and guilt
become relative categories, easily
capable of being turned around on
the current disposition of a judge or
of a government.

In sum, the Judgment
pronounced by the sessions court at
Allahabad in the case of Seema Azad
and Vishwa Vijay is a perfect
example of how a large number of
half-truths, inadmissible evidence,
procedural violations and an
obnoxious piece of legislation can
convert a free citizen into a threat to
national security.

Note: The critique was jointly
prepared  by PUCL and PUDR.
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The case of Seema Azad and her
husband Vishwa Vijay is based upon
instructions from higher authorities
to arrest them. The case of the
prosecution in the FIR quite clearly
shows that they were arrested on
such instructions. The material
allegations in the FIR
 are as follows:

On 06.02.2010 the Special
Task Force (STF) headquarters
received information that – similar
to the states of Bihar, Jharkhand and
Chhattisgarh – the banned
organisation Bhartiya Communist
Party (Maoist) [Communist Party of
India (Maoist)] is increasing its
activities in this state also. The
Allahabad unit of STF received
instructions to collect information
regarding the same. The Allahabad
unit was receiving instructions from
the headquarters of the STF and
there was going on a continuous
exchange of instructions and
information between the two.

On 6.2.2010 Sh. Manoj
Kumar Jha, the Addl. Supdt. Of
Police informed that one Ms. Asha
alias Hira Mani Munda, wife of
Balraj alias B.R. alias Arvind alias
Baccha Singh r/o Tilkar P.S. Ekma,
Distt. Chhapra (Bihar), an active
member of CPI (Maoist) has been
arrested and she informed that:
a)  In District Allahabad Seema

Azad  and VishwaVjay, the two
accused are active members of
CPI (Maoist),

b)  They live near Durga Puja Park,
EWS colony Govindpur,
Allahabad and

c)  Information regarding them

should be obtained forthwith.
On receiving this

information, the informant along
with a large number of police
personnel proceeded to search the
two accused. Ultimately they were
arrested near Khusro park, Jan
Sansthan, near railway station, city
side Allahabad.

At the time of arrest, some
documents and pamphlets
(mentioned in the FIR) along with
some money and a camera were
recovered from them. They informed
the police (recorded separately in the
FIR) that
a)   The accused are the members of

the CPI (Maoist). Balraj is
General Secretary, CPI (Maoist)
and is responsible to increase
the activities of this organisation
in UP. Balraj met the accused
VishwaVijay and appointed him
(Vishwa Vijay) as the chief of
the State Organising Committee
of the CPI (Maoist),

b)   Seema, accused, is also an active
member of the CPI (Maoist) and
overlooks literary work and
publicity and she motivates
other women to join the
organisation,

c)  Balraj keeps on coming to
Kanpur, where a meeting was to
be held. In that meeting, other
office bearers from Bihar,
Jharkhand and Chhattisgarh are
also likely to come. They were
also going there. Their aim was
to wage armed war against the
Government of India and to
establish Maoist regime after

uprooting the Government.

The prosecution’s story in
the FIR further is by the perusal of
the literature recovered from the
possession of the two accused, the
police reached the conclusion that
the two accused are members of the
banned organisation, CPI (Maoist).
From the anti-national literature,
recovered from them, it is apparent
that they are liable to be prosecuted
under Sections 18/20/21/23(2) of the
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act
1967 and Sections 120B/121/121A
of the IPC.

The only material or
evidence against the two accused
was the recovery of some
documents, some money and a
camera. That is all. The investigating
agency was not able to make any
headway in the case and did not find
any evidence whatsoever after
lodging the FIR. The documents and
the other material recovered at the
time of arrest were sealed in separate
covers, which were to be produced
in the court as evidence.

Pausing for a movement, it
is appropriate here to note that even
if the recovery of the documents and
money etc. at the time of the arrest
is assumed without admitting to have
been made, no offence whatsoever
can be said to have been made out.
Besides the recovery, there were
confessions alleged to have been
made before the police. This can also
not be used as evidence. Moreover,
according to the judgement of the
Supreme Court in Siddhanki Ram
Reddy vs. the State of Andhra
Pradesh (72) SCC 332 mere
membership of a banned

Miscarriage of Justice in the Seema Azad and Vishwa
Vijay Case

Ravi Kiran Jain
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organisation cannot constitute an
offence unless there is  further
averment of an overt act of unlawful
activity.

It is extremely important to
notice here that the material
recovered at the time of the arrest
which was kept in a sealed cover was
tempered with in as much as during
investigation the seals were broken
without any order of the magistrate
on the pretext that the prosecution
wanted to have zerox copies of the
documents for their perusal. After
this tampering, the prosecution was
left with no evidence at all.

After the investigating
agency failed to find further evidence

after the arrest, they had been asking
for police remand.  The first
application for police remand was
rejected by the magistrate 20.2.2010.
The revision against the same was
dismissed on 4.3.2010 by the
Sessions judge. Subsequently
another application was filed on
5.3.2010 for the police custody
which was also rejected on 6.3.2010.
However, ultimately the
investigating agency succeeded in
having an order on 19.7.2010 from
the magistrate concerned for a police
remand. On the basis of this police
remand it is alleged that, at the
pointing out of the accused, some
documents and a mobile were

recovered from the house of the
accused on 20.7.2010. This recovery
being on an illegal police remand
cannot be a valid piece of evidence.  

Even if the recovery of
some documents and a mobile on
20.7.2010 be deemed to be
“evidence” within the meaning of
Evidence Act, mere recovery of
documents cannot prove the offences
with which the two accused were
charged

Note: The author is a Senior
Advocate, Allahabad High Court,
and Vice President of PUCL, and
had argued the case of Seema
Azad.

Seema Azad Verdict:
Another Attempt to Silence the Critical Democratic Voice

PUDR strongly condemns the
verdict of a lower Court in
Allahabad awarding life sentence to
Civil Rights activist Seema Azad
and her spouse Vishvvijay on
charges of sedition, waging war and
under several provisions of the
draconian law, Unlawful Activities
Prevention Act (UAPA). Additional
District Judge Sunil Kumar Singh,
while pronouncing the order, also
slapped a fine of approximately Rs
70,000 on the couple.  The couple
were arrested from Lukerganj
locality in Allahabad on February 6,
2010 by the Special Task Force
(STF) of Uttar Pradesh, which
claimed that Maoist literature was
recovered from their possession and
that they were associated with a
banned organization, the
Communist Party of India (Maoist).
Their arrests were made by the
Special Task Force, but the case was
later handed over to the Anti-

Terrorism Squad of UP making it a
case involving terrorist activity.

S e e m a  A z a d ’ s
incarceration and sentence is a clear
case of silencing dissident voices.
Her arrest followed Seema’s active
chronicle of people’s movement.
She was actively associated with
women’s liberation front till 2001
and with the revolutionary students’
movement till 2004.  Seema is also
an active member of PUCL, Uttar
Pradesh. Furthering her concern
towards violation of people’s rights
she brought out a new magazine,
Dastak, which carried out a thorough
investigation of the Ganga
Expressway plan which threatened
to displace thousands of farmers.
She published the findings of her
survey in form of a booklet and
distributed copies. Dastak also
published a long report on the
arbitrary arrests and torture of
Muslim youth in Azamgarh.

Seema’s arrest came in the wake of
the growing efforts to sensitize
people of violation of their rights
and other concerns relating to
human rights. Seema and
Vishvvijay’s arrests were a move to
crush such efforts on the pretext of
containing efforts of incitement
against the government. Following
the detention, bail petitions were
presented in court many a times.
Each time the petition was rejected
for Seema’s ‘dangerousness’ to the
status quo constructing a civil rights
activist into a naxal. Seema’s
conviction is one of the many cases
where proscription under UAPA
shows its true colours. By banning
an organisation as “terrorist” and
thereby banning even its literature,
it becomes possible for authorities
to target anyone by accusing that
person of having links with a banned
organisation. Thus legitimate
activities become unlawful and
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therefore offensive.
P U D R  s t a u n c h l y

denounces the judgement as being
representative of the efforts of the
government to squash critical voices
and extends support to the cause
taken up by activists such as Seema
Azad.

Paramjeet Singh
Preeti Chauhan
(Secretaries) PUDR

10th June 2012

900 acres of community lands of
which the Punjab and Haryana High
Court has ordered the eviction of
cultivators from 140 acres of land.
The people have reclaimed these
lands after a hard labour of

in three developmet blocks of
District Patiala i.e.  Sanaur,
Bhunerheri and Samana who
reclaimed these lands (Operational
Holders but not the owners) are now
being pressurized by the government
departments, land mafias and ruling
party politicians either they should
get these lands  at rent through
competi tion or increase the rent at
the rate of 40% annually or leave
these lands for rich farmers,
bureaucrats,  land mafias etc.

One can term this as the
 height of caste discrimination
prevalent here. (Even an official
from the police department ridiculed
the Jatt peasants when they told him
that they owned 2-3 acres of land.
He did not consider them as
peasants.) There are many villages
throughout Punjab which have this

(State Repression .....)

At Charoson and Balberah (situated on Patiala Kaithal
(Haryana Road), about 20 K. M. from Patiala District)

Peasants Resist Forcible Eviction and Acquisition of Land
At a time when the Sowing of next Crop has Begun

Fir ed upon, Baton Charged, Shoed, Tear gassed, Water
Cannoned

Mor e than a two Dozens Injured severely, including many
Peasant Women

A Dozen Vehicles Smashed

generations by
uprooting jungles and
bushes, treating
salinity of the soil and
leveling of land which
had remained unfit for
cultivation throughout.
The people have
worked on them since
1950, before even the
panchayats were
constituted. These are
community lands and not the
property of government or of any
government department. The lands
belong to the people who work on it
though they have not been given
ownership of these lands as these
were cultivated mostly by poor
people of upper along with dalits and
backward castes. The influential and
rich farmers who reclaimed the land
got decree in favor of them from the
various courts and became the
owners of the land which they
cultivated. But thousands of farmers

kind of problem, especially in the
border areas, in areas along the
rivers, and in the foothills. Patiala (a
former feudal fiefdom) is also a
district lying at the border with
Haryana.

Now when these lands have
been made fertile through decades
of hard family labour and with the
rising prices of land in this era of
SEZs and MNC penetration and
spurt in land mafia operations the
land cultivated by poor common
people is being made the target. It is

easier to dislodge them without
paying any compensation with the
argument that this land does not
belong to them primarily. The
government in Punjab is trying to
wrest back village common lands
from the possession of the people by
terming them as government lands.
It is being done in the name of
generating funds for the panchayats
and the revenue department.
However, the people who till it
already pay the panchayats and
revenue department regularly. The
government has no right to venture
into economic affairs of these
community lands.

This is totally against the
social and community rights of the
people over their lands and these
things are to be decided by the entire
Gram Sabha taking into

consideration the
well being of all
sections of the
village people.
This right of the
people cannot be
violated under
any rule.

T h i s
attitude of the
government lays
at the heart of

confrontation between the peasants
and the state machinery. And in this
battle, the government officials
violate all accepted norms and rules.
The state cannot take control of any
piece of land without informing the
Sarpanch, the panchayat members,
the concerned person who cultivate
that land and in the absence of any
decision by the Gram Sabha (the
gathering of the village people as a
whole) because the land belongs to
the village community. It has to
announce its arrival prior to the act
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of possession. In Charason and
Balbehra it had come twice but the
people assembled there and  did not
allow it to carry on the act of
possession. The government has also
tried to acquire such lands in other
villages of the district and at some
places it forcibly took away or
burned down ripened wheat crop like
in village Haryaoo Khurd, at other
places its attempts were thwarted
through the resistance of people like
in village Kharabgarh.

On 19th of June it came
unannounced with a heavy police
force. The people started gathering
after they noticed the arrival of
police. They informed the people
from adjoining villages through
public address systems and through
telephones and exhorted them to
come to their help. As the people
men and women, came running to the
fields and on their motorcycles and
argued with the officials about the
illegal method they had adopted to
arrive and take possession the things
came to a boil and both sides ended
up in a clash. As the police was
armed and the people were bare
handed still the people were able to
make the police forces retreat. As
more police forces arrived and
outnumbered the people the police
was able to deliver heavy blows to
the people using sticks, tear gas,
water cannon, and even the fire arms.
The police allege that some among
the people also used fire arms is just
a subterfuge to justify its vast
repression let loose on the people.
The people on their part say that they
only hurled broken bricks in their
attempt to thwart the police action.
Later the water cannon vehicle
earned their ire and it was rendered
ineffective.

The clash continued for one
and a half hour. The police took into
custody one of the local leaders
(block president of Sanaur of BKU
(Dakaunda) Sukhwinder Singh
Tulewal) who was later let off as
other peasant leaders of the area
argued with the police for releasing
him. With more than one and a half
dozen people needing admission to
the hospital for the treatment of
burns, blows, injuries and fractures
the people rushed them to the district
government hospital.

When the peasants had
brought their injured to the Rajindra
government hospital in Patiala for
their treatment and the district
leadership of BKU Dakaunda and
other people arrived to meet the
injured in hospital they found the
hospital premises teeming with
police forces. Nothing of sort of
anger was there to be seen among the
people as they were busy in making
arrangements for the treatment of the
injured, for their ex-rays and in
securing medicines and money.

The police officials arrived
and arrested a number of people
from the hospital premises. All this
went on peacefully without any
resistance on the part of the people.
A total of ten persons were taken to
the local thana, booked under various
cases and then turned them over to
the Sadar police station. The arrested
included District President of BKU
Dakaunda Dr. Darshan Pal, District
Secretary Satwant Singh Wajidpur,
Karnail Singh Lang, District Vice
President, Mukhtiar Singh Dullar,
Samana Block President, Nirmal
Singh Lachkani, Patiala-2 Block
President, Jang Singh Bhateri,
District Committee Member,
Darshan Singh Shekhupur, District
Finance Secretary, Pala Singh

Dakala, President of Dakala village
… … …and Gurmeet (Satnam),
Writer of Jangalnama.

Two of the leaders were
severely beaten up in the Sada
rThana. One of the two was the
District Secretary who had protested
against the beating of Mukhtiar
Singh Dullarh. Police officials had
slapped Mukhtiar Singh Dullarh,
took off his turban, pulled his beard
and booted him after calling him into
a room. He is a marginal peasant, a
baptized devout Sikh. This was
enough to raise a protest from others
and the district secretary raised
slogans against this highhandedness
committed against Dullar. He too
was severely beaten up for raising
his voice, his shirt torn off, turban
soiled, pushed to lie on the ground
and shoed in the belly and on the
back and showered with bad names
along with Mukhtiar Singh Dullar.
In charge of Sadar police station so
afraid of BKU (Dakaunda) that while
he along with two other police
officials was misbehaving with these
two leaders, he raised slogans like
BKU-Murdabad and crushed the
badge of BKU under his foot. It
looked as he had lost control and was
behaved like a hysterical patient.

In the mid of night, all these
ten were let off on a personal bond
after being invited into the chamber
of SP (D) for talks. It was agreed that
the police and revenue officials will
not go for possession of lands in any
village and no more arrests will be
there till the Kisan Union and district
officials have sorted out a solution
to the problem.

Next day, sixty more
peasants and workers of the Union
were booked under various clauses
of the IPC. These 60 belong to a
number of villages and a majority
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among them is from Charason and
Balbehra, where the clash took place
along with some Union leaders.

On the 20th of June, the
front of Seventeen Peasant and Rural
Workers unions burned effigies of
the Punjab government throughout
Punjab in protest against repression
and highhandedness of the police.

It is a good thing that some
Kisan organizations in Punjab are
taking up the cause of dalit and other
lower caste poor peasants.

The main demands of the
peasant organizations are as follows:

1. Those peasants, who are
tilling these plots for five decades
and who have made barren lands
fertile with labour of generations be
declared Abadkars and given
ownership rights.

2. The concerned police
official (In charge of Patiala Sadar
Police Station) and Block
Development and Panchayat Officer
be booked for inflicting injuries,
smashing motorcycles belonging to
the people, firing without warning
and without any orders from the Sub
Div. Magistrate and torture in the

 Sadar Thana.
3. Cases against the people

and Union leaders should be
withdrawn immediately.

The leadership of BKU (Dakaunda)
invites all struggling and justice
loving people and organizations to
stand for the cause of Abadkars and
condemn the repression let loose by
the state machinery.

 June 21, 2012

On Police Firing and Attack on Peasants Near Patiala

Preliminary statement from fact-
finding team

On May 19, 2012 the
Punjab state police unleashed the
terror of severe lathicharge and
firing on the people of Chorason
village, district Patiala. The issue of
contention was the acquisition of the
common village land by the
administration. The land has been
given to these cultivators by the
village panchayat on lease for the
last more than fifty years. The
government now wants to forcefully
take away this land from the
cultivators. To investigate the matter
two organizations Democratic
Lawyers Association and
Association For Democratic Rights,
Punjab (AFDR) jointly formed a
fact finding team. The members of
the team are:

Prof. Jagmohan Singh
Prof A K Maleri
Sh. Vidhushekhar Bhardwaj
Gurbakhash Singh
Dalip Singh
Jatinder Singh
Pritpal Singh

Advocate Rajiv Lohatbaddi
Advocate Daljit Singh
Advocate Alankar Arora
Advocate Sher Singh Paprala

The team has visited
Rajindra hospital, Patiala and
inquired from the injured villagers.
The team has met the leaders of
BKU (Dakaunda) and collected the
information from them. It has visited
the site of contestation and
interviewed the affected people at
Chorason village. The team has also
gone to the office of BDPO, Smt.
Jaswant Kaur, to listen to her version
of the whole episode. We could not
meet her as the office told us that
she was on leave till Monday.

Preliminary findings by the team:
1. The village common

land of contestation is about 70
acres. The people from Dalit, Jat,
Lubhana, Bazigar communities are
tilling this land for the last more than
50 years. Most of these people have
migrated from Pakistan after
partition. Large section of the Dalit
community has migrated from

Amritsar district of Punjab. During
those days it was complete forest
and barren land. They have put their
hard labour and made it cultivable
land. They have carried the soil from
neighboring areas to fill deep pits
and level this land. They dug up
wells and put up tubewells to
provide water for irrigation. Most of
the cultivators are paying the Malia
(fixed amount paid to panchayat per
acre for lease). They have shown the
receipts also.

2. Sarpanch, Surjit Singh,
and the villagers have told the team
that they were not informed in
writing about this land acquisition.
No prior announcement was made
by the administration regarding this
action.

3.According to the eye
witnesses, when the leadership of
BKU (Dakaunda) was arguing with
the SP and SDM regarding this
issue, ASP Turmal Nivale without
taking the permission of concerned
authority present at the spot ordered
the police to lathicharge. They even
fired at the people gathered to stop
this land acquisition. Two of the
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villagers sustained bullets injuries
also.

4. During the evening of
May 19, when the leaders of the
Kisan Union came to Rajindra
hospital, Patiala to facilitate the
injured villagers in their treatment,
ten members of the Union was
arrested by the police. They were
taken first to civil line thana and then
to sadar thana. The police slapped
and abused Satwant Singh and
Mukhtiar Singh at sadar thana. Later
on they were released late at night.

5. To terrorize the villagers,
police has booked number of them

under Section 307 and other serious
sections of IPC. The police
personnel have been behaving as if
they are above the law. This conduct
of the police has been exposed by
the fact that it has filed the cases
against the dead people also. The
villagers have pointed out the names
of ten people which are no more but
the cases have been registered
against them.

6. The Sarpanch of the
village is being continuously
pressurized by the police to take the
side of the administration.

The fact finding team has

Report About Sheetal Fibers Accident
Today the Association for
Democratic Rights and the
Democratic Lawyers Association
released their report about Sheetal
Fibers accident.

The report expresses fears
that the actual number of workers
killed in Sheetal Fibers seem to be
more than has been reported in the

team has expressed.
The report concludes that

Sheetal Vij has enormous political
and social clout and he does not
bother about any rules and
regulations as he enjoys political
patronage and powerful connections
with the bureaucracy. The main
factors which led to the Sheetal
Fibers dreadful accident include that
he illegally set up the factory, paid
no attention to the required strength

The building of Sheet al Fibres factory collap sed
suddenly on the night of 15  April  2012 killing 23
workers and injuring 68 others. Association for
Democratic Right s (pb) constituted a fact finding
team with Democratic Lawyers Association to
probe into the causes that led to the collap se of
the factory and killing of the workers. the following
members constituted the team: Prof. A.K. Maleri,
Mr But a Singh, journalist Jasir Deep, Dr T ej Pal,
Satish Sachdeva, Bihari Lal, advovate Daljit Singh
and advocate Rajiv Lohatbaddi.

The report
prepared by Prof. AK
Maleri (Ludhiana),
Advocate Daljit Singh
(Nawan Shehar),
Advocate Rajiv
Lohatbaddi (Patiala),
sahitkar Buta Singh
(Nawan Shehar),
journalist Jasvir Deep
(Nawan Shehar), Dr.
Tej Pal (Hoshiarpur),

Satish Sachdeva (Ludhiana) and
Bihari Lal Chhabra (Jalandhar) says
that the industrialist in Punjab played
with the lives for workers by
violating all the rules and regulations
for setting up and running of
factories. All this happens with under
the political patronage of rulers and
with the collaboration of
bureaucracy. The incidents in
Sheetal Fibers and Lalru factory are
two linkages of this phenomenon.

media and the owner of the factory
and the administration have
collaborated in disposing of the dead
bodies which were retrieved from the
ruins of the collapsed factory to show
that not many people have died. No
department, either related with the
industries or anyone, has any record
of this illegal factory and as most of
the workers working in it were
migrant labourers, it was easier to
dispose of the bodies. The number

of dead and injured declared (23+62)
does not tally with the statement of
Sheetal Vij, the owner of the factory
who says that 100 to 110 workers

have either
perished or
injured and the
relatives of
many missing
workers were
still looking for
them even when
the investigating
team had gone
t h e r e .  T h i s
s u p p o r t s
the doubts the

 issued this statement to the press and
said that it will bring out an extensive
report after meeting concerned
officials and gathering other facts
about the matter. It asks for the action
against the people which are
responsible for this brutal act.

Issued by:
Advocate Rajiv Lohatbaddi
(Democratic Lawyers Associations)
Jatinder Singh (Association For
Democratic Rights, Punjab)

June 23, 2012
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of the factory building as he was
using heavy machinery, two upper
floors of the factory were used as
godowns for keeping heavy things,
stored explosive materials in the
factory premises and violated safety
rules endangering the lives of the
workers. The weak building of the
factory had already become further
vulnerable due to continuous
vibrations caused by the running of
heavy machinery. When further
construction was taken up in the
adjoining plot the building was
extremely weakened and became
death trap for the workers. The
building was showing cracks but the
owner did not show any interest for
the safety of workers. Technically,
the building had collapsed vertically
on the ground. This shows that the
pillars supporting it were not strong
enough to support the structure. All
this had happened in close
association of the factory owner, the
ruling circle and officers of related
departments. Now all the
departments have suddenly become
active which shows that before the
accident everybody was ignoring
what was going on. As such they are
partners in the murder of the
workers. Child labour is prevalent in
the factories owned by Sheetal Vij
and workers are exploited like
bonded labourers.

The report concludes that
 Sheetal Vij had used substandard
material in the construction of
factory building and he hired
workers to work in it for his super
profits. This leads to the point that
he should have been booked for
murder. But the police registered a
case against him only under IPC 304.
This is a very weak case, which does
not take into account that he had
knowingly pushed the workers into

the jaws of death. The police did not
include the board of directors and
bureaucrats of related departments as
co-accused. Neither he is booked for
violating Child Labour Act.

The report takes strong
notice of police and administration
that it is treating the arccused as a
VIP but has been callous towards the
victims of the accident. The report
also observes that the association of
factory owners and some important
religious organizations had tried to
defend Sheetal Vij and free him of
all the allegations.

The team feels sorry and
criticizes labour trade unions and
other pro-people organizations for
not taking up the cause of the
workers who have become victims
of such a huge tragedy so that the
culprits are brought to justice and the
victims ensured their rights.

The report casts aspersions
on the motives of investigation
agencies set up by the government
and attempt to cover up the criminal
negligence committed by the owner.
The report demanded that
investigation should be conducted by
a sitting judge of the Supreme Court
to bring out all the facts into open
and also demanded that the record
of the workers of Sheetal Fibers be
made public. It demanded Sheetal
Vij and the board of directors should
be booked for murder. All the
officials of related departments who
have been in cahoots with Sheetal
Vij, and other industrialists, for all
kinds of irregularities and offences
should also be booked for the same
crime. All the illegal factories of
Sheetal Vij should be confiscated
and declared the property of the State
and all the income from them should
be used for the benefit of the families
of workers who have suffered in

death and injuries. Strong measures
should be taken up to ensure that the
migrant labourers are not exploited
to the extreme taking into
consideration their special
conditions. Inter-state Migrant
Workmen (Regulation of
employment and conditions of
services) Act 1979 and all labour
laws concerning the safety of
workers should be observed
stringently. As accidents in factories
in Punjab are frequently occurred all
the factories should be examined as
a special task. All the dead should
be given Rs. 10 Lakh and the injured
Rs 5 lakh as compensation and steps
should be taken to ensure that the
compensation reaches the victims.
One member of the family of
workers who have perished or have
been maimed permanently should be
given a job.

Note: The statement was jointly
released on May 7, 2012 by:

Prof. AK Maleri, Pr ess
Secretary, Association For
Democratic Rights

Advocate Daljit Singh,
State Convener, Democratic
Lawyers Association (Punjab).

Buta Singh, State
Committee Member, AFDR,
Punjab.
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The Government of West Bengal has
issued show cause notices to two
professors of government colleges
for participating in a panel
discussion in a Television Talk Show
and for criticising government
policies. One of the Professors
Debasish Sarkar, working at
Economic Department, Jhargram
Raj College happened to be the
general secretary of Government
College Teachers Association. The
other was Ms Sampa Sen, a lady
professor of Bengali working at
Hooghly Mohosin College. The
notices have asked them to inform
whether they had taken permission
for participating in the TV talk show
and whether they had received any
payment for participating in it. The

notices have created widespread
resentment among the teaching
fraternity and democracy loving
people of Bengal.

The BBD Bag Branch of
Association of Protection of
Democratic Rights (APDR) and
West Bengal Government
Employees Union (Nabaparjaya)
organised a public discussion over
the issue in the Students Hall of
College Square on 22nd June. The
well attended meeting was addressed
by three eminent speakers including
Dr Debasish Sarkar, Dr Amal
Mukhopadhay, ex-Principal of
Presidency College, Kolkatta and
Prof. Anjan Chakraborty of
Economics Dept., Calcutta
University. All the speakers along

with the Union and APDR leaders
condemned the government move as
a dangerous step towards autocratic
rule. It was seen as a continuity of
Mamata government’s earlier black
steps on cartoon distribution and
imposing restriction on news paper
purchasing at libraries. Speakers
pointed out that the preceding left
government had also tried to restrict
teachers from freedom of
expressions. There are restrictions in
the service conditions of state
government employees including
teachers in colleges and government
schools. The meeting, therefore, had
raised demands for full democratic
rights including the right to be
membership of political parties for
government employees.

West Bengal: Attack on Professors for Participating in
Television Panel Discussion

Murder of Qateel Siddiqui
in Pune Yerwada Central Jail

It is extremely surprising that
Qateel Siddiqui, one of the main
suspects in German bakery case, was
killed in the high security cell of
Yerwada Jail. Qateel was under the
custody of Maharashtra Anti-
Terrorist Squad (ATS) since May 3
after being handed over by Delhi
Police. Delhi Police Special Cell had
arrested him on November 22,
2011. His remand was to get over
the day he was found murdered in
the jail. The police/jail
administration has attributed his
killing to some dispute with fellow
inmates. Given that he was a high
security prisoner accused and
wanted in bomb blast cases, this

story of his murder by two jail
inmates seems highly implausible
and fabricated.

That there have been and
are many cases of Muslim youths
being falsely framed in terrorist
cases cannot be ignored, the latest
case being of Fasih Mehmood
whose whereabouts are not known
since May 13 when he was allegedly
taken away by Indian intelligence
agencies in the presence of Saudi
police from his home in Jubail,
Saudi Arabia. Maharashtra ATS is
known for its notoriety in forging
cases and implicating youths from
minority community. Qateel’s
murder in custody raises many

serious questions about the
functioning Anti-terrorist Squads
and the vulnerability of political
prisoners in custody. In such cases,
there is invariably a chain of long
periods of detention without being
charged allowed by laws like UAPA,
of multiple cases and shifting
remand from one police agency to
another, the threat of violence within
the jail (torture/ violence by other
inmates) becomes much greater for
those accused of terrorist or
unlawful activity. The chance of
justice for them and for those
implicated by their ‘confessions’ is
easily denied.
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Qateel’s murder exemplify
this for his guilt was still not proven,
no charge sheet was filed despite his
being in police and judicial custody
for more than seven months. It is now
highly unlikely that Qateel’s side of
story will ever come out. PUDR sees
Qateel’s murder as part of a long and
vicious circle of demonization of
Muslims, the increasing

communalization of State apparatus
and the rising reliance and use of
repressive laws like UAPA.

PUDR strongly condemns
the murder of Qateel Siddiqui and
d e m a n d s  t h e  r o l e
o f  M a h a r a s h t r a  AT S  t o  b e
specifically probed in this regard. It
is necessary to fix responsibility for
this and other such acts and

State Level Convention on UN Response AFSPA and
Related Issues

The State level Convention on UN
response AFSPA and related issues
organised by the Civil Society
Coalition on Human Rights in
Manipur and the UN, held on 06th

April 2012 at Manipur Press Club,
Majorkhul, Imphal, Manipur
thoroughly discussed the recent
developments arising from visits to
India of:

1.The Special Rapporteur on Human
Rights Defenders, Mrs. Margaret
Sekaggya and her final report at
the 19th  regular session of the UN
Human Rights Council on 5th

March 2012; and
2.The Special Rapporteur on

extrajudicial, summary or
arbitrary executions, Mr. Christof
Heyns and his general comments,
conclusions and preliminary
recommendations on 30th March
2012.

The delegates of the Convention:
1.Warmly welcome the general

comments, conclusions and
preliminary recommendations of
the Special Rapporteur on
extrajudicial, summary or
arbitrary executions, Mr. Christof
Heyns;

2.Warmly welcomes the final report
of the Special Rapporteur on

  Human Rights Defenders, Mrs.
Margaret Sekaggya and her final
report;

3.Takes note of the remarks made
by the Union Minister of Home
Af fairs, Mr. P. Chidambaram
during his monthly report on 31st
March 2012;

4. Strongly reiterate and support the
   stand of the people of Manipur for

the repeal of the Armed Forces
(Special Powers) Act of 1958;

5. Warmly applaud the 11 years long
struggle of Nura Temsingnabi
Irom Chanu Sharmila for the
repeal of AFSPA 1958 and to end
the summary or arbitrary killings
in Manipur;

6. Concludes that the situation in
Manipur arises from the

     Manipur people’s struggle for
their right to self-determination,
endorsed by the Human Rights
Committee in 1997 and also by
the Special Rapporteur of Human
Rights Defenders;

7.Conclude further that a situation
of armed conflict existed in
Manipur since the 50s, and that
international humanitarian law is
applicable to this situation, which
is also supported by the Special
Rapporteur of extrajudicial,
summary or arbitrary executions;

8.Also recognise that the Manipur

 peoples’ movement for self-
determination and human rights
continues to this day with the
inclusion of all the people and this
movement needs to be
strengthened further;

Hereby resolve:
1. To further the Peoples’ Campaign

to Repeal the AFSPA 1958 by fully
supporting the organisation of a
Manipur National Convention to
consider the present situation of
armed conflict and international
human rights and humanitarian law
violations in Manipur, and take up
necessary steps and actions to
Repeal AFSPA 1958 and advance
the agenda for a peaceful political
solution to the situation;

2. To urgently compile and publish
the relevant recent documents
relating to the UN officials’ visits
to the North East region of India
to further the People’s Campaign.

Signed,

(Dr Debabrata Roy Laifungbam)
Convenor, Civil Society Coalition on
Human Rights in Manipur and the
UN

6 April 2012, Imphal

exemplary punishment be used as a
deterrent to the lawlessness of law
enforcing agencies.

Sd/-
Paramjeet Singh,
Preeti Chauhan
Secretaries, PUDR

12  June 2012.
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On Sunday the 3rd June 2012,
Pallab Barbora was arrested from
his home in Merapani of Golaghat
district in Assam and has been
remanded to ten days NIA custody
on Wednesday. As alleged by the
security agency NIA, and based on
unverifiable sources, he has
facilitated the spread of CPI Maoists
in the state. However, general
perception of people of the area
about him is quite different. Pallab
Barbora has been actively involved
in numerous forums over the years
highlighting issues of violation of
rights. He has been a long associate
of the Manab Adhikar Sangram
Samiti (MASS), a human rights
body. Recently he has also been
active in the anti-mega-dams
movement led by Krishak Mukti
Sangram Samiti (KMSS) and others.
Ironically, when it is a commonplace
for every keen observer of the
movement against mega-dam, the
mainstream media required the
security forces to ‘disclose’ that
Barbora ‘was instrumental in
forming the Mega Dam Resistance
Forum to engineer a dissension
among the masses’ (The Asian Age,
7th June 2012).

Now, the different parts of
the story as released by NIA and
other state agencies to the media
seem to follow a distinct pattern.
First, it is alleged by them that Mr.
Barbora is a sympathiser/ facilitator/
kingpin/ founder (as stated out in
dif ferent versions) of the CPI
(Maoist) party which is an
organization banned by the Indian

government. Next they ‘disclose’, he
is advocating the intensification of
the popular anti-mega-dam
movement. Giving out these two
statements in such a manner has an
effect: the effect of making the
activities of organizing a democratic
protest look illegal and illegitimate,
because he is already charged under
the UAPA and various other sections
of IPC.

Big dams have been
designed and are being constructed
in the North-east in a perplexingly
large numbers, and that at the cost
of the livelihood and safety of the
people of that part of India. This has,
for good reasons, been opposed by
lakhs of people in the entire North-
East. The government of India, a
ready-to-serve body for corporate
interests, has been most insensitive
towards this voice of the people. As
desired by the corporate, the PM has
recently stated that his government
is “ready to ‘remove’ all hurdles” in
the building of huge dams in the
name of infrastructure-development.

The Government, in order
to forcefully pursue its corporate led
development policy, is using police
and other paramilitary forces to
silence the democratically organized
protests. The organisers of such
protest movements are regularly
being framed in the most draconian
laws so that the anti people projects
could be implemented to protect the
interest of the big corporate.  The
government is regularly projecting
these organisers as ‘terrorists’ or
‘Maoists’ by citing strange and

unverifiable ‘intelligence’/’police’
sources. By invoking UAPA and by
using the stick of association with
‘banned’ organisation it has become
easy for authorities to damn people’s
protest.  Even the judicial process
is being used to intern them
indefinitely in the prison and thus
silence their voice of descent.
Therefore, arrest of Pallab Barbora
is obviously an attempt to intimidate
the anti-dam popular movement into
silence and submission.

PUDR strongly condemn
this disgraceful attempt of the
government to use such an
undemocratic and wicked logic to
curb the voices of protest. PUDR
strongly condemns the arrest of Mr.
Barbora, and demands that he along
with others in similar cases be
released immediately. We also
appeal all like-minded fellow
citizens to join us in this
condemnation.

Sd/-
Paramjeet Singh
Preeti Chauhan
Secretaries, PUDR

8 June 2012

Condemn the Arr est of Anti Dam Protestors in North
East by Implicating Them in False Cases
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Thousands of acres of cultivated land
in Laxmipeta of Vargar Mandal in
Srikakulam District were drown in
Maddevalasa Project. The affected/
displaced are residing in the villages
of Kottisha and Laxmipeta, duly
constructed their houses in the land
provided by the government.  There
are nearly 60 houses belonging to
Scheduled Caste Mala community
(Dalith), 80 houses belong to upper
caste Kapu community. Out of the
remaining un-drown cultivated land
at upper Madduvalasa Project 190
acres of land by upper caste Kapu
and 60 acres of land by Scheduled
Caste Mala community were being
taken up for cultivation.

The people of upper caste
Kapu are of the opinion that the 60
acres land which is being cultivated
by the Malas belong to them. They
want to take over it from the Daliths.
Due to continuous harassment and
pressure by the Kapus on the Daliths
to let the 60 acres land to them, the
Daliths made a representation to the
government, as the land belong to the
government after paying
compensation to the respective
owners. Since, both the sections i.e.,
Kapus and Malas have approached
the Revenue Divisional Officer for
the land, the RDO had issued orders
not allowing any section to cultivate
on such lands.

In the course of the conflict,
on 11 August 2011, certain people
belonging to the Kapu section have
beaten a Dalith Burad Sundar Rao
and abusing him with caste. In
response a complaint was lodged in

the Vangara Police Station vide
crime No. 20/11, u/s 324 r/w 34 IPC,
SC/ST Act 3(1)(x). The Vangara
police have registered a case.
However, not a single out of six
accused person has been arrested till
date because of their influence and
connection with the congress party
leaders,.

On 11 April 212, on Chitra
Sri Devi a Dalith woman who was
on the way to home from agricultural
land was by caste, insulted and
beaten by upper caste Kapus.  She
filed a case against them in Vangar
P.S. The police duly registering case
vide crime No. 16/12, u/s 324, R/w
34 IPC, SC/ST Act 3(1). Five
accused were arrested. The Kapus
who couldn’t digest filing atrocities
cases by Daliths were under the
leadership of Ex. MP Botsa
Vasudeva Rao and one Ravula
Srinivas Rao. They, with the support
of the ruling congress party and by
gathering their fellow caste men
from the nearby villages waited for
a chance to score grudge against the
Daliths.

On 11 June 2012, the police
picket installed for some months in
the village was lifted/ removed on
the pretext of by-elections
arrangements. Taking advantage of
the situation, on 12 June 2010, at
around 7 a.m., the Laxmipeta Kapus
and their fellow caste men from
nearby villages numbering around
200 bearing swords, bombs, spears,
lattis, stones etc surrounded the
entire Dalith wada and attacked it.
They dragged-out the Daliths from

their homes and severely beaten
them. As conspired and preplanned,
the Daliths whom they have targeted
were chased, cut by swords, pierced
by spears and hit by lathis. They
killed Burada Sundar Rao, Chitra
Appadu, Nevarthi Venkat and
Nevarthi Sanyesulu in a very cruel
manner. 20 persons were seriously
injured and are struggling for life
under medical treatment.

The above attack was
conspired and preplanned with the
support of Botsa Satyanaraya, who
happened to be PCC chief of A.P and
belongs to the same community. To
horrify and beat the Daliths and
thrash them out of Laxmipeta Village
to occupy the lands which are under
government’s occupation was the
motto of the Kapus. The main reason
behind the attack and massacre of
Daliths is land. The local MLA
Kondru Murali has literally failed in
solving or settling the above issue.
The Killings were resulted because
of lifting/removing of police picket
on the pretext of by-elections, thus,
an action against higher ups of police
who ordered or lifted the police
pickets be taken up immediately.
Government’s inaction towards
solving/settling the issue between
these two sections for land for a long
time has resulted in the attacks and
killings of Daliths. Mainly, it is due
to the callous attitude and
incapability of the Revenue and
Police Officers. Botsa Satyanaraya
(PCC Chief), his relatives are behind
the attack. Bosta Satyanaraya and
MLA Kondru Murali are

Killing of Daliths in the Lazmipeta of Vangar Mandal
in Srikakulam District

ANDHRA PRADESH CIVIL LIBERTIES COMMITTEE’S FACT FINDING REPORT IN THE INCIDENT OF
KILLINGS OF DALITHHS BY THE UPPER CASTE POLITICALLY INFLUENCED (KAPU’S) IN THE
LAXMIPETA OF VANGAR MANDAL  IN SRIKAKULAM DISTRICT



 CDRO Bulletin                18

safeguarding and protecting the
culprits. Action must be taken on
them.

The main conspirator/
culprit and other culprits who
directly involved in the attack have
not been arrested till date. This is
nothing but violation of the right to
life of people. It is the responsibility
of the state to protect the victims of
atrocities. The monetary help against
attacks and killings of Daliths is not
at all a solution. If the state wants to
stop caste riots and killings of
Daliths then the culprits must be
arrested immediately and punished
accordingly.

DEMANDS:
1. The main conspirator/

culprit behind the attack is Botsa
Vasudev Nayudu and killings was
carried by Avu Srinivas Rao with 70.
They should be arrested
immediately.

2. The District Collector,
Dy. Superintendent of Police,
Revenue Divisional Officer and
Mandal Revenue Officer should be
booked under SC/ST Atrocities Act
as they were indirectly involved in
the attacks (As their callous attitude
and blind eye towards the sensitive
issue for years together had resulted
into the killing of Daliths).

3. An enquiry should be set-
up with the sitting High Court Judge.

4. Unlike the incidents of
Chunduru ad Karamchedu instant
justice should be rendered to Daliths
by setting up special court in
Laxmipeta.

5. Two acres of cultivated
land should be distributed to each
landless Dalith family.

6. Necessary protection
should be extended/ provided to the
Daliths of Laxmipeta as per the SC,
ST Atrocities Act.

Today is the 37th anniversary of the
infamous emergency that Prime
Minister Indira Gandhi imposed on
the people of India. While some
people were quite happy that the
bureaucrats came to offices on time,
shopkeepers kept price lists outside
their shops, trains were punctual and
so forth, many people were worried
and concerned about the curtailment
of our freedoms and entitlements. As
a 15-year-old boy, I was worried
about my father’s safety (as he was
active in the DMK party), the
complete absence of freedom of
speech, freedom of press, freedom
of assembly, and most importantly,
freedom from fear. People were
afraid to speak their minds out, the
newspapers were full of blank spaces
because of censorship, and the
society was enveloped by a thin layer
of fear and suspicion. That was not
the India I had grown up to love and
cherish. Never did I imagine even in
my wildest nightmares that I would
find myself in a similar but silent
emergency after some 37 years of
liberty and freedom.

Today is the 100th day of
my and Pushparayan’s self-exile here
at Idinthakarai. On March 18, 2012
at 4:45 PM the Personal Assistant
(General) of the Tirunelveli
Collector called me and asked me
and Fr. F. Jayakumar, the Parish
Priest of Idinthakarai, to go and meet
the Collector in his office the next
morning at 10 am. The Collector, Dr.
R. Selvaraj, himself called me later
that night and the next day morning
asking us to go and meet him. A
warning bell rang in my mind and I
told my friends that we were all
going to be arrested. My intuition
proved to be right; some 200 of our
friends from Koodankulam,
Koottapuli, Chettikulam and Erode
were arrested. Rayan and I and 13
others embarked on an indefinite
hunger strike demanding our friends’
immediate and unconditional
release.

The Superintendent of
Police, Mr. Vijayendra Bidari, called
me on my mobile on March
19th evening and asked me to
surrender. With him still on the

phone, I asked the thousands of
people who had gathered there for
their permission to surrender and
they all shouted down the idea. I
asked the SP to send enough vehicles
and two officers with the arrest
warrants so that we all would get
arrested en masse. He did not like
that idea and hung up by saying,
“This is the last time I speak to you.”
We used to speak to each other quite
often as I got his oral permission for
all our rallies, campaigns and public
meetings.

Ever since March 18th,
Rayan and I never left this small
coastal village (except two short
visits to the nearby Kuthenkuzhi
village by sea). Thousands of people
including women and children from
all the neighboring villages were
keeping a constant round-the-clock
vigil to protect us from police action.
The Tamil Nadu government
imposed 144 prohibitory orders in
our area and blocked our access to
food, water, electricity and other
essentials such as baby food,
vegetables and fruits. Young mothers

The Silent and Telling Emergency in India
S. P. Udayakumar
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were forced to feed their babies
sugar water; pregnant women could
not go to hospital; and men could not
leave or enter the village. We were
surrounded by a massive deployment
of police personnel from all over
Tamil Nadu and paramilitary forces.
We rightly called the situation
another ‘Mullivaikal.’ Indeed, it was!

Pushparayan, Jesuraj and I
are not afraid of police arrest or
incarceration; we just do not want the
struggle to be folded up by the Tamil
Nadu police, the Government of
India and its intelligence agencies.
This is the reason why we have
decided not to venture out of
Idinthakarai. This self-exile has not
been easy or smooth-going. But the
singular achievement of our self-
exile is keeping the struggle alive and
active with several hunger strikes,
public meetings, campaigns,
planning meetings and other assorted
activities.

So far, more than 300 false
cases have been filed against us, the
leaders of the People’s Movement
Against Nuclear Energy (PMANE),
and the struggling people of southern
Tamil Nadu. Up until December 31,
2011 some 170 FIRs were filed
against us. A friend tabulated these
cases and had this to say: “Just
between September and December
2011, …109 FIRs (First
Investigation Report) have been filed
against 55,795 people and an
undisclosed number of “others.” At
least 21 sections of the IPC (Indian
Penal Code) have been used, include
Section 121 (Waging War against the
Government of India) against 3600
people, and Section 124A (Sedition)
against 3200 people. The
Koodankulam police station has the
dubious distinction, perhaps, of
being the station where the largest
number of “sedition” and “waging
war” cases have been filed in the

shortest time in the history of
colonial and independent
India.” Here is a partial list of cases
that were filed against us just in
October and November of 2011:
 
Cr. No. 299/11     D.O. 13.10.11
Sec. 121, 143, 188, 153(A), 341,
506(1), 505(1)(b) & 7(1)(a) CLA Act
R/W 120(b)
S P. Udayakumar and 19 others
(including 4 women)
 
Cr. No. 301/11     D.O. 14.10.11
Sec. 143, 147, 188 R/W 34
S. P. Udayakumar and 13 others
(including one woman) as well as
2,000 people
 
Cr. No. 303/11     D.O. 14.10.11
Sec. 147, 148, 341, 294(b), 353,
506(ii) IPC R/W 34.
S. P. Udayakumar and 13 others
(including one woman) as well as
1,000 people.
 
Cr. No. 304/11     D.O. 14.10.11
Sec. 147, 148, 452, 121, 506(I) IPC
R/W 34 IPC
S. P. Udayakaumr and 2 others as
well as 15 supporters.
 
Cr. No. 305/11     D.O. 14.10.11
Sec. 147, 148, 452, 121, 506(I) IPC
R/W 34 IPC
S. P. Udayakumar and two others as
well as many people.
 
Cr. No. 306/11     D.O. 14.10.11
Sec. 147, 148, 452, 121, 506(I) IPC
R/W 34 IPC.
Allwyn and four others as well as
many people.
 
Cr. No. 307/11     D.O. 14.10.11
Sec. 147, 148, 452, 121, 506(II) IPC
R/W 34 IPC.
S. P. Udayakumar and three others
as well as many.

 Cr. No. 315/11     D.O. 15.10.11
Sec. 109, 121, 124 (A), 125, 143,
153(A), 341, 353, 505(1)(b), 506(i)
IPC & Sec 3 of PDDL Act & 7(1)(a)
CLA Act. R/W 120 IPC.
S. P. Udayakumar and 16 others
(including 6 priests, 2 doctors, 2
women)
 
Cr. No. 316/11     D.O. 16.10.11
Sec. 147, 188, 353, 341 R/W 34 IPC.
S. P. Udayakumar and 13 others.
 
Cr. No. 372/11     D.O. 21.11.11
Sec. 121, 124A, 143, 153(A), 447,
505(1)(b) & 7(1)(a) CLA Act,
120(B).
S. P. Udayakumar and 14 others as
well as 3,000 people.
 
Cr. No. 373/11     D.O. 21.11.11
Sec. 143, 188, 147, 124(A), 153(A)
S. P. Udayakumar and 19 others as
well as 450 people.
 

As you can see, some of the
above cases carry the charges of
‘sedition’ and ‘waging war against
the Indian State’. But what is
interesting is the fact that the Prime
Minister of India, the Chief Minister
of Tamil Nadu, the Tirunelveli
District Collector, the Tirunelveli
Superintendent of Police (SP) and
many other officials have been
meeting with us on a regular basis
as the diary below establishes. The
question here is if we are guilty of
‘sedition’ and of ‘waging war against
the Indian State’ and so forth, don’t
these officials become co-
conspirators in our crimes and stand
accused of abetting us, the dangerous
criminals? Shouldn’t the same
charges be brought against them
also?

Idinthakarai
June 26, 2012
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Statement on the Nonadanga Case

The police remand of the 33 activists
of the Nonadanga anti-eviction
movement who had been arrested on
20 June 2012 has been extended
today till 30 June.

The previous day, the state
lawyers had stated as grounds of
their demand for police custody that
the arrested persons were preparing
for an armed rebellion at Nonadanga
and that arms and ammunitions had
to be recovered. Today they made a
new argument: police custody was
necessary to determine how many of

the arrested persons had actually
been residents of Nonadanga.

Activists arrested in
connection with the Nonadanga
movement earlier had also been
accused of possessing arms. That
allegation could not be proved. As
it could not be sustained this time,
too, a new argument was forwarded.
If one has to accept it, participating
in people’s movement or political
activities at a place without being a
local resident must have become a
crime under Indian law.

STATEMENT  FROM ACTIVISTS AND INTELLECTUALS
Last evening police made a barbaric lathi charge at Kolkata’s Esplanade on a sit-in demonstration against
evictions at Nonadanga. The assault was unprovoked. Even the police did not allege at any point that the
demonstration had turned violent.

Thirty-three people have been arrested from the spot. All of them were remanded in police custody
till 25 June. A documentary filmmaker was also arrested and his camera seized. Several persons were
injured in police beatings. At least two of them are in a serious condition.

We condemn this attack on democratic rights and blatant violation of constitutional and legal
norms. We appeal to the government to abandon the policy of repression and sit with the anti-eviction
activists as soon as possible to find out a peaceful and honourable solution.

Mahasveta Devi, Asoke Mitra, Kabir Suman, Gautam Bhadra, Sujato Bhadra, Kaushik Sen, Tarun Sanyal,
Sunanda Sanyal,Dipanjan Roy Chowdhury, Subhendu Dasgupta, Sabyasachi Deb, Nabarun Bhattacharya,
Raghav Bandyopadhyay, Srijan Sen, Satarupa Sanyal, Meher Engineer, Subhasis Mukhopadhyay, Soumya Guha
Thakurta, Sumitra Purakayastha, Manas Joardar, Ratan Khasnabis, Amit Bhattacharya, Salil Biswas, Rabin
Chakraborty, Sumit Chowdhury, Premangsu Dasgupta, Nisha Biswas, Krishna Bandyopadhyay, Miratun Nahar,
Naba Datta, Kumar Rana, Gautam Sen, Partha Sarathi Ray, Punyabrata Gun, Muktesh Ghosh, Ashok
Chattopadhyay, Pranab De, Bipul Chakraborty, Dilip Chakraborty, Abhijit Sengupta, Sachidananda
Bandyopadhyay, Dipankar Chakraborty, Tapas Chakraborty, Amitadyuti Kumar, Debaprasad Roy Chowdhury.

This is only a ploy by the
government to mislead the court and
reveals its vengeful attitude.

We demand that the
government should shun this
approach without delay, withdraw
the false cases registered against the
activists and begin a dialogue with
them.

Debaprasad Roy Chowdhury
General Secretary, APDR

25 June 2012

SANHATI unequivocally condemns the arrest of 35 protesters
from the Esplanade area of Kolkata on 20th of June, 2012. The
arrests were made when about 200 protesters were on a peaceful
demonstration demanding rehabilitation for Nonadanga slum-
dwellers. Initially the urban development minister of the state
government, Mr. Firhad Hakim, sent a message to the demonstrators
saying that he would meet a delegation on the 26th of June. On this
assurance the protesters agreed to disperse, provided an outlet was
opened on the boundary wall erected at Nonadanga field. This wall,
which has recently been built by the KMDA, has essentially encircled
the slum-dwellers and has restricted their access to basic amenities

such as drinking water and toilet
facilities for women. After this
the minister suddenly sent
another message saying that he
will meet the delegation only on
the 3rd of July. Upon hearing
this, the demonstrators refused to
disperse and demanded an early
appointment. However, no
concrete assurance came.
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Instead at 9 PM the
Kolkata police descended on the
protesters and severely beat them
up. 35 of them were arrested and
detained at the Lalbazar central
lock up. Out of the 35 arrested
persons, 24 are Nonadanga
residents, 10 are activists and one
is even a passer-by! The
lathicharge by the police was so
ruthless that two of the protesters
(Sanjay Mandal and Subrata
Sapui) were taken by the police
to the emergency section of the
Calcutta Medical College after
other protesters in the lock up
raised a hue and cry. But in a
completely bizzare turn of
events, when the activists
assembled in the hospital
demanded that they be admitted
to the hospital for medical
treatment, instead of admitting
them to the hospital, the injured
persons were whisked away by
the police before daybreak, even
denying them much needed
medical attention. Another
injured person, Swapan Shikari,
also did not receive any medical
attention although his arm has
probably been fractured by the
police lathicharge.

On 21st of June the
detainees were produced at the
court of the chief metropolitan
magistrate, Kolkata, where they
were charged under various
sections of the Indian Penal Code
pertaining to violation of public
order. However, during the
hearing, the government lawyer
made the oral argument that the
detainees had amassed a lot of
arms and were preparing for an
armed rebellion. The trumped up
charges relating to amassing of
arms and ammunition were

levelled against them in order to
convince the court that they were
actually very dangerous people
and the success of this argument
was apparent in the detainees
being remanded to police
custody till the 25th of June. This
farce had been enacted before
when 7 activists, of whom 3 are
Sanhati members, were arrested
on 8th of April, once again from
a peaceful demonstration -
similar sinister allegations were
made during that time as well.
Out of those 3 members, Samik
Chakraborty, has been arrested
again on 20th June. Abhijnan
Sarkar, a Sanhati member, and
Debalina Chakrabarty are
languishing in jail on a series of
unrelated but also fabricated
charges.

It is shameful that the
TMC government has adopted
the traditional carrot and stick
policy to break the resistance of
the Nonadanga slum-dwellers.
Before the arrest of 20th June,
the leaders and ministers of the
Trinamul Congress Party had
started threatening the
Nonadanga residents. The
Nonadanga residents were asked
to dismantle the Uchchhed
Pratirodh Committee and put up
Trinamul Congress banners
instead. Some leaders of the
movement have even been given
death threats by local TMC
leaders and goons. The minister,
Mr. Firhad Hakim, has dangled
a carrot that tin sheds will be
provided if they dismantle their
shanties. When pressed, Mr.
Hakim has refused to give any
written assurance or public
statement on the promise. On
15th of June the goons attacked

the residents, but had to retreat
in the face of united resistance
by shanty-dwellers.

We demand
(1) that the concerted

effort by the police, the
administration, and the Trinamul
Congress Party workers to harass
and intimidate the Nonadanga
residents, in a seemingly urgent
need to clear that prime land for
private real estate developers, be
stopped, and all the 35 detainees
of 20th June be released
i m m e d i a t e l y  a n d
unconditionally;

(2) withdrawal of all
cases registered against all
persons arrested at various points
over the past few months in
connection with the Nonadanga
movement, including Debalina
Chakraborty and Abhijnan
Sarkar who had been arrested for
participating in this mass
movement but later tagged to
other cases including under the
draconian UAPA Act, which has
resulted in their continued
imprisonment;

(3) a decent and
dignified rehabilitation for the
Nonadanga shanty-dwellers
under the right to shelter which
has been ordained by many
Supreme Court judgements to be
included in the fundamental right
to life under Article 21 of the
Constitution.
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‘W ithdraw Undeclared Emergency: Repeal of
Draconian Laws’

Unconditional Release of Seema Azad, Vishwa Vijay and all Arrested

under Such Laws Demanded

Several human rights organizations,
civil society groups and eminent
individuals organized an Anti-
Emergency Convention, here in the
capital on Tuesday, marking the 37th
anniversary of the emergency. The
convention demanded the release of
human rights activist Seema Azad
and her husband, Vishwavijay, who
were recently granted life-term
imprisonment by a local court of
Allahabad, UP.  The speakers at the
convention raised serious concerns
about draconian laws like UAPA,
AFSPA, NSA, its state versions
apart from section of 121 IPC,
waging war against the Government
of India and 124 of IPC, on sedition.
All were of the opinion that these
laws needed to be scrapped now and
that these are all crimes built on
intentions as they were tools of
oppression and injustice. A section
of the media and the judiciary, which
could have questioned the decisions
of the executive was increasingly
silent on peope’s suffering, their
narrative was that of the
Government on these matters. There
was unanimity that it was high time
we worked towards judicial
accountaility.

The meeting began by
reading of excerpts from Seema’s
article that was publihsed on the web
and the media on child prisoners as
to how deprived they were. Veteran
journalist and former Member of
Parliament, Kuldip Nayar, while
inaugurating the convention said, “It

is unfortunate that the situation
today is not very different from the
black days of emergency”. “During
emergency, the government imposed
censorship on the press. But some
of us fought back. Similarly today,
people need to fight back rather than
depend on the government, but
today the Media is not fighting back
as it is mostly under corporate
control with the  journalists on
contractual service find themselves
weak”. .

Commenting upon the
conviction of Seema Azad and
Vishvijay, former Justice of the
Delhi High Court Rajindar Sachchar
said “the judgment of the local court
is based on little evidence and little
application of mind”. He said that it
was important that Akhilesh Yadav,
the new CM who swears by the name
of Lohiya be met requesting him to
withdraw this false case and ensure
Seema’s release. He added that the
only allegation against her is that she
was in the possession of literature
that the prosecution argued was
illegal. But between possessing
literature and committing an offence
is a wide chasm that cannot be
bridged by the flimsy arguments
brought forth by the prosecution and
accepted by the judge”.

Earlier senior counsel at
Allahabad High Court and lawyer in
the case, Ravi Kiran Jain termed the
judgment absurd, pointing out that
no investigation was carried out
beyond the FIR filed. The critique

is attached. He said that it is time
that the judiciary is questioned and
a campaign for judicial
accountability and fairness needs to
be built. Chittranjan Singh, UP
PUCL President shared about
Seema’s life. he said that it was very
clear that she was arrested because
she was a vocal person and exposed
the Govrnment policies through her
writings.  Also speaking on this
occasion Sh. Anand Swaroop
Verma, of Samkaleen Teesri Duniya,
Ajay Singh from JSM, Pankaj Singh
from Jan Hastakshep, all were very
forceful in reminding the
participants that this was a political
battle and till we would not build a
massive political movement, more
and more people would be crushed.
Paramjeet from the PUDR said tha
t the campaign demanding the repeal
of the law on sedition and the UAPA
needed to be stepped up. There was
good documentation and we needed
to plan a strategy to take it up. Writer
Neelabh Ashk speaking on the
occasion said that  we were now
living in a police state and till we
donot build a big mass campaign the
might of the state will not be
questioned. He added that every
branch of the State Apparatus was
involved in denying people their
constitutional rights. Whether it be
the police, the government, the
judiciary or the legislature.  Swami
Agnivesh said that he has lost faith
in the judiciary and that the exective
was controlling the judiciary in cases
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in the name of maoism and
terrorism. He also said that laws lik
e the Land Acquisition Act, 1894
should also be seen as draconian
laws. Nd Pancholi, President Delhi
State President said that the
Allahabad court had given a
judgement ignoring the spirit of the
Supreme Cout, as there was no act
of violence committed by Seema
Azad and Vishwa Vijay. Expert on
Tribal Issues, Himanshu Kumar of
VP of Chhattisgarh PUCL said that
the various jails, sub jails, in the
states where operation green hunt
was on had a large number of minor
girls and boys’s and old people who
were illegally detained as they had
never been legally  represented. He
announced that he would be taking
out a yatra, going from State to State
in order to educate the young people
of India as they did not know about
this silent emergency and the
violation of the human rights of
masses.

Talking about hundreds of
activists and ordinary people
languishing in jails across the
country on the charges of being
either a Maoist or a Terrorist, PUCL
vice President activist Dr Binayak
Sen, who was convicted and is on
bail in a similar case said, “I took
this message while walking out of
the prison that it is our duty to fight
for thousands who are imprisoned
for no reason.” He further said, “The
case of Seema and Vishwavijay is
identical to my case and I will
campaign for them along with
others”. Speaking on the occasion
activist Chandrakala who was also
thrown into jail in Uttarakhand for
more than 18 months in the name of
Maoism, said that the Courts and the
Police use these draconian laws to
humiliate the individual who are
charged with such laws. She shared

her experiences of the engagement
with the criminal justice system as a
prisoner under these laws.  Similarly
Anu a friend of Seema said that she
was sent to jail on the basis of two
letters that she had receved fror
Seema Azad, which were nothing
but on astronomy and how to read a
certain hindi writer. She shared how
the intelligence department in Delhi
are only fabricating false cases
against the people.

Highlighting the cases of
communal witch-hunt in the name
of counter terrorism, civil rights
activist Mahtab Alam argued,
“Along with other marginalized
communities like Adavasis and
Dalits, the Muslim community today
is living in a state of emergency”.
He said, “First they are being
ghettoized, besieged and then
branded dreaded terrorists”.  He also
expressed serious concerns about
attacks on the prisoners booked
under the charges of terror. “The
Muslim youth is under deep distress
and afraid of being picked up and
put behind bars for no reason,” said
Alam. ND Pancholi, the President
of the PUCL

PUCL national secretary,
Kavita Srivastava, stated that this
convention was “just the beginning
of our campaign and we will widen
this in the coming days”. She also
informed the gathering that another
convention would be organized in
the first week of August. She further
appealed to write letters of solidarity
and send birthday cards to Seema
Azad, on the occasion of her
birthday on 5th of August.

The meeting concluded
with the Chairperson Ravi Kiran
Jain announcing that  the organising
gorup for the release of Seema Azad
and Vishwa Vijay would work
towards a broadbased alliance with

more organisations, particularly
trade unions, student organisations,
cultural activists and media persons
would be included and very soon the
next meeting would be organised.
The moderator of the meeting
Bhasha Singh also stated that a staus
paper on the existing situation of
violation of human rights of the life
and liberty of the people would be
put together so that it becomes the
basis  of a larger mobilisation.

The convention ended with
the lighting of a Mashal outside the
Gandhi Peace Foundation as a
symbolic effort to launch the
campaign for the release of Seema
Azad and Vishwa Vijay and all other
wrongly confined in Indian Jails in
the name of maoism and terrorism.
The programme finished at 10pm.
The meeting began with a song by
Nishant and concluded with singing
by Delhi groups

We are,

People’s Union for Civil Liberties,
Jan Hastakshep, Citizens for
Democracy (CFD), People’s Union
for Democratic Rights (PUDR),
Jan Saskriti Manch, Samkaleen
Teesri  Duniya, NAPM, HRLN,
AIPWA, NFFWFP, Safai
Karamchari Andolan,  INSAF,
CPHRD, AISA, Samyantar,
Pratirodh.com, Vihaan, PDFI,
Champa – The Amiya & B.G. Rao
Foundation, along with several
writers, thinkers and activists

New Delhi
27  June, 2012
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