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Bastar region between 2005 and 2009, when Chhavindra Kumar’s
father, Mahendra Karma and his followers forcibly evicted 3.5 lakh
Adivasis from 640 villages in anti-Maoist operations. Many Adivasis
were incarcerated in ‘camps’ run by Judum members and state
forces and subjected to brutal forms of torture and sexual violence.
More importantly, when it was succeeded by the state-led Operation
Greenhunt from September 2009 onward, the Judum members
found new identities as SPOs (Special Police Officers) who
accompanied the security forces in ‘area domination exercises’, a
euphemism for state terror. Even when the Supreme Court held
that SPOs were unconstitutional and demanded their immediate
disbanding in 2011, a significant section had already morphed itself
into Koya Commandos to escape the Court’s vigilance, and the
rest were regularized as police personnel by the state government.
Consequently, villages situated near security camps have
continuously borne the terror and fear of armed personnel.

In all this, the threats of Salwa Judum Part 2 have already
begun as Chhavindra Kumar has claimed that “18 village panchayats
have banned the entry of Maoists”. It needs to be recalled that in
2005, Salwa Judum was launched a few days after MoUs were
signed with Essar and Tatas to pave the
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The members of CDRO in West Bengal, APDR wrote to the AP
Governor (attached letter below), as well as CLC (Civil Liberties
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CDRO (Coordination of Democratic Rights
Organizations) expresses deep concern over recent
reports regarding the re-launching of the notorious
state-sponsored anti-Maoist militia, the Salwa Judum,
from 25th May 2015. While inaugurating the Vikas
Sangharsh Samiti in Dantewada on 5th May, the new
leader, Chhavindra Kumar, announced that the main
aim of the Samiti will be to “finish the Maoists in
Bastar”. Pertinently, this announcement comes ahead
of the Prime Minister’s visit to the state with suggested
plans of signing two significant MOUs valued at Rs.
24,000 crores. It is feared that the Samiti, like the
Judum before, will repeat the saga of forcible and
violent evictions in the affected villages which are
resisting this corporatized development model
embraced by the state.

The history of Salwa Judum presents some very
real dangers which exemplify the state practice of
encouraging vigilante forces drawn from among the
Adivasi communities. Claimed as a ‘peace’ movement,
the previous avatar had spread terror and fear in the

Defense of the absolute, inalienable and non-negotiable
right to life has been the most important agenda for
the constituent members of CDRO. In the first week
of April this year, 2015, saw a couple of cold blooded
murder by the state agencies shocked us. In Warangal
suspected SIMI activists were shot dead on the 4th

April while in police custody, in Seshachalm 20 people
were gunned down on the 7th April. The question of
booking the police personnel and bringing them under
the purview of the common law raised its head again
in the Judicial Enquiry report of the killing of the 16
year old tribal girl in Bastar in 2011. The report though
clearly established that it was a fake encounter it did
not say anything about the responsibilities of such
fake encounters. PUDR and OPDR have issued press
statements on the Warangal incidents.
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Committee) of Andhra and
Telengana knocked the doors of
the Hyderabad HC to defend human
rights and help the family members
of the victims at Warangal and
Seshachalam. Through their
intervention the HC has asked the
police to explain why murder
charges cannot be filed against the
police officials. They have
approached the NHRC too for the
same.

CDRO and some other
organizations together had also
undertaken a Fact Finding (FF)
into the Seshachalam incident. The
preliminary report is attached
(below). The members who were
part of that FF were- CLC, PUCL
(Chennai), KNPC (Hyderabad),
PUDR(Delhi), HRF (Hyderabad)

Supreme Court’s guidelines in the
recent judgment, PUCL vs. State
of Maharashtra, 2014.

The ‘encounter’ raises some
very disturbing questions:

1. There is no other account
other than that of the police. It is
the police’s claim that the under-
trial prisoners were trying to
escape and overawe the men in
uniform.

2. Even if one accepts the
police version, how is it possible
that seventeen armed policemen
could not overpower five under-
trial prisoners who were unarmed
and were in the custody of the
police?

3. No policeman has been
injured or killed in the shoot-out.

4. Even while the Telengana
DGP, Anurag Sharma has said that
there was no link between this
incident and the encounter killings
of four security personnel in two
different incidents in Nalgonda
district recently, the cold-blooded
killings of under-trial prisoners
seem nothing more than revenge
action.

and others as PRPC (TN), CPCL(TN), also some faculty members
and students from TISS (Mumbai). The local forest department and
the local police were hostile to the activists of the CDRO team and have
filed some cases against some of them. The PUDR statement (No-5,
below) was issued in protest.

The attachment below, pertains to the fortunate eye-witnesses of
the Sesachalam incident and their deposition before the NHRC in Delhi.
There were protests regarding this fake encounters in Calcutta.

CONDEMN  COLD-BLOODED MURDER  OF
FIVE  UNDER-TRIAL  PRISONERS  BY

TELENGANA  POLICE

PUDR notes with deep concern the news report regarding the encounter
killing of five under-trial prisoners near Alair in Nalgonda district,
Telengana on 7th April 2015. The incident occurred on a busy highway
in the middle of the morning when the prisoners were being taken from
Warangal jail to a Hyderabad court. According to IGP Warangal, Naveen
Chand, the police convoy of three vehicles made an unscheduled halt at
the request of under-trial prisoner, Vikaruddin Ahmed. With his handcuffs
off, Vikaruddin allegedly snatched an AK 56 rifle from Reserve Sub-
Inspector, Uday Bhaskar and the remaining four prisoners, Mohd. Zakir,
Mohd. Hanif, Sayed Amjad, and Izhar Khan pounced on two other
policemen. In retaliation, the other policemen, 17 in all, shot all five
dead inside the van. Later in the afternoon, the bodies were shifted to
the Area Hospital, Jangaon in Warangal district for post mortem. The
DGP Telengana has stated that an inquiry by an executive magistrate
and a judicial inquiry have been ordered into the incident as per the
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5. The revenge theory has
more of a basis as Vikaruddin
Ahmed has been described as a
‘dangerous accused’ belonging to
the banned organization, Students
Islamic Movement of India (SIMI)
and had allegedly opened fire on
police surveillance teams in 2008
and 2009 in Hyderabad and killed
a constable in 2010. Once in
custody, in July 2010, Vikaruddin
allegedly confessed to how he had
floated a front organization,
Tahreek-Ghalba-e-Islam (TGI)
with the sole aim of taking revenge
on police personnel involved in the
firing on Muslim youth in the
Mecca Masjid blasts of 2007.
Significantly, the other four men
who were also murdered in the
police van were Vikar’s associates.

6. The sudden spurt of police
action against alleged SIMI
activists in Nalgonda district
comes shortly after the Home
Minister claimed that the banned
organization had ‘emerged as a
major security challenge’ and that
five of its members who had
escaped from Khandwa jail in 2013
still remained at large. Needless to
say two of them were shot dead
on 2nd April in Nalgonda. In this
context, the murders of these five
under-trial prisoners assume
greater and graver concerns as
they demonstrate the police’s
power to kill with impunity.

PUDR strongly condemns the
murder of the five under-trial
prisoners and demands immediate
arrest and suspension of all police
personnel who were present in the
van. PUDR demands that the
Telengana police chief take
responsibility for these murders
and explain how they have passed
them off as ‘retaliatory’ killings.
PUDR also wishes to point out to
the Home Minister that when

custodians of law turn into licensed killers, then they pose a far greater
challenge to the country than those who can be banned under draconian
legislations and easily killed inside police vans.

Megha Bahl,
Sharmila Purkayastha
Secretaries, PUDR
April 8, 2015

OPDR  STATEMENT  ON  THE  WARANGAL /
SESHACHALAM  INCIDENTS

The general secretary of the apex committee of the Organization for
Protection of Democratic Rights of AP and Telangana declares that the
encounter in Seshachalam Red Sanders forest of Chitoor district of
Andhra Pradesh in which twenty labourers died and the death of five
under-trial prisoners in an alleged encounter in Warangal district were
obviously fake. The OPDR apex committee demands the governments
of AP and Telangana to constitute separate high level judicial enquiry
commissions to absolve them of the guilt. Here it is important to note
that the OPDR fact finding committee headed by its president M
Srinivasulu of Hindupur proved the previous encounters in 2014 in
Seshachalam forests were also fake. More than 1200 Red Sanders
laborers are languishing in Kadapa jail for the last more than five months.
We demand the government of Andhra Pradesh dare to arrest and
prosecute and punish the kingpins of Red Sanders smugglers and
scrupulously abstain from killing hapless Tamil labourers.

Our team also enquired this alleged encounter and approached higher
judiciary for justice.

C. Bhaskararao
General Secy.
Apex committee, OPDR- AP & TS

LETTER  TO THE GOVERNOR, AP  BY  APDR,
WEST  BENGAL

To
Shri E S Laksmi Narasimhan
The Hon’ble Governor of Andhra Pradesh,
Raj Bhavan, Raj Bhavan Road,
Hyderabad

Sir,
In continuation to four encounters and operations that killed 11

persons and led to the detention of more than 2,000 tribal woodcutters
hired by Sanders smugglers’ mafia agents since 2011, twenty (20) people
were gunned down at two places in Seshachalam forest area of
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Chandragiri mandal in Chittoor
between 5 am and 6 am on 7th
April, 2015 by Red Sanders Anti-
Smuggling Task Force (RSASTF)
sleuths.These are simply  pre-
planned massacres of poor tribal
labourers as a govt. policy  proved
circumstantially by the public
declaration of Deputy Chief
Minister and Home Minister-in-
charge Mr. N Chinnarajjapa that
the state government ‘will tackle
the issue of red sandalwood
smuggling with an iron hand’ on
September 10, 2014 while
addressing a function marking the
65th ‘Van Mahotsav’ at Korangi
wild life sanctuary in East
Godavari district.

Such cold blooded murders
can’t be carried out by any sane
and civilized government. It could
happen because barbarity and
corrupt practices of AP Police was
allowed to grow during ops
against so-called ‘extremists and
Terrorists’. As Ex-Director of IB
and as the Hon’ble Governor of
Chhattisgarh from 2007 to 2010,
it is not difficult for you to
understand that the incident of
brutal killing of 20 people can’t
make acceptable the alibi of acting
‘in self-defence’ (to enjoy
impunity or benefit of ‘general
exceptions’ as provided in Chapter-
IV of our IPC) as bench-mark of
innocence. Is it believable that
twenty red sander smugglers
allegedly armed with sickles, axes
and country-made weapons have
died at two places as a result of
‘an exchange of fire with our task
force personnel’ as the government
and police is claiming?  The
‘encounter’ appears a fake one in
the light of the bullet wounds
visible on the bodies and the
placement of red sanders at the
site. The state DGP Mr. J V
Ramudu is to submit his report in

two days to Hyderabad High Court as ordered by it. The NHRC has
also called for ‘explaining the act of police and forest officials within
two weeks’ from DGP and the Chief Secretary. But, the DGP is reported
to have already concluded that ‘the police had fired in self-defense’ and
the burn injuries on the bodies and other points of suspicion (chemical
spray etc.) ‘are technical questions’ to be answered ‘after a thorough
inquiry’. So, a biased report is only possible unless the office of
honorable governor as head of the state government intervenes to extract
an exact report from him.

The rights concerned citizens throughout India have demanded an
impartial inquiry into the incident instead of a magisterial enquiry into
the incident ordered by district Collector Mr. Siddarth Jain and book
the killer police u/s 302 of IPC immediately as mandated by the Apex
Court orders and NHRC guidelines**. This also begs your intervention
in the light of India’s public commitment to human rights

Dhiraj Sengupta,
General Secretary.

CDRO   FACT  FINDING  TEAMS’
PRELIMINARY  REPORT.

SESACHALAM  KILLINGS:  PRELIMINARY
NOTES

The police version of the ‘encounter is that on the early hours of the
April 7, 2015 Special Task Force came across more than a hundred
‘smugglers’ carrying red sanders logs. When challenged, the ‘smugglers’
attacked the force by pelting stones. In self-defence, the STF fired
‘random’ shots, which resulted in the death of twenty people.

The CDRO team’s observations at the encounter sites raise serious
doubts about the police claims. The highlights of the observation are:

1. The part of the forest where the encounter took place has no red
sanders. There are no red sander trees within many kilometres of the
site.

2. Only twenty dead bodies were recovered (along with a few
logs). Which begs the question, what happened to the rest? Where are
the injured? Where are the arrestees? What happened to the many logs
that they were supposed to have been carrying?

3. Blood stains are only found on the spots where the bodies were
lying. There are no random blood marks on the ground, as one would
expect in a random firing.

4. There are no bullet marks anywhere on the encounter sites. No
bullet holes on trees, the clay mounds or on the ground. In the ‘random’
firing every single bullet seems to have found its mark - the upper body
of the victims. (In fact, media reports say, quoting both the witnesses
who saw the bodies and the doctor who conducted the autopsy that
the bullet injuries are primarily on the upper body and the shots have
been fired at close range).

5. The encounter sites are not stony at all. There are simply not
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 enough stones to throw. (And we
are talking of people carrying a
very heavy load, using both hands
to balance a log on their shoulders,
throwing stones at an STF party
armed with automatic rifles.)

6. The bodies were not lying
among the trees or spread all over
the space, as one would expect in
a random encounter. The bodies
were very conveniently found
lying next to each other in two
clearings inside the forest. Both
encounter sites are clearings, and
more or less accessible from the
jeepable road. Places where it is
easy to bring in bodies (or people
to be shot).

7. When the team tried to
meet to forest officials to take their
version of events, the team was
threatened with dire
consequences. Eventually, a case
was registered against the team
under the Forests Act for
trespassing (other charges may
also have been slapped).  Those
charged include rights activist Mr.
Chandrashekar (general secretary
CLC, AP) who had moved AP high
court, demanding that a murder
case be registered under section
302, and due process laid down
by the supreme court be followed
and that the case be investigated
by a neutral central agency like
CBI and not AP police (who is the
accused in this case). 

Demands
1. Case has to be registered

under section 302 of IPC against
the police personal who are
responsible for the killing of red
sandal coolies.

2. An independent inquiry
commission should be appointed
to inquire this case without the
involvement of AP police who is
the prime accused.

3. Immediately withdraw the cases that has been charged against
the activists.

Organisations part of the national fact finding committee were:
CLC (AP and Telengana), HRF (AP and Telangana), PUDR (Delhi),
CPDR (Mumbai), PUCL (TN), CPCL (Chennai),  AND PPRC (Chennai)

April 12, 2015
 

CONDEMN   TARGETING OF  DEMOCRATIC
RIGHTS  ACTIVISTS’  TEAM  INQUIRING

INTO SESHACHALAM  KILLINGS
Peoples Union for Democratic Rights (PUDR) strongly condemns the
slapping of cases against activists of a team of several civil liberties and
democratic rights organisations from across the country who conducted
a fact-finding into the recent killings of twenty red sanders ‘smugglers’
in Chittoor district. Members of CDRO (Coordination of Democratic
Rights Organisations) and other human rights groups had visited the
two ‘encounter’ sites on 10th April. When the team tried to speak to the
forest officials to get their version of events they were threatened with
dire consequences. Subsequently several team members were booked
by forest officials yesterday, 11th April, for trespassing. Entering into a
reserved forest area without authorisation is an offence under Sec 20
of the Andhra Pradesh Forest Act, 1957. Other charges may also have
been applied. That this is a targeted, selective, and blatant act of
harassment is all too obvious as media teams have been freely visiting
the sites since 7th April itself.

Significantly, those booked include Mr Chiluka Chandrasekhar-
advocate and General Secretary, Civil Liberties Committee (CLC -
erstwhile APCLC) - who filed a PIL into the killings. It was on this
basis that the AP High Court issued directives including registration of
the case as unnatural deaths, observing the Supreme Court guidelines
into encounter killings, preserving the bodies and a post mortem by a
team of forensic experts.

In a Press Conference held in Tirupati on 11th April the team had
released an interim report of their investigation. The team particularly
highlighted the cold-blooded killings of twenty persons which are being
passed off in the police version as ‘random’ deaths which occurred in
‘self-defence’ when attacked with stones and axes by over 100 red
sanders ‘smugglers,’ resulting in the deaths of twenty of the coolies.
The rights’ team when they visited the two sites found no other bullet
marks, or blood spots except where the bodies fell, as should have
happened in a random firing. The bodies were found in close proximity
to each other rather than scattered over a large area. Moreover neither
of the sites had no stones that the coolies could have hurled. The team
questioned as to what happened to the rest of the coolies at least some
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of whom must have been injured
in the ‘random,’ and allegedly
untargeted firing.

In the light of the above, the
registering of a case against the
activists is obviously an
obstructionist move intended to
pressurise and prevent rights
groups from actively pursuing the
matter both in and outside the
court. The Court clearly believes
that the incident merits further
inquiry. An independent fact-
finding by a civil rights team is a
civil society initiative in furtherance
of the same. The registering of
cases against the activists seems
highly motivated and hints that a

cover-up operation seems to have
been already set in motion.

PUDR demands that:
1. An independent inquiry in

which the AP police has no role as
they are the accused.

2. The concerned policemen
be booked under Sec. 302.

3. The charges against the 12
team members be dropped
immediately

Megha Bahl,
Sharmila Purkayastha

Secretaries, PUDR
April 12, 2015

RECODING OF  WITNESS  BY NHRC ON
SESHACHALAM.

Statements of survivors recorded at the National Human
Rights Commission

New Delhi, 13 April 2015 - Three witness-survivors of the 7 April
2015 extra-judicial killing by the Andhra Pradesh Special Task Force
(STF) came forward and recorded their statements at the National
Human Rights Commission (NHRC) this morning. The survivors were
accompanied by Henri Tiphagne of the Peoples’ Watch and Supreme
Court advocate Vrinda Grover. The statements of the witnesses
challenge the claim of”self defence” of the STF and the AP government.

A team of human rights activists from People’s Watch set out
immediately on 7 April 2015 to conduct a fact-finding into the incident.
“Our team informed the Governments and officials of Andhra Pradesh
and Tamil Nadu of our fact finding and visited the scene of the alleged
encounter, the concerned police stations, hospitals and post-mortem
centres as well as the villages that the deceased victims belonged to
and met with the family members of the victims,” said Henri Tiphagne.
“It was during this mission, that our staff was able to identify and
communicate with the three survivors who witnessed the killings.”
The NHRC had taken Suo Moto cognizance of the alleged encounter
in the Seshachalam forest, today the full Commission heard a complaint
filed by Henri Tiphagne of People’s Watch. The Commission heard the
two survivors and on its direction the statements of the two survivors
were officially recorded. The Commission was also told that all the
three survivors, their families and other persons in their villages are at
grave personal risks. 

On 7 April 2015 a joint operation carried out by a Special Task
Force (STF) comprising police officials and forest officials resulted in

the arbitrary and extrajudicial killing
of 20 men in the Seshachalam
forest area on the outskirts of
Tirupati in Andhra Pradesh. The
Andhra Pradesh government
claimed that the 20 men were
caught in the act of smuggling red
sanders wood, that they attacked
the STF with stones and sickles,
and that the ‘encounter’  was
carried out in self defence. Media
reports and photographs have
raised several questions about the
so called ‘encounter’. 

Shocking revelations of three
survivors 

“The survivors who witnessed
first-hand, the actions of the STF,
have recorded their testimonies at
grave personal risk to seek justice
for the killings of the 20 men,” said
Henri Tiphagne of Peoples’ Watch.
“The three men survived the
killings due to sheer providence
and luck or their corpses would
have been among those lying in the
Seshachalam forest,” he said. 

Witness 1, Sekar is a daily
wage labourer. His statement
shows that on 6 April 2015 on
hearing from his relative and
neighbour Mahendran about a
construction job opportunity
outside the village, he accompanied
Mahendran and two other men
Murthy and Munusamy from his
village Pudur Kollamedu in
Tiruvannamalai district to Chennai.
While they were travelling in the
bus, after crossing Arcot bus stand
at around 2:30 PM,a man who
looked about 30 years old, with a
thick moustache, medium height
and closely cropped hair, in mufti,
boarded the bus and asked
Mahendran, who was seated
behind Sekar, to come with him.
When Mahendran asked the man
about his identity, the man
aggressively caught hold of
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Mahendran’s shirt and forcibly
took him out of the bus. As Sekar
was alarmed and afraid, he
remained silent. After a while,
when Sekar discretely looked back
he noticed that Murthy and
Munusamy were also missing from
the bus. Sekar was shocked,
agitated and afraid. He got off at
the next bus stop and with great
difficulty made his way back home
after changing buses and walking
a considerable distance as he had
only Rs. 90 in his pocket. The next
day at 7:30 PM., some policemen
came to Sekar’s village, showed
him Mahendran’s photograph and
told him that he has been shot dead
in the forest region in Tirupati. On
hearing this, Sekar fainted and was
taken ill. He later learnt that Murthy
and Munasamy were among the
20 persons who were killed by the
STF.

While he wants to seek justice
and bring the truth out that these
people were picked by the police
prior to the incident and killed, he
continues to fear for his and his
family members’ lives. 

Witness 2, Balachandran is a
daily wage labourer and
occasionally travels outside his
village for work in order to make
ends meet. His statement shows
on 4th April 2015 he got a call
from Palani who is acontractor
agent and who had provided him
employment opportunities in the
past. Agent Palani told
Balachandran that there was a job
opportunity in Pondicherry. On
Agent Palani’s request,
Balachandran agreed to bring some
more men with him and reach
Alangayam on 5th April 2015. On
5th April 2015,Balachandran along
with 8 other men including his
father Harikrishnan, and relatives
reached Alagayam by night and
met Agent Palani. Agent Palani then

took all the 9 labourers to Nambiyampattu village and arranged for them
to stay in the house of a woman. The next morning another man who is
known to Agent Palani joined the labourers. While waiting for the bus to
Arcot, Balachandran and this other man went to a TASMAC (Govt liquor
shop) to take a drink. When Balachandran and this other man came
back to the busstop, the other labourers and Agent Palani were not to be
seen. This other man then called Agent Palani who asked them to come
to different places until the two men eventually reached Nagari Puthur,
late in the night.

Through the entire journey, the man with Balachandran spoke to
Agent Palani a few times until finally on reaching Nagari Puthur the
other man spoke to Agent Palani, disconnected the phone and told Bala
that they should go back and that the police may arrest them if they do
not, this man told Bala that Agent Palani had been arrested. Bala could
not understand why the Police would arrest them, but he was scared on
hearing that Agent Palani had been arrested. As Bala was worried about
the safety of his father and other relatives,he called his relative Sivakumar
on the phone, however a man whose voice he did not recognize answered
the phone and said ‘Your men are here. So come to Tirupati immediately”
and disconnected the phone before Bala could say anything. While he
was making his way back to his village Bala learnt from TV news and
news papers that some persons were killed by the STF near Tirupati.
On making enquires Bala was shocked to find that the men who were
killed included his father and the 7 other labourers. Bala made his way
back to his home, performed the funeral rites of his father and has
come to Delhi in order to seek justice and protection as he is petrified
that the police personnel who killed his father and the other men may
harm him and his family to prevent him from revealing the true facts of
the incident. 

Witness 3 Illangovan’s is a daily wage labourer. His statement (not
yet produced before the NHRC) shows that on 6 April 2015 Illangovan
was on his way, to find masonry work outside his village along with
Paneerselvam who is also from his village, Malakanavayoor. At
around 8.00 P.M when the two men got off at Nagari Puthur to eat
something they caught sight of two policemen in uniform, carrying
rifles. Panneerselvam sensed something was wrong and so both the
men got into an auto. Within a few seconds the auto was surrounded by
around 8 policemen in mufti who were all carrying pistols and interrogated
us about where we were from. Illangovan and Panneerselvam truthfully
replied saying they were on their way to find Coolie work. The Policemen
forcible pulled Illangovan and Panneerselvam out of the auto and made
them stand while they spoke on the phone. In a few minutes a large
open Lorry (Eicher brand) carrying around 30 odd people arrived on the
scene and the policemen threw Illangovan and Panneerselvam also into
it. Around ten of the men in the lorry were carrying guns and seemed to
be police men, however since it was very dark Illangovan could not see
any of the persons faces clearly. The lorry after travelling some distancing
stopped at the Rangers Office in Kezthirupathy. On stopping, the police
personnel began took photographs of the men in the lorry, some of the
police men were getting in and off the vehicle at the Rangers office.
While the policemen were getting in and off the vehicle Illangovan
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PROTEST MEETING  IN KOLKA TA

The Bandhi Mukti Committee held a protest meeting under the
theme Raise your voice against the killing of innocent citizens
of India was held on 23rd April, 2015 at the Mahabodhi Society
(College St) in Kolkata. The meeting was organized against the
extra-judicial killing of five prisoners by the Telengana Police on
7th April, 2015.

managed to jump out of the Truck
and escape into the dark forest. It
was around 4.00 A.M by this time
and Illangovan was not only
petrified but also weak and
exhausted as he had not eaten. He
cautiously made his way away
from the site where the lorry had
stopped and towards the main
road. By around 8.00 A.M he
managed to find two persons on a
bike on a main road and requested
them for a lift. Illangovan
somehow managed to make his
way back to his village and shared
the ordeal he had been through
with his parents. The same night
his friend Panneerselvam’s body
also reached the village. 

“Such a brazen and arbitrary
killing under the guise of an
‘encounter’ calls for an urgent
investigation that is independent
and credible in order to dislodge
the long history of impunity
enjoyed by the police, Unless
accountability is secured and the
perpetrators punished, such
extrajudicial killings will continue.
A SIT comprising of high level
police officials who inspire
confidence, monitored by the
Supreme Court should be assigned
the investigation of these killings
to ensure that justice is done for
the victims and the right to life of
the citizens is protected.
Investigation u/s 302 IPC for
murder be initiated against
members of the STF and the
investigation should probe the role
of senior officers in planning,
masterminding and directing these
killings” said Supreme Court
advocate Vrinda Grover. 

A high level team comprising
of Retd. Justice Suresh Hosbet,
Mr. Satyabrata Pal, former
member-NHRC, and Mr. E.N.
Rammohan ex-DGP, BSF and
others will in the course of its fact

finding on 14 & 15 April 2015, will meet the concerned officials of
Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu; visit the scene of incident; the villages
of the deceased; and meet with the survivors. The interim findings will
be presented on 15th April 2015 in Vellore. The Final Report will be
submitted to the NHRC during its hearing on 23 April 2015 in
Hyderabad. 

(Oppose the Re-Launch of ....)
 way for corporate acquisition of forest land for mining and other
projects. This complicity of the Central Government, the State
Government and the corporate houses is evident in present anticipated
re-launch and Kumar has stated that the role of Salwa Judum Part 2
will be to undertake “development works in the region with the help of
the State Government”. The imposition of the state directed
“development model” in Chhattisgarh has only brought about destruction
in terms of both the Adivasis’ quality of life and in terms of mining’s
contribution to environmental degradation. Although the recently enacted
Forest Rights Act (FRA) has given the Adivasis some control over
forest lands, this protection has little or no meaning as any protest over
land grab or complaint of harassment by security forces is treated as a
‘Naxal offence’. By banning the Maoists, the police have had a free run
in arresting anyone who resists the Government’s corporate friendly
policies. As a result, thousands of Adivasis are currently rotting in Bastar
jails- which are notorious for being over crowded, unhygienic, and
under staffed- without bail and without any hope of justice.

Chhavindra Kumar’s ‘Salwa Judum Part 2’ is part of the state’s
campaign against the Maoists. As a state propped militia which is eager
to fight the state’s dirty war against the Maoists, it has started parroting
the state’s developmental rhetoric and advocating peace while practicing
war. CDRO  calls for a collective opposition against its re-launching
and  demands an end to the decade-long lawlessness prevailing in Bastar. 

Sd-
C. Chandrasekhar (CLC, Andhra Pradesh), Paramjeet Singh (PUDR,
Delhi), Parmindar Singh (AFDR, Punjab), Phulindro Konsam (COHR,
Manipur) and Tapas  Chakraborty (APDR, West Bengal)
(Coordinators of CDRO).
May 10. 2015

Constituent Organisations of CDRO:
Association  for Protection of  Democratic  Rights (APDR, West Bengal);
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Targeting Political Prisoners: Back in Colonial
Times?

Prisoners in India appear to be a right-less lot. Kiran Bedi might
have got Magsaysay for prison reforms but the reforms never seem
to have reached the prisoners. Who is responsible, whether it is the
prison authorities or the present regime we cannot say categorically.
But the fact is that the political prisoners are being targeted. In March
this year two incidents have been registered by us. As Anand
Teltumbde (CPDR, Mumbai) reports and from the statement of
PUDR Delhi, we learn that political prisoners (Hem Mishra in Nagpur,
and Vivek in Madurai Jails, Angela Sontakke Hunger Strike in Byculla
Jail) are being targeted. These two have been physically assaulted
by jail officials for standing up for their constitutionally guaranteed
rights. Details in the following three statements.

Editor

ASSAULT ON
HEM MISHRA IN NAGPUR JAIL

Statement of three political prisoners from Nagpur jail

The Nagpur police abused and beat up Hem Keshavdutt Mishra,
student of Delhi’s Jawaharlal Nehru University and political prisoner
presently lodged in Nagpur Central Prison over the issue of applying
handcuffs. They attacked him cruelly and injured him.

This illegal and inhuman act of the police occurred just outside
the prison gate within the prison premises on 20-03-2015 at around
10-00 a.m. when Hem Mishra was being taken for medical treatment
to the Government Medical Hospital.

The Supreme Court has long ago ordered that handcuffs should
not be applied and ropes should not be tied to prisoners being taken
from prison to court or hospital. This provision has also been
incorporated in the Criminal Manual and the Jail Manual. Besides,
the Assistant Inspector General of Police (Law and Order), Office
of the Director General of Police has also issued a circular in this
regard.

As per this, the police have been given clear orders not to apply
handcuffs or tie ropes to prisoners being taken from the prison to the

court or hospital. In case, in an
exceptional circumstance, there is
a need to apply handcuffs or tie
ropes then it is necessary to take
the permission of the concerned
court. But the Maharashtra police
are openly violating the orders of
the Supreme Court.

On 20-03-2015, when under
trial prisoner Hem Mishra was
being taken to the Government
Medical Hospital for medical
treatment he informed the police
of these orders of the Supreme
Court. But the police without
bothering tried to forcibly apply
handcuffs. When he again tried
to explain to them, the police
abused him and beat him up.
Further, they cruelly attacked him
and injured him. They tore his
clothes and also threatened to
‘see’ him.

These acts of the police are
unconstitutional and illegal. They
are also a violation of the orders
of the Supreme Court. The victim
has therefore sent a complaint to
the Dhantoli Police Station
through the Prison Superintendent
calling for registration of an
offence against the concerned
guilty persons in this case and for
their arrest. A complaint regarding
this incident has also been made
to the concerned court, the
Principal Judge, Gadchiroli
Sessions Court.

Sds /-

1) Hem Mishra
2) Maroti Kurvatkar
3) G. N. Saibaba

Date: 22-03-2015

Bandi Mukti Morcha (West Bengal); Campaign  for Peace & Democracy
Manipur (CPDM),  Delhi; Civil  Liberties  Committee (CLC), AP  &  Telengana;
Committee for Protection of Democratic Rights (CPDR, Mumbai &
Maharashtra); Coordination for Human Rights (COHR, Manipur); Human
Rights Forum (HRF, Andhra Pradesh); Manab Adhikar Sangram Samiti
(MASS), Assam; Naga Peoples Movement for Human Rights (NPMHR);
Organisation for Protection of Democratic Rights (OPDR, Andhra Pradesh);
Peoples’ Committee for Human Rights (PCHR, Jammu and Kashmir); Peoples
Democratic Forum (PDF, Karnataka); Peoples Union For Democratic  Rights
(PUDR, Delhi) and Peoples Union for Civil Rights (PUCR, Haryana)
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MURDEROUS  ASSAULT  ON  BALAN  ALIAS
VIVEK

‘Life behind the walls of prison is not the same as the normal social
life outside. This does not compare with one another. Although living
in a single dwelling room and life in poverty, enjoying the free air with
full freedom gives great strength to withstand all the social evils with
great hopes for future. But within the prison walls, life in incarceration,
no person, no human being could accept this life. It is a life of a
destitute, stripped off all dignities and a life of no choice and despair-
a slavery or servitude. Every person who enters inside, if he fails to
accept the fact that he is stripped off all that he owned, he would
simply be crushed. That also, for a person like me who lived a life for
revolution, fighting against the social oppressions and emancipation
of mankind, presently imprisoned for the same and removed from
that active life now, living amongst the people who live a simple life,
spending months together with such simplest people, their simple
expectations, the events that make them twist and squirm, their respect
for me and my life outside for social change, their recognition of the
same even when they are not in a position to struggle against the
subduing modes, my struggle for their rights, long duration of prison
life and some balanced relations with the prison official and wardens,
thus trying to get accustomed to this prison life.....  a sudden jolt on
my face reminds me that ‘this social system is intolerable, that the
struggle between the haves and have nots, between the able and
able not, against the oppressor and struggle alone is in the
forefront of everyman and that this struggle is inevitable.’  Every
move of the jail authorities and the rustlings of the leaves of prison’s
trees warn every now and then that ‘You are not equal to the rulers
and the bureaucrats. You are enslaved prisoners.’
Vivek, CPI (Maoist)

Vivek has been an under trial prisoner for the last 3 years. He
has been put up in the Madurai prison after initially remanding in
Cuddalore for a year. For about two years his trial has been carried
out by a trial court at Periakulam, about 80 Kms from Madurai.

On March 14, 2015, Advocate Raja, visited Vivek before noon.
After that, at about 12.30 noon, when Vivek was returning to his cell,
in the presence of the jail officials, the OCT team – comprising three
police personnel namely Manikandan, Murugaperumal and
Thyagarajan and others – that had been put in the prison, to monitor
the activities, behaved in an undignified manner to check his
underwear. When Vivek resented to it, the OCT special team, with
around 8-10 members attacked him with a terrible blow on his back-
head and neck. While Vivek was lying unconscious due to the attack
the OCT indulged in kicking on his chest, face and cheeks for about
five minutes. One officer in charge Narayanan who tried to intervene
to resolve the situation was pushed and thrown aside by the OCT

team. The assault that left Vivek
with breathing difficulties, injuries
in the back head, spine, shoulder,
and face shocked the eye-
witnessed prison inmates.

After medical treat at a
hospital Vivek went through a
hunger fast protesting against the
attack on him and similar assault
on other inmates. Around 100
inmates joined him in the hunger
fast. The hunger-fast, which
continued till Tuesday, March 17,
was called off when an assurance
to investigate into the matter was
given by the DIG prisons. The
following day, March 18, 2015,
Vivek attended the trial court and
submitted a written complaint
against the assault. According to
Vivek the judge was a police in
judicial robe whom could not be
trusted as no positive action
would come forth in favour of the
prisoners. However, Vivek had
filed the petition for the purpose
of record and documentation of
the assault. The trial court judge
did not respond to Vivek on that
issue but admitted the papers with
vampire expressions.

Gopinath Rajan

Note:
Vivek is a Maoist prisoner RP.No.
3218/2012.
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CONDEMN  ATTACKS ON POLITICAL
PRISONERS  IN  NAGPUR  AND  MADURAI

CENTRAL  JAILS

PUDR strongly condemns the recent attacks by police and jail officials
on under-trial political prisoners, Hem Mishra and Vivekananda, in
Nagpur and Madurai Central prisons, respectively. On 20 March 2015,
when Hem Mishra was being taken to the Government Medical Hospital
for treatment, he was beaten up by the police because he demanded
that he be freed of handcuffs. The police assaulted him, tore off his
shirt and threatened to ‘see’ him. Mishra, a cultural activist and student
of Jawharlal Nehru University and arrested under UAPA in 2013, suffers
from a hand deformity from birth. Despite several operations, the
situation worsened and he has lost four of his fingers.

What is deeply shocking is that the attack on Hem was carried out
by policemen who are well aware of the Supreme Court guidelines
against handcuffing of prisoners (Sunil Batra v. Delhi Administration,
1978). The apex court has clearly spelt out that to handcuff a prisoner,
especially when in courts or outside the jail is torturous, inhuman and
violative of Articles 14, 19 and 21 of the Constitution. Further, it is
common knowledge that these guidelines have been incorporated in jail
manuals and directive in this regard has already been issued by the
DGP’s office. Despite these ‘norms’ being incorporated, it is obvious
that the police assaulted Hem precisely because he protested against
their illegal act.

The assault on Hem comes close on the heels of that on Vivekananda
in Madurai Jail who was attacked by the OCT (an ‘elite’ counter
terrorism force) on 14th March inside the jail premises. Incarcerated
since 2012 on alleged charges of Maoism, Vivek had just completed
meeting his lawyer when an OCT team frisked him on grounds that
they were there to monitor his activities. When he protested, he was
first abused and then attacked on his back by 8-10 men who continued
to rain blows on him even after he fell unconscious on his face. Vivek
suffered serious injuries on his head, face, back and spine. Several
inmates witnessed this assault as it happened during the ‘interview’
time and Vivek was quickly taken to the jail hospital for treatment of his
injuries.

Hem Mishra and Vivek have protested against their custodial torture
and have filed complaints. Mishra has sent a complaint to the Dhantoli
Police station and to the Gadchiroli sessions court. Along with two
other political prisoners, he has also sent out a press report in this
regard. Vivek protested by undertaking a hunger fast in the prison hospital
and submitted a complaint to the trial court judge when he was produced
in court on 18 March 2015. His cell mates and other inmates observed
a hunger fast on 22nd March and subsequently, an activist lawyer has
filed a petition before the Madras High Court demanding medical
treatment for him, an investigation, and action against the guilty officials.

Political prisoners have often been forced to wage hunger strikes
in order to protest against the erosion of prisoner rights by jail staff and

other authorities. Nagpur Central
Jail, in particular, has witnessed
several hunger strikes undertaken
by political prisoners in the recent
past. As articulate and aware
inmates, political prisoners have
protested against denial of bail,
substitution of court attendance by
video conferences and deliberate
delay in court cases by the police.
Their strikes have drawn attention
to numerous illegal acts of the jail
authorities including that of
keeping under-trial prisoners in
solitary, or ‘anda’ cells. These
strikes have also addressed issues
that concern all jail inmates—the
inhuman living conditions such as
unhygienic food, visiting rights of
family members and lack of other
facilities.

While the particular instances
of violation of prisoner rights have
come to light in the cases of Hem
Mishra and Vivek, PUDR wishes
to point out the seriousness of
custodial torture that under-trial
political prisoners are forced to
undergo at the hands of the jail
authorities. Further, the
heinousness of the attack on Hem
is underscored by the fact that he
is a partially disabled inmate and
that the police were well aware of
his condition. PUDR also wishes
to emphasize that the attack on
Vivek was a murderous assault as
it has resulted in a serious medical
condition.

PUDR demands immediate
action against guilty officials
involved in the attacks on Hem
Mishra and Vivek

Megha Bahl,
Sharmila Purkyastha
Secretaries, PUDR  
April 2, 2015
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ANGELA   SONTAKKE  HUNGER  STRIKE  IN
BYCULLA  JAIL

Angela Harish Sontakke is a 45 year old political under-trial prisoner
facing charges of being a Maoist party member who has been
incarcerated since April 2011. Most of this period has been spent in
Byculla Jail at Mumbai. Eight out of her eleven co-accused have
been released on bail. Angela herself has been acquitted in 15 of the
16 additional cases foisted on her and has been granted bail in the
16th case. She has been denied bail in Sessions Case No. 655 of 2011
under various sections of the Unlawful Activities Prevention Act (a
law akin to the draconian TADA & POTA). A highly educated lady,
she has a double M.A. and has taught in various schools and colleges
in Maharashtra.

Angela requested an urgent mulaqat, so, Maharukh Adenwalla
and Susan Abraham, both lawyers, visited Byculla Jail on 8.4.2015 at
12 noon. During mulaqat Angela informed that on 1.4.2015, male jail
staff arrived at Barrack No. 3, women’s barrack (where Angela
was lodged) with cables. When the inmates made enquiries, they
were informed that CCTV cameras were going to be installed inside
their barracks. Angela and the other inmates protested that this would
be a clear invasion of their privacy since women inmates change
their clothes, apply medicines (as skin infections are rampant in the
overcrowded condition of the jail) and in the height of summer without
any fans, women use minimum clothes while sleeping in the
barracks.Angela also asked that they should be shown the notice
allowing CCTVs inside the barracks.

The Jail Superintendent Mr Indurkar came to Barrack No. 3 in
the evening and next day morning, and said that he was in no mood
to hold discussions with the inmates, and accused Angela of instigating
other inmates. He threatened to: (i) put her in 24 hour isolation and
(ii) to put a case on her for not allowing jail officials to perform their
duties. Angela and the other inmates explained that they have no
objection to CCTV cameras at the entrance of the barracks, corridors,
court yard, at the gate, steps and offices, but that they cannot be
installed inside the barracks.

On 2nd April 2015, after bandhi, at around 6.30 p.m. about 10-
12 jail staff came to Barrack No. 3 and took Angela away saying
that she was being kept in a ‘separate’ cell – obviously as punishment
for opposing the CCTV installation. Angela protested by starting a
hunger strike that evening itself. On 3rd April 2015, no jail staff came
for rounds because of it being Good Friday and a public holiday. On
4th April 2015, Angela met the Chief Medical Officer and informed
him that she was on a hunger strike. The Officer took her weight
and taking note of her frail health, he informed the staff to inform the
higher officers.

Angela also got to see a copy of the circular issued by Meera

Borwankar, I.G., Prisons where
it is stated that CCTV cameras
ought to be installed at: (i) main
gate; (ii) judicial office; (iii) High
Security Cells; and (iv) mulaqat
rooms. The Circular does not
state that cameras should be
installed inside the barracks.

Again there was no round
taken by the jail staff the next
day, i.e., 5th April 2015, as it was
a Sunday. Angela was on
continued hunger strike. On
Monday 6th April 2015, when
bandi was opened, (i.e., the jail
inmates are allowed to come out
from the barrack into the jail
courtyard), all other inmates were
told not to talk to Angela. Angela
submitted her letter to a prison
officer -that she was on a hunger
strike and demanded that (i) the
CCTV cameras not be installed
inside the barracks; and (ii) that
she be returned to the barracks.
Instead of considering her
demands, Angela was further
punished by putting her in an
‘isolation’ cell with no contact
with other inmates.

Since Angela continued her
hunger strike for the 5th day, and
her weight had come down to 57
kgs., the Superintendent came to
meet her on 7th April 2015, and
told her that she was always
obstructing measures he was
trying to implement. She pointed
out that she did not oppose
measures which were in the
interest of women inmates, and
pointed out that CCTV cameras
inside the barracks were in
violation of women inmates’ right
to privacy. He finally gave an
assurance that he would consider.
She was removed from the
isolation cell by evening. Based
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on this, and the assurance given
to her, Angela withdrew her
hunger strike on that evening.

After the jail mulaqat of
Angela, Maharukh and Susan
met the Jail Superintendent, Mr
Indurkar. They pointed out that
installing CCTV cameras inside
the barracks was a direct invasion
of the inmates’ privacy and
dignity. When Mr Indurkar
explained that only women would
operate the cameras, they pointed
out that even women staff could
misuse the footage and anyone
else can easily have access to the
footage.Mr Indurkar gave an
assurance that he would consider
their suggestions fairly.

CPDR believes that the
installation of CCTV cameras
within the women’s barracks in

jails amounts to violation of the
right to privacy and dignity which
is a fundamental right guaranteed
under the Constitution. It is
important to note that the
Supreme Court has repeatedly
held that merely because a person
is imprisoned, he does not lose all
his fundamental rights. It is also
most alarming that when a
prisoner protests the violation of
fundamental rights, she is isolated
and threatened with action for
obstructing officials from
performing their duties!

Dr. Anand Teltumde
General Secretary
Committee for the Protection of
Democratic Rights (CPDR)
16.4.2015

taking food from Saturday.
His  lawyers, who met him

on Monday, April 13, 2015,
immediately submitted a
memorandum to the DIG
(Prisons) East Region, the prison
authority under whose jurisdiction
the Nagpur Prison falls. The
official however merely received
the memorandum and refused to
respond to the issues raised by
Saibaba. He did not even indicate
any willingness to allow the
essentials that the prison report
to the court has stated that they
were providing.

Immediate action is called for
to protect the life of Dr. G N
Saibaba and obtain his release.

Vivek Sundara
April 14, 2015

POLITICAL PRISONER, G  NAGA  SAIBABA ON
HUNGER  STRIKE

Dr, G N Saibaba, Delhi University Professor, who has been in
incarceration since 9th May, 2014 has commenced an indefinite hunger
strike from May 4, 2015 demanding proper medical treatment and
food, both of which are being denied to him by the authorities of the
Nagpur Central Prison.

Dr. Saibaba, who is presently lodged in the notorious Anda Barrack
of the Nagpur Prison has been denied bail twice by the Sessions Court,
Gadchiroli and once by the Nagpur Bench of Bombay High Court. In
the last order by the Sessions Court dated March 4, 2015 the Sessions
Judge referred to the reports of the Superintendent and the Chief
Medical Officer of the Nagpur Central Prison which, while admitting
the delicate medical condition of Saibaba, stated that he was being
treated at the Government Medical College Hospital as well as the
Super Speciality Hospital in Nagpur and that they were providing food
supplements as per his medical requirements. It was on the basis of
such reports that bail on medical grounds was denied to Saibaba.

However, despite such claims by the prison authorities made before
the court, the prison administration has not only continued to deny him
proper medical treatment and food supplements, but also now even
stopped certain items that were earlier allowed to him.

Faced with a situation of a steady deterioration in his health
condition, Saibaba has decided to protest and has completely stopped
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Urbanization as Development
PUCL Report on Unrest and Repression in the

Sundergarh Scheduled District of Odisha

i. Clearly there is an absolute lack of understanding of the Constitutional
scheme of the Scheduled areas and of PESA1 among the local
administration, and there is insensitivity to the concrete threats the tribals
are apprehending from urbanization. Thus a situation of alienation of
the tribals has taken place which requires to be handled by administrators
having such understanding and sensitivity.

ii. Administration has clearly violated the procedures for taking
consent of the concerned Gram Sabhas as the villagers came to know
of the Notification of inclusion only belatedly through the internet. No
Notification was ever sent to the Panchayats or published in local
newspapers of wide circulation so that the villagers could access the
information about the Notification. Thus the entire Notification process
requires to be re conducted in a truly democratic spirit.

iii. Despite the fact that the villagers had registered their objections
and that they have organised themselves into a representative body, the
administration did not consider it necessary to hold effective or serious
discussions to resolve the issue, rather the attitude has been as if the
objections are a mere formality and the representative body is a criminal
entity. No ground work has been done to study the impact of the
urbanization on the life and livelihoods of the affected tribals. It is
shocking that even Sarpanches, and sitting and erstwhile MLAs are all
being considered as ‘trouble makers’ rather than representatives of the
people who can participate in a dialogue. This resulting situation of
turning a debate on what constitutes development into a law and order
problem must lie squarely at the door of the administration and
government.

iv. All leaders and active members of the Sundergarh Zila Adivasi
Moolvasi Bachao Manch conveyed that they fear for their lives. We
heard that reportedly the senior officials were planning to use the National
Security Act against George Tirkey, a sitting adivasi MLA as if he was
a die- hard criminal or a terrorist. The criminal justice system is being
abused to criminalize dissent.

v. In these circumstances, a situation of panic exists among the
villagers and continues due to the continuing surveillance and repression,
arbitrary arrests and fabricated cases against most frontline leaders.
Particularly the fear of persecution is accentuated because of the existing
FIRs against unknown persons and particularly vague FIRs against
‘700 others.’ The Government of Odisha  should  review  the  criminal
cases  that  have  been  registered  and  quash  vague  and politically
motivated FIRs.

vi. No FIR has yet been registered against the police officers who
physically harassed the women and men on the day of the economic
blockade.2 The State must register FIRs and investigate objectively into

the complaints of the people
against police high-handedness to
instil confidence in the people
regarding the impartiality of the
criminal justice system.

vii. The new PDS3 scheme is
being used as a way of coercing
the villagers to support the
Corporation. One of the strategies
being used by the Government,
apart from arbitrary arrests and
slapping of false and fabricated
cases on leaders of SZAMBM,4 is
forceful registration of people in
the targeted Panchayats for new
PDS cards in the Wards of the
Corporation under the Food
Security Act. The new cards being
distributed have „Mahanagar palika
inscribed on it, though the new
Rourkela Municipal Corporation
(including these panchayats) has
not been formed yet. The people
opposing the RMC (Rourkela
Municipal Corporation) feel this is
ploy by the administration to show
the acceptance of proposed RMC
among people. And thus, entire
villages have been protesting and
have not been accepting any ration
cards and preventing any
distribution of the same. Villagers
say, ‘What will we do with our
ration cards when we lose our land
and source of livelihood.’ The
Government is now reportedly
using security platoons to set up
the registration camps and using
force to get people to register their
names for new PDS cards. The
villagers also told us that the
Government has been reportedly
getting ward members and
anganwadi workers to frighten the
villagers that if they did not register
for new PDS cards now they
would never get any cards later on.

Thus, when the issue of
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PUDR Statements against Violation of
Democratic Rights

Over the last two months, the People’s Union for Democratic Rights
have come up with various statements against violation of democratic
rights across India. For the purpose of publication in the CDRO Bulletin,
some of the statements are being chronologically arranged under the
current title. However, there are also some statements that are being
incorporated in different thematic titles.

Editor.

NINE  WEEKS  AND  COUNTING:
STRIKE  OF  WOMEN  SALES-ATTENDANTS

OF  KALYAN SAREES

On the occasion of International Women’s Day, which arose to mark
struggles of women workers for better working conditions and wages
over a century ago, People’s Union for Democratic Rights (PUDR)
expresses its solidarity with the ongoing strike of women sales
attendants of Kalyan Sarees in Thrissur , Kerala. This under-
reported and remarkable strike which started on 31 December 2014
has entered its ninth week now. The women on strike are demanding
humane and fair working conditions. An indication of the conditions
of work is the fact that the strike is referred to as ‘Sitting Strike’
(Irikkal samaram) – referring to one of their central demands for the
right to sit, denied to them through their 10-12 hour working day.

The present strike was in response to the decision of the
management of a Kalyan Sarees showroom in Thrissur to abruptly
transfer six women sales attendants. These workers were prevented
from entering the building on 16 December 2014 and were told that
they had been transferred to distant places, to showrooms owned by
the well-known Kalyan Group of companies. The six women were
targeted because they were vocal and articulate and had led other
workers in the showroom to organise and raise demands for fair

inclusion/ annexation is still under
dispute, the PDS scheme should
be delinked from any decision in
this regard.

viii. From the study of other
similar situations and also the land
use pattern in the Rourkela
Municipality, it appears that the
apprehensions of the tribal people
are well founded that the reason
for annexing Jhartarang, Jagda and
Balijodi is so that that land can be
sold or leased to builders, real
estate agents, etc. in the name of
creating better infrastructure and
basic amenities. The issue of
urbanisation in the Scheduled
Areas needs to be considered at
the highest possible level keeping
in mind the Second Bhuria
Committee Report, the lapsed
MESA Bill and the concrete
experiences of the tribal people in
the urban centres of Scheduled
areas. Adequate protection to the
tribal communities requires to be
provided in the urban areas.

ix. We note with the concern
the fact that the issues of the
Sundergarh tribals have been totally
ignored by the mainstream national
media apart from the reports of
delay of trains on the Howrah –
Mumbai line for some 48 hours
when the economic blockade was
going on. The neglect of the other
side of the development debate in
the public domain does not augur
well for our democracy.

x. The People’s Union for
Civil Liberties through its Odisha
members has also raised the issues
of police repression and false
cases observed during this fact
finding trip with the National
Human Rights Commission. Since
this case is indeed a test of how
the tribal areas are going to face

urbanization and industrialization in
the coming days, we hope that the
NHRC will intervene promptly and
effectively to help establish peace
and justice in this scheduled area.

Endnotes:
1. Panchayats Extension to
Scheduled Areas (PESA) Act, 1996.
2. Economic Blockade was launched
on January 20, 2015.

3. Public Distribution System.
4. Sundergarh Zila Adivasi Mulvasi
Bachao Manch

Note:
The above text is being reproduced
from the report of the PUCL Fact
Finding Team into Unrest and
Repression in the Sundergarh
Scheduled District of Odisha, 16 to
20 February 2015.
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working conditions. The
management’s action was clearly
aimed at attacking the workers’
right to organise themselves and
assert their rights. Instead of
caving in to bullying tactics of the
management, the six workers
have proceeded to strike, by
sitting outside the showroom.

Significantly, many women
workers of the showroom
(including these six) had joined
the Asanghatitha Meghala
Thozhilali Union (AMTU). Apart
from fighting for the ‘right to sit’,
the AMTU has also been taking
up other unfair practices that are
common across the sector. These
include extremely limited toilet
breaks, severe monetary
deductions from wages for any
extra breaks (e.g. out of a total
salary of Rs. 5000-7500 per
month, deductions could amount
to Rs. 1500-Rs.3000 even if
women had medical problems
and needed to use the toilet more
frequently) and so on. Sales
attendants are kept under strict
surveillance by owners in smaller
shops and by cameras in larger
showrooms and are prevented
from sitting down, even
occasionally. Smaller stores often
lack toilets and women workers
are forced to spend money at
public toilets or those in nearby
hotels. Many try to avoid using
these paid facilities by not drinking
water. They are also constantly
subjected to verbal abuses and
sexually suggestive remarks for
requesting toilet breaks. Standing
for long hours without adequate
toilet breaks has led to numerous
issues affecting the workers’
physical and mental well-being.

Since the late 1990s, women
sales attendants have been
increasingly employed by textile
and other showrooms as they are

seen as pliable labour who are
ready to work for paltry wages,
not ask for compensation for
overtime work and, unlikely to
unionise. It is significant that
even the low wages that the
women sales attendants were
getting at the time of the strike
were won as a result of earlier
struggles. Sadly, the issues of fair
working conditions raised by the
present strike have remained
unaddressed by established trade
unions and by state authorities.
Consequently, managements, like
those at Kalyan Sarees, blatantly
violate guidelines of Kerala Shops
and Commercial Establishments
Act and are never penalized by
the Labour Department. The
remarkable ‘sitting strike’ has

drawn attention to the neglect and
exploitation of women workers in
the informal sector and has shown
how these workers have
challenged the management by
persisting in their demands.

PUDR urges that the
crucial demands raised by the
Kalyan Sarees and other
workers on strike for the 69th

day, this Women’s Day, be
addressed immediately.

Megha Bahl
Sharmila Purkayastha
Secretaries, PUDR
7 March 2015

CONDEMN  GANG-RAPE  IN  NADIA
 AND CONTINUING  ATTACKS  ON

CHRISTIANS

PUDR expresses outrage at the gang-rape of a 71 year old nun by a
gang of ‘dacoits’ inside a convent in Gangnapur village, Nadia district,
West Bengal on 14th March 2015. The men reportedly raided and
desecrated the convent before taking away rupees 12 lakhs. Clearly,
the motive was not merely to rob and decamp but to punish the school
and the community through this horrendous gang-rape. In this
connection, PUDR wishes to draw attention to the disturbing trend of
attacks on Christians, including their institutions and places of worship,
in recent times.

1. On 15th March 2015, an under-construction church in Kaimri
village, Hissar was vandalized and an idol of the Hindu god, Hanuman,
was placed in its stead. The priest had been warned by the Bajrang
Dal not to build the church. While promising strict action, the Haryana
Chief Minister, Manohar Lal Khattar, stated in the Assembly that the
church was being built in an illegal colony and that the priest was
involved in conversion.

2. On 15th February 2015, the Holy Child Auxilium Convent, Vasant
Vihar in Delhi was vandalized. This was the sixth church which had
been attacked since December 2014 (Dilshad Garden, Jasola, Rohini,
Vikaspur, Vasant Kunj). Yet, the Delhi Police Commissioner reportedly
told the Central Government that more thefts had occurred (but not
publicized) in temples, gurdwaras and mosques than in churches.
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3. On 1st March 2015,
members of the Hindu Jagran
Manch allegedly attacked the
farm of a Christian missionary in
Alirajpur, Madhya Pradesh, on
grounds that he was ‘converting’
Hindu tribals. In October 2014,
the district administration had
denied permission to the All India
United Christian Front and
Moksha Foundation from holding
a convention at the same venue
on grounds of communal tensions
after a Christian boy eloped and
married a Hindu girl in an Arya
Samaj temple in Bhopal.

Such selective attacks are
definitely not new. However, as
against isolated incidents like the
rape of two nuns in Gajraula
(1990) or the murder of two
priests in Gumla (1996), the spate
of attacks assumed a new force
after the BJP victory in 1998. In
Orissa targeted killings began
with the murders of Graham
Staines and his two sons in 1999
and in Dangs (Gujarat),
orchestrated attacks on Christian
places of worship and homes in
1999 were witnessed. With the
BJP assuming power at the
Centre in 2014, the hate tide has
assumed a new pitch which is
visible in Ghar Wapsi campaigns
and in the deliberate targeting of
Mother Teresa by the RSS
supremo, Mohan Bhagwat.

Officially, the Government
professes otherwise. In his
official website, on 18th February,
2015, the Prime Minister stated,
“We consider the freedom to
have, to retain, and to adopt, a
religion or belief, is a personal
choice of a citizen”. Similarly, the
Home Minister had assured a
delegation which had met him
after the desecration of the
Vasant Kunj church that the

government would not
discriminate on the basis of
religion, caste and community.

PUDR questions the
Centre’s double-speak on the
issues of religious freedom and
gender justice. On the one hand,
it professes religious tolerance;
on the other, it refuses to
challenge its state agencies,
ministers and cultural leaders for
rescinding from the same.
Similarly, while it claims to
safeguard the rights of all women,
its religious leaders advocate
control over women in the name
of ‘community.’ This horrific rape
shows the role that sexual
violence has played in targeting
and brutalizing the religious
freedom of the Christian
community. This incident has also
hollowed out the Centre’s
fallacious ban decision on the
recent documentary, India’s
Daughter. If bans could prevent
the culture of sexual violence,
then how does the Centre explain
this incident in which an elderly

nun was deliberately violated by
a gang of men inside a convent?

While the West Bengal
Government has agreed to a CBI
investigation into the incident and
the Central Government and the
NHRC have sought reports of the
same, PUDR believes that this
incident is far more than a mere
law and order problem; it is part
of a communal pattern which is
fast emerging in different cities
and towns under the aegis of the
Hindu right. PUDR wishes to
remind the Government that it has
to uphold the fundamental right of
freedom of religion for all citizens
and right to equality and freedom
for women. PUDR demands that
the guilty be apprehended
immediately and urges the
Government to take all necessary
steps to prevent any further
incidents.

MeghaBahl,
Sharmila Purkayastha
Secretaries, PUDR.
18th March 2015

CONDEMN  ACQUITTAL  OF  16  PAC
PERSONNEL  ACCUSED  IN THE

HASHIMPURA  MASSACRE

On 22 May 1987, Provincial Armed Constabulary (PAC) personnel
of UP reached Hashimpura, Meerut, took away about 50 Muslim
men from a crowd outside a mosque, shot dead at least 42 of the
men, and threw their bodies into a canal. On 21 March 2015, a Delhi
Sessions Court accepted that the PAC personnel had committed these
murders, but acquitted the policemen charged on account of
insufficient evidence. Twenty eight years after the brutal massacre
of Muslims by state forces, the guilty in uniform have not been identified
and are roaming free.

Nine years after the incident, in 1996, the charge-sheet was filed
by the Uttar Pradesh CB-CID. In 2002, families of the victims and
survivors petitioned the Supreme Court to transfer the case to Delhi.
In 2006 charges were framed by the Delhi Sessions Court against 19
accused. Finally, 9 years later, the court pronounced its judgement,
acquitting 16 of them, whilst the 3 remaining had died in the meantime.



18 CDRO Bulletin

For relief and rehabilitation, the
court has directed the matter to
the District Legal Services
Authority.

On the basis of the legal
labyrinth resulting in the total
travesty of justice, PUDR wishes
to draw attention to three
particular issues:

1. Deliberate Delay of 28
years: The history of the case
shows that this delay began with
the lack of filing of charge-sheet.
Unless and until such cases
where police themselves are
indicted are independently
investigated and speedily tried,
each and every delay becomes an
advantage for the accused as
against the victims.

2. Violation of Right to Fair
Investigation and Trial: In these
intervening years, the 16 accused
were never arrested or
suspended. They remained in the
force and some were even
promoted. In short, they had the
power to interfere and tamper
with evidence gathering and
intimidate witnesses. The right of
the survivors and victims’ to a fair
investigation and trial was denied
from the beginning. The fact that
the accused were let off on
grounds of lack of identification
only underlines the shoddy
investigation and its complicity
with the criminal policemen. PAC
men were on duty at Hashimpura
that fatal day and it therefore
becomes the responsibility of the
PAC and the government to
identify the criminals in its force.

3. Denial of Compensation:
No compensation has been
awarded to anyone. The dead
bodies were recovered. Yet, the
families of the victims and
survivors have been denied
compensation in all these 28
years. Besides the deaths, 5

persons were seriously injured
including Babuddin, who filed the
first FIR that night. Even the
injured were never given
compensation. And even now the
quantum of compensation
remains undecided.

PUDR strongly believes that
deliberate delay, violation of the
right to fair trial and denial of
compensation to the families of
the victims and survivors of the
Hashimpura massacre
tantamount to a denial of justice.
It sends a message to all citizens
that policemen guilty of brutality

shall enjoy impunity. We appeal
to all people who stand against
injustice to decry the present
outcome and to demand action
against all those responsible for
the delay, for the destruction of
evidence and shielding of the
criminals.

Megha Bahl, Sharmila
Purkayastha
Secretaries, PUDR
22 March 2015.

PUDR  CONDEMNS  BANS  ON  COW
SLAUGHTER

On March 16th 2015, the Haryana Government unanimously passed
Haryana Gauvansh Sanrakshan and Gausamvardhan Bill with
main opposition parties Indian National Lok Dal   (INLD) and Congress
supporting the Bill. The new bill passed by the Haryana Government
bans cow slaughter and sale of beef and imposes a punishment of
rigorous imprisonment of not less than three years extending up to 10
years and fines ranging from Rs. 30,000 to Rs. one lakh. The Haryana
Government’s move comes just days after the President’s assent to
Maharashtra Animal Preservation (Amendment) Bill 1995 early this
month. Maharashtra Animal Preservation (Amendment) Bill 1995
not only banned beef but also extended the prohibition to slaughter of
bulls and oxen. There was already a ban on slaughter of cows in
Maharashtra since 1976. The new amended Act imposes a fine of
Rs. 10,000 and a maximum prison term of five years for selling or
even possessing beef.

What needs to be underlined here is that these bans on cow
slaughter are not new; they were in existence in many of the states
for many-many years. For example in Delhi, Bihar, Andhra Pradesh,
slaughter of cows and calves is totally prohibited. In Goa and Andhra
Pradesh, ‘cow’ is defined to include heifer, or a male or female calf
of a cow under the Goa, Daman and Diu Prevention of Cow Slaughter
Act 1978 and Andhra Pradesh Prohibition of Cow Slaughter and
Animal Preservation Act 1977, respectively. In some states like
Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Goa and Madhya Pradesh slaughter of
bulls, bullocks and adult buffalos is permitted on ‘fit for slaughter’
certificate if the cattle is over 12 or 15 years of age, is not likely to
become economical for draught, breeding or milk. Assam and West
Bengal provides for slaughter of all cattle which includes bull, bullocks,
calves, cows and buffalo on ‘fit for slaughter’ certificate. Meghalaya
and Nagaland have no legislation to this effect.
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What, however, is new is the
increase in quantum of
punishment and fines being
imposed in the recent legislations
passed against slaughter of cows
and other animals. Haryana was
covered under the Punjab
Prohibition of Cow Slaughter Act
1955 and had a rigorous
imprisonment upto five years and
a fine upto Rs. 5000 or both. The
new Haryana Gauvansh
Sanrakshan and
Gausamvardhan Act increases
punishment to rigorous
imprisonment of three years to
ten years and fines of Rs. 30,000
- Rs. 100,000. In many states like
Gujarat, Bihar, Andhra Pradesh,
Karnataka the punishment for
cow slaughter is a maximum
imprisonment of six months or
fine upto Rs.1000 or both. The
1976 Maharashtra Animal
Preservation Act also provided
for similar punishment and fines.
What also needs to be underlined
is that in Delhi, Madhya Pradesh,
Maharashtra, Punjab and
Rajasthan the burden of proof is
on the accused. It shows how
much importance has been
attached to prevention of cow
slaughter so as to have this
extraordinary provision in the law.
It is so ironical that the women’s
movement had to struggle so hard
to make this change in law in
cases of rape to shift the burden
of proof on the accused whereas
it finds a place in these state’s
laws on cow slaughter without
anyone even noticing them.

That prohibition of slaughter
of cows, calves and other milch
and draught animals finds a place
in the Directive Principles of
State Policy in our Constitution
and that many states in India have
a law banning cow slaughter and

beef is indicative of a deep seated
majoritarian understanding of
Indian culture. It shows that the
nature of state in India is heavily
tilted in a selective understanding
of Indian and even Hindu
tradition. This questions the whole
edifice of secularism and equal
respect for all religions in India.
The understanding that Hindus
stand against cow slaughter or
that Hinduism has always
shunned and continues to shun
beef is a proposition which is
deeply contested. It might well be
that some castes or groups
amongst Hindus revere the cow
and find cow slaughter
abominable, but this view is not
true of all Hindus across India,
either today or in the past.

Quite apart from the
absurdity of imposing dietary
preference of one privileged and
powerful group over the rest,
there are other compelling
reasons to question the ban. The
entire meat production industry,
from the traditional to the modern,
employs and meets livelihood
needs of millions of Indians.
India’s meat production ranks
fifth at 6.3 million tonnes in which
share of bovine meat (cow,
buffalo, bull) constitutes 62%. Of
this, less than a million tonnes is
exported. Thus the rest of it goes
to meet the dietary needs of
millions of Indians. Thus in
banning cow slaughter to appease
a minority of Hindus, livelihood
needs and therefore right to life
of millions of Indians has been put
at risk. And in the bargain, it also
simultaneously removes cheap
high protein diet for hundreds of
millions of Indians of every
denomination.

These bans which are being
extended to cover other cattle as

well under an expansive definition
of ‘beef’ pose many kinds of
problems like for poor farmers
who cannot take care of an old
cow and because of these bans
can no longer sell it to an abattoir.
It has serious livelihood
ramifications for a large number
of families directly and indirectly
dependent on cattle trade and
related industries like leather,
gelatine, animal fat soap industry,
pharmaceuticals and meat
exports.

It is worth noticing that more
than fifty percent of people
engaged in meat production and
related trade of skin, hides, bones,
etc. are Hindus. And they are
beef consumers. To PUDR this
ban, therefore, is an assault on the
right to life which involves
livelihood and a diet of their
choice, of Hindus, in whose name
it has been brought in, as much
as the religious minorities. In
other words, it limits the dietary
preferences of a substantial
section of Indian people.

With Haryana and
Maharashtra Governments’
pushing cow slaughter ban,
notwithstanding Goa’s BJP Chief
Minister ruling out a cow
slaughter ban in Goa, a
majoritarian agenda is being
promoted. Although, most of the
state laws banning cow slaughter
were passed by Congress
governments, RSS affiliated
Hindu right-wing groups are
clamouring now for an all India
ban on cow slaughter and for the
strictest punishment for anyone
indulging in it. This opens the door
for fanatics to carry out raids,
effect arrests and resort to
organized violence against
Muslims in particular. These laws
provide a social and legal sanction
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to such groups to harass people
who transport the cattle for
selling, export and other purposes.
The Haryana law includes police
action against drivers of vehicles
transporting beef and the
impounding of such vehicles.
PUDR’s 2003 report on Dalit
Lynching at Dulina (in Jhajjhar
district of Haryana) traces the
underlying tensions on the issue
of cow protection and its threat
to some castes traditionally
associated with cow slaughter
and trading.

In light of all this, PUDR
condemns the recent bans on
‘cow’ slaughter, which like many
bans/proscriptions on books,
literature, scholarship, and films
can only be understood in the
context of right-wing Hindu
upsurge in recent times. The ban
is an infringement of personal
dietary choices with the state
having assumed the power to
criminalize some of these. It is
indeed a cruel irony that the
exercise of this basic freedom
invites a greater prison term as
punishment than a grave criminal
offence like rape for which the
term is 7 years; or for deaths due
to criminal negligence where the
prison term is two years.

While it cannot be stressed
enough that a democratic strategy
is required to contest the upper
caste Hindu bias which is
reflected in the Constitution with
regard to cow slaughter, we
acknowledge that issues of
cruelty to animals, animal
shelters, maintenance of hygienic
conditions in abattoirs, effective
waste disposal do need attention.
The ban is a reminder that we are
being served a fait accompli
leaving no room for debate/s or
reasoned discussion. PUDR

therefore denounces the narrow
sectarian construction that
conceals a much diverse and
complex reality.

Megha Bahl,
Sharmila Purkayastha
Secretaries
24 March 2015

CONDEMN  POLICE  LATHI-CHARGE ON
CONTRACT  WORKERS’  DEMONSTRATION

OUTSIDE  DELHI  SECRETARIAT

PUDR strongly condemns the brutal lathi-charge by Delhi Police on
a workers’ demonstration on 25 March 2015 when nearly 1000
workers and activists belonging to different unions (Wazirpur hot rolling
steel industry, Delhi Metro Railways Corporation, Karawal Nagar
almond workers, safai karamcharis of Dr. Hedgevar and Babu Jagjivan
Ram Hospitals and several unorganized workers from Khajuri) had
gathered outside the Delhi Secretariat to meet the Labour Minister in
order to present a memorandum of demands. Several university
students had also joined the demonstration.

The demonstration peacefully waited for four hours but the
minister did not meet them. Instead, they were attacked by the police
who used several rounds of tear gas and lathi-charge against them.
While the lathi-charge was indiscriminate and brutal, certain activists
and workers, including female activists, were particularly targeted
and attacked by male policemen. The head injuries sustained by at
least two shows that the aim of the police was not to disperse but to
attack. Later, when the workers re-assembled at Rajghat, they were
again lathi-charged. Five workers/activists have sustained injuries
including one who has had a fracture. Seventeen activists including
four women have been arrested on charges of rioting and for
participating in an unlawful assembly with common object and
obstructing public officials from discharging duty (s. 186, 353, 147,
148, 149, IPC). The arrested persons have been detained in
Indraprastha Estate Police Station.

This is the second attack carried out by Delhi Police in less than
a month’s time. On 5th March 2015, hundreds of contract workers
who had demonstrated outside the Secretariat, under the banner of
Delhi Metro Rail Contract Workers Union, were brutally lathi-charged
and several were seriously injured. The Labour Minster was forced
to meet a delegation then as the workers refused to disperse. However,
unlike then, this time not only did the Government not meet any of the
protesters, the police has also arrested some of the prominent faces
within the demonstration. Quite clearly, yesterday’s attack was
premeditated and was meant to intimidate the workers from protesting
any further.

By using the old strategy of charging protesters with
lawlessness—by attacking, detaining and forcing them to face criminal
charges—the Kejriwal Government has exposed its class character
and complicity with the police. Not only has the Government refused
to honor its election promise, of regularizing contractual work, it has
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deliberately turned a peaceful
workers’ demonstration into law
and order problem and
encouraged the police to attack
protesters and arrest them. It is
shocking to note that a Chief
Minister, who is a believer in the
right to protest and dissent, has
such animosity towards legitimate
protests against his Government.

PUDR strongly condemns

the police actions and demands
an immediate and unconditional
release of all 17 persons. PUDR
demands action against male
policemen who targeted women
activists and attacked them.

Megha Bahl,
Sharmila Purkayastha
Secretaries, PUDR
March 26, 2015

the main perpetrators of anti-
Muslim carnage in December
1992 and January 1993, despite
the Sri Krishna Commission of
Inquiry identifying a host of police
officers and politicians belonging
to Shiv Sena for their role. The
selective pursuit of those who
perpetrated heinous crimes and /
or non-pursuit of mass murders
perpetrated by right wing
Hindutvadis or uniformed
personnel, has regrettably
become the hallmark of our
criminal justice system which
treats killings by Muslims as ‘acts
of terrorism’ whilst regular crimes
by Hindus are often not pursued.
To uphold death penalty for Yaqub
Menon, therefore, because of his
kinship with the main perpetrators
who remain at large and for a
crime in which his role is
peripheral, is nothing short of
murdering justice as it is solely a
subjective decision of the Judges.

It is also imperative to ask as
to what justice will be served
through the execution of death
sentence on Yakub Memon
whose ‘crime’ appears to be his
kinship to main perpetrators?
Such regressive judicial
pronouncement yet again
convinces us that death penalty
is not only irrational but it also
fraught with irreversibility which
PUDR finds abhorrent. Globally,
there is a move within countries
to progressively do away with this
regressive form of punishment.
PUDR therefore urges the
authorities including the judiciary
in this case that in the interests
of justice to commute his
sentence and in light of his 21
yearlong incarceration to release
him. And in keeping with the

YAKUB  MENON – A QUESTION  OF  LIFE
AND DEATH

PUDR notes with extreme concern the Supreme Court’s decision on
the 9th of April 2015, to reject Yakub Memon’s petition seeking review
of his death sentence. This decision will only add another chapter to
the growing instances of injustice perpetrated by the State. In the
name of providing relief for those killed in the heinous Bombay blasts
of 1993 one finds a punishment based on selective targeting and
prejudice.

Certain facts need to be recalled to show as to why the fear of
such an eventuality is real. The grounds on which the TADA court
proclaimed Yakub as one of the chief conspirators and decided upon
the quantum of punishment remains mired in controversy. Charged
with financing arms training for young boys in Pakistan and purchase
of certain vehicles, the question as to whether the charges qualify
Yakub Memon to be treated on par with the likes of Dawood Ibrahim
and Tiger Memon, the main accused behind the blasts, remains. The
fact that Tiger Memon, was his elder brother seems to have become
the more aggravating factor justifying the death sentence awarded to
him by the TADA court and the Supreme Court of India.

It may be recalled that Yakub Memon had chosen to come back
to India, much against the wishes of Tiger Memon, when he was
arrested by the Indian authorities in 1994. Confident that the legal
system would provide him and his family the necessary relief, he
cooperated with the authorities in the course of the trial. It is a fact
that of the 123 accused, Yakub Memon was the only one to have
been awarded a death sentence in the case. In fact in its order of 21st

March 2013, the Supreme Court while commuting the death sentence
to life imprisonment for 10 other accused, declined to do the same for
Yakub Memon. For the Court, Yakub’s decision to surrender, his good
behaviour inside the prison and twenty long years of incarceration
were of no consequence, in deciding upon a matter involving a question
of life and death.

The rejection reflects poorly on not just the judicial system but
the entire administrative machinery that has failed to bring to justice
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principles of equality before law
and natural justice, the accused
of 1992- 1993 massacres must be
tried and convicted.

Megha Bahl
Sharmila Purkayastha
(Secretaries, PUDR)
April 28, 2015

Ashiq Bukhari Revelations Must Lead to
Criminal Accountability

Today, March 11, 2015, it was reported, that ex-SSP Ashiq Bukhari
had made unequivocal and strong allegations against ex-Chief Minister,
Jammu and Kashmir, Omar Abdullah. First, that on hearing of the
2010 arrest of Muslim League leader Masarat Alam, Omar Abdullah
asked on phone why he had been arrested and not bumped off. Second,
that in addition to the official Rs. 10 lakhs given to Ashiq Bukhari, an
additional Rs. 15 lakhs were given by Omar Abdullah ‘from his own
pocket.’ Third, that Omar Abdullah had paid him Rs. 1.5 crore, four
times by cheque, for outstanding work.

These allegations confirmed the truth that the people of Jammu
and Kashmir have known: extra-judicial executions, torture,
disappearances and other crimes have been routinely used by the
Indian State to control the population of Jammu and Kashmir. Fake
encounters, as observed by Omar Abdullah in the case of Masarat
Alam, has been a regular tool of the State. Further, money – in the
form of cash rewards for these crimes – has fuelled and sustained
the work of various armed forces personnel, including police, in carrying
out the necessary crimes. These allegations merely substantiate the
pre-existing evidence on the numerous fake encounters and other
crimes committed in Jammu and Kashmir, and re-iterate the urgent
need for impartial and fair investigations to uncover the truth of past
violations, including past attacks on political leaders such as Sheikh
Aziz (2008), Chairman, Jammu Kashmir Peoples League.

The reported statement of Omar Abdullah is also reminiscent of
an earlier reported statement of 13 January 2001, of the then Chief
Minister of Jammu and Kashmir, Farooq Abdullah who was reported
to have stated, ‘My orders to the police are wherever you find a
militant, dispatch him as I do not want to fill jails.’ This mirrors the
later Indian Army Doctrine for Sub-Conventional Operations released
on 31 December 2006 which speaks of ‘neutralizing all hostile
elements in the conflict zone that oppose or retard the peace initiatives
and secondly, at transforming the will and attitudes of the people.’
Ashiq Bukhari himself has numerous allegations of human rights
violations against him, in addition to responsibility, directly and / or
under the principle of command responsibility, for the killing of eighteen
persons in Srinagar, when he took control of Srinagar as SSP in June
2010.

The present reported allegations must lead to formal proceedings
i.e. criminal investigations. The cynical use of the media by criminal

insiders to score personal political
points is not a substitute for formal
criminal proceedings. Further,
while Ashiq Bukhari reveals part
of the criminal enterprise, as did
by former Army Chief (retired),
General V.K. Singh regarding
army funding in Jammu and
Kashmir and the role of then SSP
Anantnag, Farooq Khan, in the
Pathribal fake encounter,
numerous others remain silent and
they continue to enjoy the
comforts of the State. Formally,
all parties ensure impunity for
crime, the continuation of
corruption that supports State
violence, and the formal denial of
all information to the public, as
RTI information sought on cash
awards has been consistently
denied.

Today’s revelations must lead
to a public accountability of all
cash rewards given to armed
forces, including police, who as
Indian State mercenaries have
committed crimes in Jammu and
Kashmir. The corruption that fuels
crimes must be investigated, along
with the crimes themselves.

As an immediate step, ex-
SSP Ashiq Bukhari must stand by
his statements and we will file a
case against then Chief Minister
Omar Abdullah.

Khurram Parvez,
Jammu Kashmir Coalition of Civil
Society
11 March 2015
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Indian Army and Rape in Assam

CDRO (Committee for Democratic Rights Organizations) has without
any reservation opposed militarization at any place at any time by the
State. MASS from Assam has been in the midst of a campaign to
book the Indian Army personnel involved in the rape of a Karbi women
and girls. The following FF report of MASS and others, tells us more
on this from the North East India.

The Karbi-Anglong district of Assam where Army is involved in
rape is in flame of agitation.

On the fateful morning of 6th April, 2015, between 7-00 A.M to
8-00 A.M, a troupe of 8th Jat regiment of the Indian Army camped at
Dokmoka P.W.D colony, went to Khorsim Athoi and Sarthe Tokbi
villages, 30 km from Dokmoka police station in search of an extremist.
But instead of searching for the extremist, the personnel went after
the villagers. They molested a teenage girl named Kabon Tissopi
(16), daughter of Sri Dar Tisso of Sarthe Tokbigaon. When mother
of the girl Mrs Phudang Korpi came to rescue her daughter, the
personnel raped the mother in front of her daughter. Another army
personnel entered the house of Kareng Terangpi (25), a widow, and
molested her. The son of the victim witnessing the brutal and inhuman
assault on his mother, started crying helplessly. The Jawan hit the kid
on his forehead with his gun. In another incident Smt. Mina Tokbipi,
an Anganbadi worker of the village, who was on her way for duty in
the village was brutally beaten up. She got wounds on her hands and
arms. Altogether fifteen villagers both male and female were assaulted
by Army at Khorsim Athoi village.

The villagers lodged an FIR in Dokmoka police station on
Wednesday night and produced the three victims before the police.

Thousands of women on Thursday, 9 April took out a rally in
Diphu, the district headquarters of Karbi Anglong which is 55 km
away from Khorsin Athoi, demanding a high-level inquiry into the
alleged rape of three women by army Jawans camped in Dokmoka.
The women, under the banner of the Karbi Nimso Chinthur Asong
(Karbi Progressive Women’s Association), later gheraoed the office
of Karbi Anglong Deputy Commissioner, Mukul Gogoi and submitted
a memorandum. A 24-hour long Karbi Anglong bandh was also called
on April 11, by several organisations jointly to protest against the
incident.

The Superintendent of Police of Karbi Anglong district, Mr. M.J.
Mahanta said, ‘after medical examination of the three, a team headed
by Mr. L. Singhson, Deputy Superintendent of Police (headquarters)
has been formed to conduct an inquiry into the incident. We have
already intimated the matter to the army who in return assured us of
all support. Already two cases have been registered in Dokmoka
police station.’ Mr. Mahanta further stated that the condition of the
teenager is stable and added that police had recovered some clothes
of Jawans from the jungle and they would be sent to laboratory for
further investigation.

Army public relations officer,
Mr. Suneet Newton confirmed
this. He said, ‘We acknowledge
that an FIR has been lodged. We
are fully cooperating with the
police and the investigation. We
learnt that the investigation team
has gone to the spot. We are also
carrying out our internal
investigation and if the allegations
are found to be true, appropriate
action will be taken against the
accused according to the law.’
Karbi Anglong Deputy
Commissioner, Gogoi also
directed Additional Deputy
Commissioner, Hunmili Terangpi
to carry out an inquiry into the
incident.

On 13 April a team of MASS
(Manab Adhikar Sangram
Samiti), visited the spot and met
the victims, villagers and leaders
of local Karbi civil rights
organizations who were raising
their voice against the culprit
personnel. They also met D.C of
Karbi Anglong and demanded
strong action against the
personnel involved in rape.
Almost twelve democratic
organization of Karbi Anglong
district including Manab Adhikar
Sangram Samiti of Assam
(MASS) are demanding
immediate arrest of the rapist
personnel and punish the guilty.
Though the civil and police
administration of the district has
assured to fulfil their demand,
they are delaying in taking any
action. A delegation of the
democratic rights organizations
also met the GOC of the army
concerned and protested against
the heinous crime and demanded
justice.

It is noteworthy to mention
here that, in the meantime one
Satyabir Dara, who was allegedly
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involved in the said crime of rape
killed himself with his service rifle
in Dokmoka Army camp. Dara,
hailing from Haryana, was
identified as the prime accused
and was likely to be arrested on
the day of 13th April.

Several social and political
organisations also submitted a
memorandum to the Union Home
Minister, through the Deputy
Commissioner yesterday
demanding immediate arrest of
the personnel allegedly involved
in the incident within 24 hours and
withdrawal of Army from the
area.

The agitation by the protesting
organisations was called off
yesterday following Deputy
Commissioner, Mukul Gogoi’s
assurance that the accused would
be arrested within 24 hours. On
24th April, a delegation from
various organizations went to
Delhi and met Union Home
Minister (State), Kiron Rizizu with
a demand to punish the culprit.
The home minister assured them
to take necessary action for
justice.

MASS and all other
organizations are still demanding
the arrest of all the personnel,
who were involved in the above
mentioned rape case. We also
appeal to all other civil rights,
democratic rights and as well as
human rights organization of the
country and aboard to raise their
voice against the rape case of
Karbi Anglong district of Assam
and put pressure on the authorities
to deliver justice to the victims.

Bubumoni Goswami,
Chairman,
Manab Adhikar Sangram Samiti.
24 April 2015

Goondami and West Bengal
Civic Poll of April 2015

Due to planned and shameless resistance in enumerable instances in
the recently concluded civic poll of 2015 (held on 18th & 25th of April),
its results couldn’t bring forth the real reflections of opinion of the
electorate. Accusations of goondami came up in written reports of
Presiding Officers.

Not only to win but also to erase taints of Sarada Scandal, the
ruling party cared no obstacles of law, principle or ethics to gain havoc
win. Various tactics such as Physical attack on opponents, attacking
their election procession/ bombing, pressurizing them to withdraw
candidature, assaulting them at the time of submission of nomination,
destroying their election dias , EVM destruction, looting votes etc, were
used to create an atmosphere of terror.

Matter doesn’t end there – tampering in reports of Returning
Officers, forcing Presiding Officers to write reports as directed are also
there; in such circumstances, the Election Commission either remained
silent or played a reluctant role; before that without any care for law, it
permitted the use of microphones during board exams. The police spared
the accused and arrested the complainants and framed them in false
cases. Everything was done under state government generosity. In other
way, under state-patronage!

Willfully , the State Election Commission left no scope to exercise
‘NOTA’ right. That too went against the right to vote.

The paralysis of the Election Commission together with keeping the
police ineffective in the political interest of the ruling party by the state
government, the criminals could go on bullying the civic election process
in the interest of the ruling party.

The government defeated the Constitution and human rights in all.
‘Not so widespread’, that’s why all are tolerable or ignorable - the ruling
party and Chief Minister herself are dangerously putting up such logic
in order to save their faces. APDR is absolutely against such views.
APDR thinks the WB government and the ruling party both know that
the integral practice of the Constitution and human rights strengthens
democracy in society. To follow a bit of them and to reject the remains
at will foreshadow a kind of autocracy.

While drafting the WB Election Commission and the civic electoral
laws (1994), considerations were there to give room for political
dominance of the ruling party and the miscreants. They were not drafted
to ensure free and fair exercise of electoral rights; the experience of the
past Civic and Panchayat polls showed the Election Commission wasn’t
allowed to function outside the control of the government in power and
with neutrality. For this reason many unwanted suits, useless reasoning
and partisanship are observed in this election too. The present ruling
party took no steps to democratic revisions of those laws which it
promised to do. Rather, it tried to take advantage of the unjust scopes.
APDR maintains that those laws need urgent revisions to enhance the
independent power of the Election Commission for making election fair
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and free, and too expand the role
of citizens in election along with
the appeal for taking appropriate
and lawful steps for the said
purposes to the State Government,
to the Hon’ble Governor, and to
all members of the Legislative
Assembly irrespective of their
allegiance to party and creed.

The opposition parties walk
the path of trash and dangerous
demand for holding election under
para-military umbrella. They’re
also to a good extent criminal-
dependent. To create the necessary
public opinion and to develop rights
movement or to provide support
to that social process for creating
an environment of free and fair
voting not dominated by political
criminalization, is yet to emerge as
their action-program. Their only
aim is to run after power at any
cost. Such pursuit makes the ruling
and opposition parties all the same.
The helplessness of the citizens
that was exhibited in the just
concluded civic polls practically
proved no win for any political
party – the real victors were the
criminals, the wind of political
violence and terror, and the gradual
decay of democracy in the state
along with the growth of party-ism
in government administration. The
ruling and opposition parties shared
this victory in terms of numbers.
The communal BJP slightly
increased seats, but the citizens
taught it that they disliked powers
of communal conflicts.

APDR wants to mention that
no ruling party holds such power
as to gain 100 percent win. To
pass this impotency as
‘democracy is there’ or the vicious
effort to prove that all allegations
of terrorization are false is
abominable. The resistance put up
by the citizens in the election in
defense of civil rights is positive.

The Election Commission and the
state government have to explain
why the citizens had to tread the
path of direct resistance with life
risk.

In places where the electorate
could cast votes without fear and
in peace, from there only came the
praiseworthy voice of democracy.
The voice was feeble and confined.
APDR, through empowering civil
rights movement, will try to
heighten this voice. To make future
elections free, fair and peaceful,
APDR also appeals to citizens to
organize practical programs to
achieve it. It also appeals to the
Election Commission and the
government to work toward that
end.

Against the “Road Transport
& Safety Bill, 2014”, widening the
road for more privatization,
corporatization and FDI in India,

the TUs has called a justified All-
India Strike of Transport workers
on the 30th April. The objective of
the strike is to draw attention of
the government and general public
on the legitimate demands of
workers. Merging it with the
Bandh issue of just concluded
civic poll, damaged the very issue
of the strike itself - APDR feels.

The civil rights movement is
worried about the fact that the
civil rights and onslaught on them
from Corporate and Promoters
were not made issues in the
propaganda/programs of any
political party. APDR appeals to
them to think of this aspect.

Dhiraj Sengupta
General Secretary.
Association for Protection of
Democratic Rights
Kolkata, April 29, 2015

Narendra Modi’s Acche Din? One Year After

At a well-attended meeting on the 2nd May 2015, at Mumbai Marathi
Patrakar Sangh, the guest speakers, Gautam Navalakha, Prof Hargopal
and Teesta Setalvad spoke at length on what Narendra Modi’s Acche
Din constitutes for most of us in the country.

The meeting started with a brief introduction of CPDR by Maharukh.
Introducing the topic, she said that in fact CPDR wanted to hold this
meeting on completion of Modi Sarkar’s 100 days in the office.
However, some of the members felt that it was too early to judge, as
the new government, treading cautiously, would not unfurl its saffron
flag so soon. ‘But we were wrong. This Sarkar has not wasted time in
revealing its full colours,’ she averted. It has been overt in its action
right from the start; be it corporatism, cultural hegemony, distortion of
history, crushing of dissent or divisive social policies.

From here the guest speakers took over, each highlighting how the
concerted opposition has made the government apprehensive and
reactive. Gautam said that though the government has not wasted any
time in revealing its agenda, ‘beautiful gems coming from various BJP
MPs like Adityanath and others have, instead of helping their cause,
have offended wide sections of the people and scared them away. Even
those taken in by their ideology have been compelled to raise questions
about its intent.

He held that with BJP propagating its absolutist position on every
important matter, it is better to let its members continue with their folly
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than demand shutting them up.
This exposes them and allows our
voices of reason to be heard.
Indeed, he said there is mood in
the country which is shifting
leftward and we must take
advantage of that.

Gautam elaborated the divisive
nature of the government in
enforcing the law, citing examples
of Masrat Alam Case and
Hashimpura Revenge Killing. He
emphasised the antidemocratic
nature of the Gujarat Control of
Organised Crime (GUJCCOC) bill.

He warned that the many legal
remedies that once safeguarded the
interest of the accused could be
nullified by this bill. The worse part
of the bill was its empowerment
of the investigating agency to
continue with the investigation for
180 days, as against the presently
permitted 90 days under the Code
of Criminal Procedure in India.

Besides, he said that the
present government has been
encouraging the police and
security forces, as it recently
happened in Telengana, to indulge
in fake encounters.

As for the land acquisition bill,
this was entirely pro corporate.
Now the government companies
like National Mineral Development
Corporations (NMDC) have
replaced the private companies like
Essar, TATA and Jindal. The Steel
Authority of India Ltd and NMDC
will be setting up ultra-mega steel
plants in Chattisgarh’s Baster
region to the detriment of the
people living there.

The coming years will see the
increase in land grabbing activities
by the government for mining
purpose. However, such actions of
the BJP government are an
opportunity for us to expose its
antidemocratic proclivities to the
people and awaken them to their

rights,’ Gautam said.
Professor Hargopal of CLC

spoke next on Saffronisation of
Education in India and its History.
He exposed the irrationality of the
RSS in debates pertaining to
education and knowledge. Their
tendency to silence us with
physical threats rather than cogent
arguments on many social,
historical and educational matters.

Narrating a hilarious incident,
he said that at one of the TV
shows, where he had been invited,
an RSS participant had said to him,
‘Sorry, but I will be shouting, as
otherwise I cannot counter your
arguments’. To this Hargopal had
replied by all means do so, we
democratic rights wallahs are
actually democratic and polite. We
allow others to say what they want
patiently wait for our turn.

What Prof Hargopal found
most disturbing is that the BJP /
RSS believe that the antiquated
culture and tradition is what gives
people self-respect and pride. It did
not matter to them that we are born
human beings; that we as species
are capable of moving forward
towards transformation of the
human society; and, that this
should be enough to give us the
self-confidence about our present
and the future and make us feel
good about ourselves.

He spoke about the
dismantling of the democratic
institutions. The trivialising of the
debate on education and the
unscientific pursuits in the field of
knowledge and education. He
averred that nationalism in the era
of globalisation is very different
than the earlier nationalism.
Unfortunately, what we see today
is a weird marriage between
saffronisation and globalisation in
which the knowledge is becoming
detached from the human pursuits

for bettering the mankind.
Teesta Setalvad of Citizens for

Justice and Peace, Sabrang Trust
and Communalism Combat was to
speak on the Recent Attacks on
Dalits, Minorities and Activists. But
she felt that what was happening
today was not just the minority
issue but a larger issue subsuming
wide section of the society.

She said, the MPs who have
been elected in this government,
instead of representing those who
have elected them, are
representing the corporate interest
such as in telecommunication and
mining. This is reflected in the fact
that it is the interest of these
organisations and not the people’s
interests that they raise in
parliamentary debates.

She lamented the unholy
alliance between these two stating
that the far right Government has
been pursuing economic, social
and political policies that have been
destroying democratic institutions.
Giving an example of this, she said
that the government has not
bothered to even appoint a Chief
Information Commissioner yet,
despite a year having gone since it
came to power.

After the speakers had
finished an interesting question &
answer session followed.
However, due to limited time this
had to be curtailed to fewer
participation than what the chair
would have liked.

CPDR
May 2, 2015.

Note:
For video clip of the programme
please visit the link:
h t tps : / /www.you tube .com/
watch?t=298&v=iPvWSqCTApA
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On the Communal Mobbing Manifested at the
Gwaltabi Incident of 30 April 2015 and

Afterwards

The All Tribal Chiefs’ Forum (Manipur) (ATCF) imposed a 24 hours
bandh (closure or blockade) from the midnight of April 29, 2015
demanding the Government of Manipur to release fund under the
Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme.
In the course of action bandh activists damaged a passenger vehicle
and a scooter that were plying on the route at the Mongneljang village.
The owner of the damaged vehicles and a group of people from
Gwaltabi village attacked the bandh activists numbering about nine;
seven of whom were subsequently given protection by the police. It
led to an organised vandalism in Gwaltabi, by an irate mob from
Thawai village, leading to the destruction of about 30 houses and
properties. Gwaltabi condemned the act, demanded compensation,
and called an indefinite bandh along Imphal-Ukhrul route. The matter
was technically resolved on May 3, 2015, following Civil Society
interventions and a tripartite talk amongst the government officials
and representatives of the Gwaltabi and Thawai villages. Those whose
houses and properties were being destroyed are yet to be
‘compensated’ by the government.

What were the contentious communal agents at play?
* The ATCF is composed of the chiefs from the Naga and Kuki-

Chin-Mizo groups of peoples.
* Gwaltabi is technically a Meetei village near the Yaingangpokpi

Police Station. A section of the villagers interpreted the bandh
communally and defied it.

* Thawai is technically a village inhabited by ‘Kukis’ and Tangkhuls
(Naga) at about 3 kilometres north of Gwaltabi. A section of the
Tangkhuls perceived both the bandh and the defiance with communal
perspective.

What were the communal aspects?
* The president of the ATCF Mr. Tongpu Kipgen clarified on

May 2, 2015 that the ‘bandh was not called in the interest of a particular
community or for the tribal alone. But it was for all job card holders
of the (Manipur) including those in the valley areas.’ This posterior
clarification of being non-sectarian cannot cover up the ATCF’s failure
to invite ‘non-tribal,’ who were neither invited nor mobilised in
advance, to make it apparently non-sectarian in intention and
implication.

* A section of the Gwaltabi Meeteis perceived the bandh with
communal perspective and defied it. They asserted that the bandh
should be applicable only in the hill districts as it was called by the
‘tribal,’ thereby, logically and communally identifying the ‘tribes’ with
the hills. When the vehicles were attacked by the bandh activists,

they immediately retaliated in
such a way that it conveyed
communal meaning. In the
aftermath of vandalism in their
village, they took advantage of
their geo-strategic location and
imposed an indefinite bandh
directed against the ‘tribal;’ which
was an emotive reaction with
communal implication.

* A section of the Tangkhuls
of the Thawai village perceived
the bandh, and the defiance by
Gwaltabi and targeting of bandh
activists with communal
perspective. They felt that the
bandh was meant to be arbitrarily
enforced at any cost in those
areas where they could arbitrarily
exercise their muscle power to
express their domination. The
rumours of being targeted and
missing bandh activists was
consumed communally and it
interplayed with the pre-existing
communal hatred. They indulged
in organising a mob of about 200
people who indiscriminately
targeted the houses and shops of
the projected communal enemy.

Communal mobbing as a wild
norm vis-à-vis due legal
course?

* Gwaltabi and Thawai are
two neighbouring villages. They
coexisted and shared in many
ways; usually marked by cordial
interpersonal relationships at
various levels, which was
sometimes overridden either
during emotive aberrations incited
by ruffians from time to time or
on some overwhelming political
issues that were not their own
making but compartmentalised
them into contentious communal
blocks.

* The bandh activists could
have detained the vehicles, and
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taken up more matured and
respectable actions in such a way
that no opportunity was offered
towards communal interpretation
about them. The owners of the
damaged vehicles and the irate
mob of Gwaltabi, instead of
indulging in mob attack, could
have waited and taken up due
legal action against those who
were responsible for the alleged
crime. Similarly the irate mob of
Thawai, instead of vandalising
Gwaltabi, could have waited and
taken up due legal action against
the attack on the bandh activists.
Similarly Gwaltabi could have
taken up legal actions against
vandalism instead of an indefinite
bandh that affected many who
were neither involved nor
connected to the vandalism.
Through adopting legal options,
they could have prevented from
injuring and becoming potential
threat to one another. Even if they
were indifferent to the State’s
judicial proceeding, they could
have adopted community
consensus options, which they
later on did during the tripartite
talks.

* The organised wild
aggression, a short lived irate
communal barbarianism, which
might have temporarily satisfied
the short-sighted intentions of the
village patriot turned ruffians,
was practically communal,
inhumane and counter-
productive. There was absence
of bravery and manly fair fighting
but only organised vengeance by
the timid ruffians who incited
others to indulge in committing
crime on the numerically weaker;
during the target on the vehicles,
mob attack on the bandh activists
and vandalism in Gwaltabi there

were merely organised attacks on
the numerically helpless weaker.

* This communal mobbing
culture at the village levels, a
stimulating force that may spark
off larger communal conflict, a
situation that the overarching
communal chauvinist forces have
been expecting to spearhead to
achieve certain counter-
revolutionary reactionary
intentions, cannot create the
material foundation of a collective
society where individuals could
prosper only in interdependence
and live in peace.

* This incident of the inter
village ‘crime of obedience’ to the
larger communal propaganda of
the traitors of the revolution (both
from the ‘valley and hills’ across
communities), if repeated time
and again, will merely end up with
the villagers digging the grave of
one another and none will be
victorious.

What is our message to the
stake holders?

* The All Tribal Chiefs’
Forum have nothing worth to gain
for the people from the
MGREGS. Their sectarian
struggle for the meagre fund from
the MGREGS simply exposes the
perpetual monetary dependence
to the exploitative bourgeoisie
democratic system. It raises the
question if the objectives of the
tribal chiefs are not to establish
economic self-reliance of the
people but to remain begging,
which in no condition will
emancipate the people from the
structural subjugation and
impoverishment. It is high time
that the chiefs, if they are really
concern about their people, should
stop begging for petty fund but

concentrate on community
investment in ‘their land’ to bring
an end to impoverishment and
emigration in search of job.

* The villagers of Gwaltabi
and Thawai need to ask
themselves as to what they have
actually gained from the recent
flare up. Who have gain what,
how much and at what cost? It is
a shame that like uncanny
children who merely acted on
foolish emotions, they did not
fight for a good cause but inflicted
injury to one another and ended
up with a compromise designed
by the ‘alien’ third party forces?
The neighbouring villages cannot
live in isolation from one another.
By recognising and respecting
community differences, co-
existence and mutual
interdependence; they can
promote and defend common
interest and grow together.

* We would like to urge upon
the oppressed peoples, who can’t
be self-reliant in isolation, that
they have nothing to gain by
creating communal enemies. The
past experiences have shown that
it were only the marginalised
sections that carried the loads of
communal conflicts and were
victimised. Some ruffians or paid
agents of the communal war
mongers may be happy with and
gain from communal conflict; but
this cannot solve the structural
oppression of the rulers who
merely use communal
propaganda to cover up their loot
and misrule.

Campaign for Peace and
Democracy (Manipur)
May 6, 2015.


