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Question for oral answer O-000092/2015 

to the Commission 
Rule 128 

Urmas Paet, Javier Nart, Juan Carlos Girauta Vidal 
on behalf of the ALDE Group 

Subject: Estonian and UK marines detained in India 

On 12 October 2013 the motor vessel Seaman Guard Ohio was intercepted by the Indian Coast Guard 
off the Tuticorin coast of the state of Tamil Nadu. The Indian police detained 10 crew members of the 
vessel and 25 anti-piracy security guards (Estonian, UK and Ukrainian citizens). The vessel is owned 
by US-registered maritime security firm AdvanFort International and used as an accommodation 
platform for counter-piracy guards between transits on client commercial vessels transiting high-risk 
areas in the Indian Ocean. 

On 30 December 2013 the charge sheet was presented by the state prosecutor of Tamil Nadu, and 
according to the lawyers representing the security guards, the security guards were accused of illegally 
importing weapons to India in violation of the Arms Act. All Estonian and UK members of the crew 
were in prison until 5 April 2014, when they were released on bail. On 10 July 2014 Madurai Bench of 
Madras High Court decided to drop the charges against the security guards, including the Estonian 
and UK nationals. Justice P N Prakash said: ‘I hold that the anchoring of MV Seaman Guard Ohio 
within our territorial sea was out of necessity and their action is saved by the principle of “innocent 
passage”‘. The police had 90 days to appeal the judgment. On 26 August 2014 the Indian police force 
asked the Supreme Court of India to consider an appeal.  

Despite the decision of the High Court, the Estonian and UK citizens do not have access to their 
documents and personal belongings and they cannot leave India. Their presence in India is not 
necessary for the appeal procedures. Some men have serious health problems, some need 
hospitalisation, and their economic and psychological situation is becoming serious. The men’s 
families in Estonia and the UK are in financial difficulties. It has not yet been decided whether the case 
will be admitted by the Indian Supreme Court. The date when the hearing before the judges will take 
place has not been determined. The passports and belongings of the men remain in the possession of 
the Indian police. The situation violates their human rights. 

Given that the Madras High Court decided to drop the charges against the security guards, (and that 
their presence in India is not necessary for the appeal procedures), the Indian authorities have to 
release them and return their documents and belongings. The case should be resolved without any 
further delay, and in full compliance with international law. 

What measures has the External Action Service taken to try to facilitate the solution to this case and 
similar ones involving EU citizens detained in India? 

Tabled: 16.7.2015 
Forwarded: 20.7.2015 
Deadline for reply: 27.7.2015 


