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Chapter-1

AED and Odhikar: Four Years of Partnership

O
dhikar is perhaps the first organisation in Bangladesh that in its quest to collect first hand

information and accurate data on violations, decided to monitor the police stations in a

systematic manner. As a human rights organisation, it has been, amongst other activities,

recording human rights violations and conducting fact-finding and research activities since 1996.

For obvious reasons, its attention was more on violations carried out by the police, which, as the

State’s main law enforcement agency, is often perceived to be the principal violator of civil and

political rights. Abuses perpetrated by police constitute a key component and much of Odhikar’s

work therefore involves investigating incidents of alleged police brutality, torture in custody and

other acts of violation.

As a result, Odhikar is now acknowledged as one of the few sources of information in Bangladesh

on violations of civil and political rights and, in particular, violations by the law enforcing

agencies.  Information and statistics collected and maintained by the organisation are regularly

used by national and international media, the diplomatic community located in Bangladesh,

regional and international human rights organisations, international and regional institutions

including the European Commission, European Parliament, and UNDP etc. Odhikar’s research

reports on subjects relating to the police, criminal justice administration, and human rights

violations by law enforcing agencies and remedies under current municipal laws, inform a wide

variety of groups and individuals, including judges, lawyers, university students, policy makers

and national and international NGOs.

It was this context that the Academy for Educational Development, as a part of its Human Rights

Advocacy Project with USAID funds, embarked on a 3 year project (15/11/2002 to 14/11/2005)

to investigate research and publish human rights violations in 2002. Under the project, Odhikar

had to monitor 12 police stations in and around the Dhaka Metropolitan area and compile

information on incidents of abuse and quality of services provided by the police to arrested

persons and service seekers. In addition, the project required further fact-finding investigations,

publication of legal and archival research and the conducting of advocacy programmes. The idea

was also to contribute to the enforcement of civil and political rights, enshrined in the

Constitution and other international human rights instruments.
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Realising the successful outcomes of the 3-year project – which included the founding of the

South Asian Network against Torture and Impunity, or SANTI and some revolutionary changes

in police stations in Dhaka -  AED decided to extend its funding to Odhikar for another year

(January – December 2006). 

Odhikar raises awareness through the media, the printing and distribution of annual reports and

at planned discussion meetings and these are also the medium by which the information obtained

on its fact finding missions are disseminated and discussed.  From year 2003 to 2006, as part of

the AED funded projects, Odhikar organized three very successful South Asian regional

discussion meetings on pressing issues of human rights violations perpetrated by law enforcement

agencies in the police stations and outside.

Project Goals

The goal of the project from 2003 to 2006, was to highlight the violation of civil and political

rights through investigation and research and to monitor the activities of law enforcing agents in

order to help contribute to the movement for good governance. 

Specific Objectives

• Investigate the human rights abuses perpetrated by law enforcing agencies, including the

abuse of specific laws, torture in remand and other forms of verbal and physical abuse, as

reported in several leading newspapers and through Odhikar’s local networks and human

rights defenders.

• Monitoring 4 police stations (Thana) every year, which includes 6 police stations previously

monitored, as a follow-up program, with regard to the use of Section 54 of the Code of

Criminal Procedure, Section 86/100 of the Dhaka Metropolitan Police Ordinance (a law

similar to S.54) and the Special Powers Act of 1974. 

• Arranging a discussion meeting every project year in order to highlight the findings of the

investigations and create an awareness of the abuses for the policy makers and implementers.

The meetings will invite representatives from concerned government agencies and ministries,

members of parliament, major political parties, the media and members of civil society,

including other human rights organizations. Five prominent human rights activists and

advocates from south and south-east Asia will be invited to participate in this meeting in

order to formulate a comparative study of such police abuse in the region. There will be a

separate topic for discussion every year, related to the project activities.

Outcomes planned from the objectives

• First hand detailed fact-finding report

• Improvement in the behavior of police towards arrested persons. 

• Awareness raising and advocacy to initiate change and to highlight police abuse and cr ate

pressure groups to advocate for a better police system.  

During the first project year (2003), from the activities it carried out, especially from fact finding

and police station monitoring missions, Odhikar learnt that although the police were violating

human rights, there were extremely few cases where legal action had actually been taken against

the police in this regard. Thus the police were enjoying some sort of impunity, despite violating
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human rights. While they should be held accountable and punished for such violations they

remain out of reach from the ‘long hand of the law’. For this reason, in 2003, the theme

“Breaking the Chain of Impunity: Human Rights Intervention in South Asia” was chosen for

a project-based regional discussion meeting. The discussants and participants condemned the

vicious circle of politics, crime and corruption, which makes ordinary people victims of police

abuse and agreed that victims did not resort to the court and offences perpetrated against them

went unpunished because of several factors, including, in many cases, ignorance of law, poor

economic condition of ordinary people and fear of reprisal. The participants from the other South

Asian countries opined that impunity persisted in the region mainly due to government’s intention

to cling to power for a long period of time, thus abusing state power. Absence of the independence

of judiciary and virtually non-functioning parliaments were also identified as causes of impunity

to human rights violations.  

The theme for the 2004 project-based regional discussion meeting was Criminal Responsibility

for Torture: South Asian Perspective in which prominent human rights activists from South

Asian countries spoke of having similar problems regarding abuses of power by law enforcement

agencies, enabling them to commit torture and other crimes. Odhikar felt that continued

monitoring could bring to light the reasons behind inefficiencies, abuse and acts of human rights

violation by law enforcement agencies so that a continued effort could be made to sensitize

policymakers and responsible people in government of the problem.

In 2005, the theme of the discussion program was Victim and Witness Protection Under the

National Legal Regime: South Asian Perspective. One of the main findings of the Odhikar

monitoring and fact finding component of the project, was that victims and witnesses continued

to remain in an environment of insecurity and uncertainty even after they took recourse from the

law.  Thana monitoring showed that police were not very sympathetic or understanding towards

victims and complainants had to wait for a minimum of an hour or more in order to lodge

complaints – and that, too after ‘paying’ the police. Furthermore, witnesses were afraid or

reluctant to come forward to provide important and possibly incriminating evidence.  Lack of

evidence, caused by this fear and lack of interest seemed to be an important factor responsible for

improper trials against perpetrators of human rights violations.

In 2006, after the AED generously extended its funding in support of Odhikar’s work, two

rountable meetings were organised by Odhikar jointly with the very popular English daily The

New Age.  The fist one was held on 09 April and the topic of discussion was ‘Bangladesh

Telecommunication [Amendment] Act, 2006: National Security or Infringement on Civil

Rights’, to discuss the various aspects of the telephone tapping law and its impact on the human

rights of the citizens of Bangladesh. The second, held on 24 June was on ‘Police Behaviour in

Crowd Management’ since it had been noted that for the last three years, police were unable to

successfully control rallies and meetings that had turned violent and have been responsible for

causing serious injuries while disbursing crowds.  In 2006, Odhikar also hosted a regional

discussion meeting on Security and Law: South Asian perspective. Representatives of the
law enforcing agencies; human rights activist from south Asian countries; International

Legal Experts; the Minister for Law, Justice and Parliamentary Affairs, Government of

Bangladesh;, Presidium Member of the Bangladesh Awami League and other political leaders,
journalist, national human rights, and diplomatic representative were present at the
discussion, sparking off some lively debates. 
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In all, the AED has greatly assisted Odhikar in being able to carry out a vital study into
the violations of civil and political rights in Bangladesh, which has, in turn, created mass
awareness of the issue in both the national, regional and international arena, acting as a
catalyst for possible policy change.
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Chapter-2

Civil and Political Rights in Bangladesh

V
iolations of civil and political rights are believed to be widespread and endemic in

Bangladesh, whether perpetrated by the agents of the State or non State actors or

criminals. However, accurate data available on violations and crimes are hard to come by.

In this regard, the best indications are common knowledge, daily experiences or incidents

reported in media. In the absence of any authentic source of information, media, in particular,

print media that publishes reports on violations on daily basis as ‘news reports’ are considered the

best indicators of state of civil and political rights violations.

2006, being the last year of the present Government’s tenure, has been a year of political turmoil

and confusion and the country has, at many times come to a stand-still due to hartal’s (general

strikes) called by the Opposition alliance. There have also been a large number of clashes between

various political groups, resulting in many injuries and several deaths.  Most of the violence in

this regard occurred in the months of October and November.  Unscrupulous means of acquiring

names on the voter lists, demands for the resignation of the Chief Election Commissioner and

other election commissioners, tensions over the list of Advisers for the Caretaker Government,

etc. have only added to the unrest and tension.

Law enforcement and the misuse of power

The project year 2006 saw the people of Bangladesh rise up in protest of government lapses –

notably due to the serious lack of power, which caused severe discomfort and monetary loss to

poor and rich alike. Unfortunately, their protests – in Kansat Chapainawabganj - was

accompanied by extreme act of violence on the part of law enforcing agencies. 

Police atrocities know no age or limit.  Even elderly persons have not been spared. One of the

most touching cases was the beating to death of an elderly woman, Nayan Tara in July 2006, when

she failed to inform the police of her son’s whereabouts and the killing of a young man, Ismail

Hossain, in May 2006, in a cross-fire. He was in fetters and accompanied by police at the time

and unable to walk, let alone run for cover. Acts of torture inflicted by the police have included

electric shocks to sensitive parts of the body, beatings with iron rods, crushing testicles, breaking

bones and violent kicking.
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Given that this is the last few months of the BNP-Jamaat reign, the agitations organised and

hartals called by the Opposition and the 14-Party alliance, near the end of this year contributed to

the increase in numbers of those injured or killed by police. Between January and December

2006, a documented 290  people died in “crossfire” incidents with police, RAB and other special

forces.

Killed in Crossfire (January-December 2006)

According to RAB, 145 writs and cases were filed concerning their jurisdiction and regarding

crossfire. Of them, 45 writs and cases have already been dismissed.  The rest are being processed.

A brief update on prisoners

The situation of prisoners has not changed in the last four years, with extremely inadequate

facilities, poor food and medical treatment and innumerable instances of bribery and corruption.

According to Odhikar documentation, 62 persons reportedly died in jail custody and 12 died in

police custody in 2006. 
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Name By RAB By Police By Cheetah-Cobra By Others Total

January 7 10 0 0 17

February 12 4 0 0 16

March 11 10 0
2 (Forest guard 1,

DB Police 1)
23

April 7 14 0 0 21

May 18 9 0 0 27

June 24 5 0 0 29

July 19 9 0 1 Cost guard 29

August 11 15 0
3 Forest + Cost

guard
29

September 23 7 0 3 DB Police 33

October 14 6 0 0 20

November 19 9 0 0 28

December 16 2 0 0 18

Total 181 100 0 9 290



Reported Deaths in Jail and Police Custody

This year, the imposition and execution of the death penalty was low. Granting of a death sentence

is always a risk in Bangladesh, where lack of proper evidence; corruption within the police; poor

maintenance and preservation of gathered evidence; bribery; the reluctance of doctors to issue

proper medical certificates; and a general weakness within the Criminal Justice System;

sometimes work towards implicating the wrong person. Such an incident of miscarriage of justice

took place in 2006 as the lower court of Dhaka, instead of the ‘real’ culprit, Shah Alam Babu,

sentenced one Sundar Babu to death. Later the attention of the High Court was drawn to this

incident by the human rights organisations. Sundar Babu has recently been released from the

central jail at Gazipur in Dhaka following a High Court order. However, his whole family has

suffered socially and financially as a result. 

On the other hand, the death sentences of the of the leaders of the extremist group, Jamaa’tul

Mujahideen Bangladesh (JMB), who are the masterminds behind the bomb blasts that took the

country by surprise in 2005, and the killing of two assistant judges of Jhalakathi, of litigants,

lawyers, police and journalists at the Gazipur Bar and Chittagong court and other places of the

country are pending before the Appellate Division, after the approval of the High Court Division.

The JMB launched the attacks to institute their brand of ‘divine law’ and attacked most of the

subordinate courts and the Supreme Court premises to carry home their message that the present

man made laws did not give people justice and that the present judicial system did not follow

‘religious’ teachings/principles and thus failed to serve common people. In 2006 the Government

arrested almost all the leaders of JMB. After several trials various trial courts found many of the

JMB leaders guilty and awarded death sentences. Some of these cases have been confirmed by
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Months Jail Custody Police Station

January 5 2

February 6 0

March 3 3

April 4 0

May 3 1

June 8 2

July 10 0

August 4 1

September 5 3

October 5 0

November 2 0

December 7 0

Total 62 12



the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court and are pending for execution. There are allegations

that a fair trial has been hampered in their case due to the difficulty in appointing lawyers to

represent them.  Furthermore, their wives and young children have also been detained and

remanded as criminals, violating the norms of human rights and fair trial.

The Hartals and the violence they bring

Hartals, or general strikes have become a popular method used by the Opposition in an attempt

to show protest and bring home their demands.  Unfortunately, they are not popular with the rest

of the population, as hartals mean loss of business, closure of educational institutes,  inability to

get to hospitals, inability to transport produce from the farmers to the city and violence and a

stoppage of normal life. Between January and December 2006, 13 hartals were observed nation

wide.  

The dates and duration of all nationwide hartals date are as follows:

[Note that, if a hartal’s duration is 12 hours or more, it is marked as a whole day hartal.  Otherwise it is marked
as a part-day hartal]
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SL No Nation wide hartals observed on  following days Hartal hours

1. January 01, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

2. Febuary 15. 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

3. March 02, 2006 8 hours (6.00am-2.00pm)

4. March 13, 2006 8 hours (6.00am-2.00pm)

5. April 20, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

6. April 23, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

7. June 13-14, 2006
36 hours: started on 13.6.06
at 06 am & ended on 14.6.06 

at 12.00pm

8. July 4, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

9. August 15, 2006 6 hours (6.00am-12.00am)

10. August 30, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

11. September 10, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

12. September 21, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)

13. December 21, 2006 12 hours (6.00am-6.00pm)



The description of a hartal might give one a general idea of the extent of violence that occurs:

The Curtailing of freedoms of assembly and movement

Due to the hartals and riots that took place right from the beginning of 2006, section 144 of the

Code of Crimianl Procedure (which prevents persons from travelling in large groups or

assembling in large groups) was imposed in various parts of the country 49 times, hampering

freedom of movement and assembly.
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Clashes between police and pro-hartal activists in the capital and elsewhere during the

countrywide dawn-to-dusk hartal enforced by the 14-party Opposition alliance on February 15,

2006 left more than 100 injured. The law enforcers detained 56 people including 12 female

opposition activists during the clashes on charge of violent picketing and hurling brickbats at

them. About 50 leaders and activists of the AL-led alliance, most of them from the AL, were

injured as police in riot gear charged batons on them at different points in the capital. The hartal

was enforced demanding uninterrupted power supply and reduction of the prices of fertiliser

and fuel. It was also aimed to press for reforms in the caretaker government system and Election

Commission, and resignation of the chief election commissioner and two newly appointed

'controversial' election commissioners. The hartal was part of the 14-party's month-long

agitation programmes announced by Leader of the Opposition and AL chief Sheikh Hasina on

February 5.

Clashes broke out as police attacked 14-party leaders and workers when they tried to bring out

processions in Mohakhali, Paltan, Sadarghat, Russell Square, Noor Hossain Square and Mirpur

areas, Witnesses said. A procession of Jubo Mahila League (JML) came under police action as

it tried to move on despite the police barricade at Paltan intersection. At least eight workers

were injured there and 10 were picked up by police.  The JML again tried to bring out a

procession in Baitul Mukarram mosque area but police chased them away. Police also foiled a

JML bid to bring out a procession near the Jatiya Samajtantrik Dal (JSD) office and arrested

three workers.

Police intercepted an AL procession at Paltan intersection at about 6:30am. The participants

then sang patriotic songs protesting the police barricade. Motia Chowdhury, Mohammad

Nasim, Obaidul Quader, Jahangir Kabir Nanak and Mirza Azam were present there. AL General

Secretary Abdul Jalil later joined the rally. Jalil, also coordinator of the 14-party combine,

reiterated the demands for which the shutdown was enforced. Jubo Mahila League Lalbagh

thana unit President Asma fainted as a brickbat hit her. She was rushed to Samarita Hospital and

then shifted to a trauma centre at Mohammadpur. At about 10:30am, AL Parliamentary Party

and different front organisations of the party brought out a joint procession and held a rally at

Russel Square. Chaired by Mohammad Nasim, the rally was addressed by Abdur Razzak, Abdul

Mannan, Abdus Shaheed, Col (rted) Faruk Khan, Dr Abdur Razzak, Prof Abu Sayeed and Dr

Hasan Mahmud, among others. They blasted the government for continued price hike of

essentials, electricity, diesel and fuel, and killing of farmers at Kansat in Chapainawabganj.

Police dispersed an AL procession led by former AL lawmaker Rahmatullah at about 8:00am.

Four BCL leaders of Titumir College unit were injured there. Witnesses said police and pickets

clashed in Mirpur section -10 at about 9:00am. At least 20 AL leaders and workers, including

Kamal Ahmed Majumdar and Shahida Tareque Dipti were injured. Police picked up seven

workers from the spot. (Source: The Daily Star February 16, 2006)



Section 144 imposed in various parts of the country 49 times
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Sl. No. Locality Source

1 Kulaura, Mulovibazar Prothom Alo, January 03, 2006

2 Dhamrai, Dhaka Prothom Alo, January 07, 2006

3 Sahajadpur Inqilab, January 09, 2006

4 Kathalia, Jhalokathi Shomokal, January 21, 2006

5 Ponchogor Janakantha, January 21, 2006

6 Palasbari, Gaibandha New Age, February 04, 2006

7 Veramara, Kshtia Janakantha , February 07, 2006

8 Sirajgonj Amar Desh, February 18, 2006

9 Khulna Ittefaq, February 21, 2006

10 Madhupur, Tangail Sangbad, February 23, 2006

11 Sonaimuri, Nowakhali Prothom Alo, March 05, 2006

12 Harinakundu, Jhenaidah Daily Star, March 11, 2006

13 Kushtia Manavzamin, March 14, 2006

14 Thakurgaon Shomokal, March 29, 2006

15 Chohali, Sirajgonj Daily Star, April 02, 2006

16 Netrokona Ajker Kagoj, April 09, 2006

17 Gaforgaon Shomokal, April 10, 2006

18 Kansat, Chapainawabgonj Jugantor, April 11, 2006

19 Hijla, Barishal Manavzamin, April 13, 2006

20 Dhaka (13 roads) Ittefaq, April 19, 2006

21 Tangail Daily Star, April 22, 2006

22 Gazipur Amar Desh May 01, 2006

23 Rangpur Manavzamin, May 04, 2006

24 Narayangonj Ajker Kagoj, May 06, 2006

25 Brahminbaria Prothom Alo, May 07, 2006

26 Dupcachia, Bogra Prothom Alo, May 18, 2006

27 Laksam Inqilab, May 20, 2006

28 Brahminbaria Daily Star, May 20, 2006

29 Habigonj Ittefaq, June 04, 2006

30 Jinedah Shomokal, June 06, 2006

31 Jamalpur Amader Somoy, June 17, 2006

32 Sirajgonj Ittefaq, June 21, 2006

33 Kansat, Chapainawabgonj Shomokal June 29, 2006

34 Dhamrai Manavzamin July 01, 2006

35 Borguna Amar Desh, July 03, 2006

36 Sonamasjid Amar Desh, July 07, 2006

37 JU Campus Jugantor, July19, 2006



Freedom of the Press and the plight of journalists

Violence towards journalists has become a constant human rights abuse in Bangladesh.

Journalists are murdered, critically injured, threatened and beaten up, seriously hampering

freedom of the press.  In 2006, there has been only one report of a journalist killed as a result of

the publication of any report or comment, making it a relatively safe year for the press.

Attack on Journalists: (1 January-31 December 2006)

• Including one Press Club, one Press Office, four newspaper office, one newspaper printing press, one
meeting and one seminar. 
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Sl. No. Locality Source 

38 Bhola Ajker Kagoj, July 26, 2006

39 Bhanga, Faridpur Ittefaq, July 29, 2006

40 Mirsaray, Chittagong Shomokal, July 29, 2006

41 Joypurhat Amar Desh, August 01, 2006

42 Fotepur, Matlob Manavzamin, August 01, 2006

43 Joypurhat Shamokal, August 08, 2006

44 Dosmina, Barishal Jaijaidin, August 12, 2006

45 Bhuapur, Tangail Jugantor, August 13, 2006

46 Nagersori (Kurigram) Amar Desh, August 18, 2006

47 Bagha (Rajshahi) Jaijaidin, August 29, 2006

48 Joypurhat Sangbad, August 29, 2006

49 Chuadanga Ajker Kagoj, August 30, 2006

Month (s) Injured Killed Arrested Kidnapped Assaulted Threatened Attacked
Case 

filed

January 8 0 1 0 1 14 3 5

February 7 0 0 0 3 3 2 11

March 12 0 0 0 2 5 0 1

April 28 0 1 0 7 5 2 30

May 43 0 0 0 4 8 2 16

June 16 0 0 0 13 7 5 6

July 5 0 1 0 0 15 2 11

August 12 0 1 0 3 15 0 2

September 7 1 0 0 2 8 4 13

October 34 0 1 0 11 12 5 0

November 8 0 1 0 4 21 4 9

December 3 0 0 0 3 1 0 7

Total 183 1 6 0 53 114 28 111



A few major incidents, reported in the dailies, are described below: 

1.Eight newsmen hurt as cops swoop on procession: Eight journalists were injured as police

charged with batons at a procession in the Satkhira on May 31, 2006. Journalists, wearing black

badges, took out a silent procession from Satkhira Press Club protesting against this attack on

journalists in Kushtia by the ruling party cadres on May 29, 2006. Witnesses said police swung

into action when the processionists tried to enter the DC's office to submit a memorandum. 

2. Kushtia BNP cadres attack journalists meeting: At least 25 journalists were injured, one

critically, when BNP cadres swooped on a journalists' convention in Kushtia on May 29, 2006.

The journalists were protesting against the harassment of 4 journalists by ruling BNP lawmaker

Shahidul Islam. Critically injured Mizanur Rahman Bhija, news editor of Kushtia-based Dainik

Kushtia, was sent to Dhaka immediately for better treatment with injuries to his head and chest.

The BNP men attacked the convention 20 minutes after the programme began at 11:30am.

Witnesses said that at least 100 cadres and activists equipped with weapons came out from the

BNP office chanting slogans against the journalists' convention.  The BNP men occupied the stage

and later set fire to it. The venue of the convention, Kushtia Public Library ground, was only 300-

yards away from the Kushtia District BNP office. Sources said that two ruling party lawmakers

of Kushtia allegedly provided cadres to carry out the attack on the journalists in a bid to foil the

convention. Kushtia Reporters Unity (KRU), however, had sought police protection during the

convention from district administration but only 8 policemen with 2 SIs were deployed there.

Later additional police and Bangladesh Rifles (BDR) men brought the situation under control. 

3.Harassment of four journalists: Shahidul, Member of Parliament of Kushtia-2 constituency

(Mirpur-Bheramara) and president of the Kushtia branch of the BNP, filed several cases against

four journalists terming them extortionists. Following a news item about the declining popularity

of three MPs, Shahidul filed another case against them while Azad Biswas, known to be a cadre

of Shahidul Islam, filed another case. The journalists fled the district after police raided their

houses several times to arrest them. The four journalists had returned to Kushtia for the

convention but they left the district again fearing more attacks on them while the others remained

at their homes. 

4. 20 journalists hurt in police attack at Chittagong Stadium: Cricket took a back seat on the

opening day of the second Test between Bangladesh and Australia as police swung into an

uncalled for action against the on-duty journalists, injuring at least 20 media-men of different

national dailies and satellite televisions at the Chittagong Divisional Stadium on April 16, 2006.

Of the injured, Anurup Titu of Dainik Purbokon was admitted to the Royal Hospital with a serious

head injury and underwent surgery. His condition was learned to be critical. Two more journalists,

Ruhul Amin Rana of Jai Jai Din and Rabi Shankar of Ajker Kagoj were also wounded and were

taken to the hospital for treatment. Trouble brewed in the morning when, in an unprecedented

incident in international cricket, the start of play was delayed by ten minutes due to a sit-in protest

by on-duty journalists in the middle of the ground for merciless beating of fellow photojournalist

Shamsul Haq Tanku of Bengali daily Prothom Alo. Pandemonium enveloped the field during the

lunch break as the police led by DC (Port) Ali Akbar set themselves upon journalists, who were

demanding unconditional apology from Sergeant Anwar -- the man responsible for beating up

Tanku in the morning. The second assault started as Akbar suddenly punched veteran

photojournalist Jahirul Haque in the face and kicked him repeatedly. As Jahirul fell down on the
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ground, the police became more furious and launched a full-scale attack on the reporters and

photographers present there. The situation turned so scary that the journalists ran into the

Bangladesh dressing room for safety where the members of the cricket team provided them with

first aid and tried to console them in any way possible. Australian captain Ricky Ponting also

expressed his sympathy while video-taping the injured journalist in what was for him a unique

incident. 

Violence among Political Parties

As mentioned, 2006 contains the last few months of the present Government, which handed over

power to the Caretaker Government in October 2006.  Since then, there have been hartals, sit-in’s

protests and clashes where the Opposition seeks to see its many demands gain an upper hand –

including the resignation of the Chief Election Commissioner, M.A. Aziz (who finally took an

extended ‘vacation’ and then resigned on 20 January 2007.), the replacement of some of the

members of the Election Commission, the selection of the Chief Adviser of the Caretaker

Government and other Advisers, etc. 

Between 27 October and 05 November, the violence escalated and a reported number of 50

persons died within that short period due to the politically motivated violence, which erupted at

the eve of and immediately after the power handover from the BNP-led 4-party-alliance

Government to the Caretaker Government. 

Persons who were victims of political violence between January – December 2006

Combined with the number of act of violence against women and children, (including rape, dowry

deaths and acid violence), the human rights situation in Bangladesh has not improved in any

significant manner. Even in the case of rape, Odhikar had found an increase in the number of

children reportedly violated in this manner. Incidences of violations of civil and political rights

are high this year due to the political scenario and it is hoped that the situation improves over all

with the establishment of an effective caretaker government.
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Month(s) Injured Killed Arrested Kidnapped

January 881 20 60 2

February 1171 19 72 0

March 1623 24 44 0

April 2070 32 205 12

May 1601 37 308 1

June 2480 25 787 25

July 1558 35 465 3

August 1598 22 58 0

September 1327 26 89 0

October 3096 77 108 0

November 2116 36 62 5

December 1174 21 100 0

Total 21265 374 2358 48
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Chapter-3

Monitoring the Behaviour of 
Law Enforcement Agencies

B
angladesh has had a police force ever since its liberation in 1971, it has also has its share

of ‘special forces’ – elite law enforcers (the first being the Jatiya Rakkhi Bahini of the

Awami League Government which came into force on 1st February 1972) usually

employed to thwart the activities of not only criminals but also ultra left parties and other voices

not tolerated by the regimes. In March 2004 the ‘elite force’ of the Rapid Action Battalion (RAB),

was created by amending the Armed Police Battalions Ordinance, 1979 and enacting a new law,

namely the Armed Police Battalions (Amendment) Act, 2003. As per the law, RAB is assigned to

investigate any offence on the direction of the government and has exclusive jurisdiction in this

regard. It can investigate and work for all security purposes. As an elite law and order

enforcement agency it has a special focus on curbing organised crime and eliminating ‘top

criminals’. Since the inception of RAB in March 2004, some new words like ‘crossfire’,

‘encounter’ etc. have been introduced in human rights vocabulary. 

The Government uses the phrase ‘killed in crossfire’ to mean the death of the apprehended person

during gunfights between a criminal group and RAB or police at the time of their acts of duty.

Thus the death of the alleged criminal is justified as a result of ‘crossfire’.  The term ‘death in

encounter’ is used in other countries to mean the same thing, but the term ‘crossfire’ is preferred

by law enforcement agencies in Bangladesh.  The sinister connotation associated with the word

demonstrates utter powerlessness in the face of extra judicial killings taking place in Bangladesh.

There are also an alarming number of deaths in RAB custody and few of these can be interpreted

as being explicitly political.  The police have also been killing people in the name of ‘crossfire’

for the last several months. According to Odhikar’s documentation, 738 people were reported

killed in ‘crossfire’ between June 24, 2004 and December 31, 2006.

There is no legal definition for ‘extra-judicial killing’. Death delivered by a member of the law

enforcement agency that cannot be accounted by law or the Constitution and therefore falls

outside legal rules or judicial process may be termed ‘extra judicial’. Many of the killings

happened when the alleged criminal or the criminals were in  RAB custody. Some people argue

that the extra- judicial killing of hardened criminals helps mitigate ‘terrorism’ and improves law

an order. It is argued that after the formation of RAB and other auxiliary forces like Cheetah and

Cobra (of the police), the law and order situation has improved and ordinary citizens are

apparently happy with the outcome.  However, there is no systematic study in this regard and the

conclusions are drawn mainly from the perception of the urban population and information

covered by media. 
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Torture and inhuman treatment by the law enforcers are rampant in the country.  Some examples

may be quoted here: 

Section 54 of the Code of Criminal Procedure enables police to arrest without warrant on several

grounds, one of which is the highly debatable ‘reasonable suspicion’. According to an Odhikar

documentation, a number of 306 persons in Kotwali Police Station, 56 in Lalbagh, 39 in

Newmarket, 29 in Kamrangir Char, 08 in Hajaribagh, 119 in Dhanmondi, 169 in Ramna and 44

in Shahbagh (New) in Dhaka City were arrested under this Section between 01 January – 31

December 2006. 

One of the key project activities under the said project involves the monitoring of selected police

stations in Dhaka City and outside Dhaka City to monitor, mainly, the use of provisions of

arbitrary arrests like Section 54 of the Code of Criminal Procedure (Cr.P.C.) and Section 86 of the

Dhaka Metropolitan Police Ordinance. Besides, Odhikar also monitored overall living conditions

in the police stations, police behaviour towards arrested people and the complainants and possible

abuse of other laws by police. 

During the extension project period, Odhikar monitored six police stations newly set up in Dhaka

City. Odhikar has been monitoring the overall living conditions and quality of service including

police behaviour towards people in these police stations and incidents of arbitrary arrests. The

monitored police stations are:
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On May 18 2006, police arrested one Sajidur Rahman from the corner of Markaja Masjid near

Gaibandha railway station. On May 21, police allegedly found his dead body hanging by a

lungi (traditional Bangladeshi dress worn to cover lower part of the body) from the bars of the

window of the custody room. After the incident, a protest rally of the local people was

instrumental in the arrest of Investigation Officer (IO) Abu Yusuf. 

Police beat an old woman to death at Savar in Dhaka on July 2, 2006.Sub-Inspector (SI)

Mokhlesur Rahman kicked  Nayan Banu to death as she failed to give information about the

whereabouts of her son Badsha Mia, allegedly accused in a abduction case. 

Around twenty people were killed by the law enforcers on January 4 and 23 and April 6 and

13, 2006 at Kansat in Chapainawabgonj as the deceased persons took part in a large

demonstration demanding adequate supply of electricity to enable them to cultivate their lands

for agriculture purpose. Later Officer-in-Charge (OC) Shahabuddin Khalipha of Shibganj

Police Station (PS) was arrested on January 18 last for shooting at people and killing them.

Law enforcers made blanket arrests in connection with bomb blast cases and detained a large

number of people. Besides, many men and women are suffering from detention without trial.

Mubarak Hossain bin Hashem was sent back home in December 2006 from Guantanamo Bay

Prison by the US authorities after he was arrested in 2001 as a terror suspect from Afghanistan

and detained there for five years. Immediately on his return to Bangladesh, he was arrested and

put in remand for interrogation by the intelligence agencies. Odhikar expresses its concern at

such detention in custody for interrogation of a person who spent five years in illegal detention

abroad and was released due to efforts of the International Red Cross Society and the

Bangladesh Red Crescent Society.  



1. Paltan

2. New Market

3. Adabar

4. Shah Ali

5. Khilkhet

6. Turag

The detailed findings of police station monitoring for 2006 are attached in annexture-4

General situation of Paltan police station

Paltan Police Station replaced the old Motijeel Police Station, so it is new only by name. This

police station has been established in its own building. The number of people living under this

police station is nearly two hundred thousand. 

During the project year of 2006, the number of male and female police officers were as follows:

In the first and second quarters, it was found that the police station had 5 vehicles and no

requisitioned private cars for its use. In the third quarter of the project, it had 6 vehicles and 3

requisitioned private cars for its use. There are numbers of staff quarters for the police staff.

Inspection takes place without following any particular time frame. Even an unscheduled

inspection might be taken place, the second officer said. On an average 1 - 3 cases are filed in

every day but between 10 - 25 general diaries are filed daily. On average 4 persons are arrested
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Qtr. Rank No. of Female Officers No. of Male Officers Total

1

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector 01 16 19

Assistant Sub Inspector 01 18 19

Probationary Sub Inspector 01 07 08

Constables none 51 51

2

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector 02 16 19

Assistant Sub Inspector 02 07 09

Constables none 47 47

3

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector 03 12 15

Assistant Sub Inspector 01 18 19

Probationary Sub Inspector 01 11 12

Constables none 59 59

4

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector 03 13 16

Assistant Sub Inspector 01 22 23

Probationary Sub Inspector none 07 07

Constables none 60 60



daily.  The officer-in-charge has commented that the number of force is inadequate but sitting

space is satisfactory. They have adequate rooms although they are old. The vital problem is that

they are to spend busy hours as the most political meetings take place in that area, the officer-in-

charge added. Toilet facilities are moderately good. According to local people, law and order

situation has slightly improved after this new police station started operating. No. 36 Ward

Commissioner Abdur Rob relayed the same opinion.

Figure of Total Cases and Arrest in Paltan Thana: 2006

Environment of the lock-up

There are three separate lock -ups for arrestees in Paltan Police Station. The lock-ups are not too

small but inadequate in lighting. Water supply was poor and people in custody were found buying

water from outside. One lock up is for male arrestees, one for female arrestees and the third for

children. There are three separate toilets for detainees. Food was provided once a day. Relatives

supplied other meals or they had to procure food from outside. The lock-ups were not found over

crowded most of the time. 

General situation of Adabor police station 

Adabor is a new police station in the Dhaka Metropolitan Area. The population living in the area

under this police station numbers around five hundred thousand. There were no police-women in

the station.  During the first quarter, it was found that the police station had 4 cars of its own and

no private car had been requisitioned for the use of this station. In the third quarter, the station

had 2 cars of its own and 2 had been requisitioned. 

There were no staff quarters for the police personnel working here. It was gathered that inspection

by high police authorities takes place every 90 days. On average, 10 to 12 cases are filed in a

month and 3 general diaries are filed daily. On average, 3 persons are arrested daily. Second

Officer Shafique said that they did not have any problem and higher authorities gave them special

attention. Local people commented that law and order situation had improved and the newly set

up police station did not have any role in it. When requesting for information, the officer-in-

charge declined to give any and advised to take permission from the DC for getting such

information. In the month of January 2006, the officers of the police station did not want to

provide information about the number of arrestees. They were suspicious about Odhikar’s

activities. Only after a number of visits, they became accustomed to the Odhikar monitor. After

about one month, they co-operated with Odhikar by providing information.
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Name of the Month Number of Total Cases Number of Total Arrest 

January

Police refused to provide relevant informationFebruary

March

April 43 179

May 55 136

June 57 218

July-December Police refused to provide relevant information



During the project year of 2006, the number of male and female police officers were as follows:

Environment of the lock-up

The seven-storied building used for the police station is a rented building. The second to seventh

floor of the building is used by police and the first floor is used for public shops. 

In Adabor Police Station there are two separate lock ups for arrestees. They are small in size. The

lighting condition was not satisfactory at all. Water supply was poor and people in custody were

found buying water from outside. One lock up is for male arrestees and another one is for women

and children. There are two separate toilets for men and women. Food was never provided in the

police station for the accused. Relatives supplied other meals or they had to procure food from

outside. The lock ups were found empty most of the time. 

General situation of Khilkhet police station 

Khilkhet is a new police station in the Dhaka Metropolitan area. Around three hundred thousand

people live in the area under its jurisdiction. There were no female officers found at this police

station.
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Qtr. Rank No. of Female Officers No. of Male Officers Total

1

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none 09 09

Assistant Sub Inspector none 05 05

Constables none 40 40

2

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none 09 09

Assistant Sub Inspector none 05 05

Constables none  40 40 

3

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none  10 10

Assistant Sub Inspector none  21 21

Probationary Sub Inspector none  05 05

Constables none 43 43

4

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none  09 09

Assistant Sub Inspector none  22 22

Probationary Sub Inspector none 07 07

Constables none  50 50



Eight to fourteen cases and up to 60 general diaries are filed monthly. At least two persons are

arrested per day. In the first and second quarters, the police station had 4 vehicles for its use but

2 out of 4 were out of order. In the third quarter, however, the number was reduced to 3. Duty

Officer SI Mainul said that they had some problems, which include lack of office stationery and

vehicles. The money allocated by the government is inadequate and they have to arrange money

for procuring stationery, says SI Mainul. Another police officer, on condition of anonymity, said

that they have hired 2 vehicles for patrol but he declined to state on how they arrange money on

their own for stationery and vehicles. According to local inhabitants, incidents of crimes like

extortion, mugging etc. have reduced to some extent after this police station started working.
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Qtr. Rank No. of Female Officers No. of Male Officers Total

1

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none 11 11

Assistant Sub Inspector none 4 4

Constables none 44 44

2

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none 07 07

Assistant Sub Inspector none 13 13

Probationary Sub Inspector none  03 03

Constables none  40 40 

Habildars none  04 04 

3

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none  06 06

Assistant Sub Inspector none  14 14

Probationary Sub Inspector none  03 03

Constables none 40 40

Habildars none  04 04

4

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none  06 06

Assistant Sub Inspector none  15 15

Probationary Sub Inspector none 04 04

Constables none  35 35

Habildars none  04 04



Figure of Total Arrest: 2006

Environment of the lock-up

They have their own two-storied building. There are two separate locks ups for arrestees. They

are small in size. There was insufficient light. The water supply was poor and people in custody

were found buying water from outside. One lock up is for male and another one is for female

arrestees and children. There are two separate toilets as well. Food was never provided and

relatives supplied meals or they had to procure food from outside. The lock ups were found empty

most of the time. There was  no video camera, electricity generator or fire extinguisher.     

General situation of New Market police station 

New Market Police Station replaced the old Dhanmondi Police Station, so it is new only by name.

This police station has been established in its own building. 

The number of male and female police personnel in this police station in 2006 are as follows:
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Name of the Month
Arrest under the

DMP Ordinance

Arrest under Section

54 of the Cr. P. C.

Arrest under Specific

Case

January 25 14 25

February 35 65 24

March 66 6 7

April – December Police refused to provide relevant information

Qtr. Rank No. of Female Officers No. of Male Officers Total

1

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none 10 10

Assistant Sub Inspector none 06 06

Constables none 47 47

2

Officer In Charge - 01 01 

Sub Inspector none 09 09

Assistant Sub Inspector none 12 12

Probationary Sub Inspector 01  05 06

Constables none  47 47

3

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none  14 14

Assistant Sub Inspector none  18 18

Probationary Sub Inspector 01  05 06

Constables none 45 45

4

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector 01  10 11

Assistant Sub Inspector none  20 20

Probationary Sub Inspector none 04 04

Constables none  46 46



During the project year, it was found that the police station had 4 vehicles and requisitioned 2

additional private cars for its use. There is no staff quarter for the police staff. Inspection takes

place without following any particular time frame. On average 2 case are filed every week day

and between 8 - 15 general diaries filed daily. The officer-in-charge has commented that the

number of force is inadequate, sitting space is not sufficient and toilet facilities are poor.

According to local people, law and order situation has slightly improved after the new station has

been set up. In the second quarter of the project, it was found that there was a white board put up

in the station detailing the statistics on the detainees and the policemen.

Figure of Total Cases and Arrest: 2006

Environment of the lock-up

There are three separate lock ups for arrestees in New Market Police Station – one for men, one

for women and one for children. The Lock-ups are not too small but inadequate in lighting. Water

supply was poor and people in custody were found buying water from outside. There are three

separate toilets for detainees. Food was provided once a day to the arrestees but sometimes it was

found that this meal was missing. Relatives supplied other meals or they had to procure food from

outside. The lock ups were not found over crowded most of the time. 

General situation of Shah Ali police station

Shah Ali is a new police station in the Dhaka Metropolitan area, which was established on June

27, 2005. It is not housed in its own building. The three-storied building used for the police station

is a rented building. Around three hundred thousand people live in the area under the jurisdiction

of this police station. There were no female officers at this station during the project quarters.

CCTV had been installed in this police station but it was found to be out of order most of the time.

There are 3 cars belonging to the station. The police personnel do not have any residential quarter.

Inspection of this station by the high authorities takes place once a month. Two general diaries

and 1 case are filed daily. Around 5 persons are arrested per day. Police personnel working in this

station have complained of inadequate sitting space. Local people have informed that law and

order situation has slightly improved after this station was set up. Low quality food for detainees

is another problem faced.
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Name of the
Month

Arrest under
the DMP

Ordinance

Arrest under
Section 54 of
the Cr. P. C.

Arrest under
Specific Case

Number of
Total Arrest

Number of Total

Cases

January

Police refused to provide relevant informationFebruary

March

April 17 5 29 51 16

May 25 0 50 75 18

June 23 1 106 130 23

July - December Police refused to provide relevant information 



The number of male and female police personnel in this police station in 2006 are as follows:

Figure of Total Arrest: 2006

Environment of the lock-up

In Shah Ali Police Station there are two separate lock-ups for arrestees. They are small in size.

The lighting condition was not satisfactory at all. Water supply was poor and people in custody

were found buying water from outside. One lock up is for male and another one is for female

detainees and children. There is only one common toilet for all the detainees. Food was provided

once in a day to the arrestees but it was found that sometimes this meal was also missing.

Relatives supplied other meals or they had to procure food from outside. The lock ups were found

not crowded most of the time. 
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Qtr. Rank No. of Female Officers No. of Male Officers Total

1

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none 08 08

Assistant Sub Inspector none 06 06

Constables none 41 41

2

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none 10 10

Assistant Sub Inspector none 17 17

Probationary Sub Inspector none    01 01

Constables none  35 35

3

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none  10 10

Assistant Sub Inspector none  17 17

Probationary Sub Inspector none    01 01

Constables none 32 32

4

Officer In Charge - 01 01

Sub Inspector none    13 13

Assistant Sub Inspector none  20 20

Probationary Sub Inspector none 01 01

Constables none  41 41

Name of the
Month

Arrest under the
DMP Ordinance

Arrest under Section
54 of the Cr. P. C.

Arrest under
Specific Case

Number of
Total Arrest

January

Police refused to provide relevant informationFebruary

March

April 19 0 59 78

May 28 0 15 43

June 41 0 50 91

July-December Police refused to provide relevant information



General situation of Turag police station 

Turag is a new police station in the Dhaka Metropolitan Area. Second Officer, Helalur Rahman

was the offecer in-charge. Around one hundred fifty thousand people live in the area under its

jurisdiction. There were no female police officers found in this station during the project tenure.

The station has 3 cars of its own and does not require making requisitions for private cars. The

police personnel do not have residential quarters. Higher police authorities come to inspect

usually once a month. Monthly 8 to 10 cases and daily 2 to 3 general diaries are filed in this

station and one to three people are arrested every day. The duty officer has mentioned about a

number of problems they face. These include lack of gas supply, lack of emergency generator in

case of power-cuts, lack of furniture for the arrestees in lock-ups, lack of fire extinguisher, lack

of photocopier, lack of stationery, lack of video camera, lack of separate lock-up for the children,

inadequate space for constables in the barracks, etc. 
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Qtr. Rank No. of Female Officers No. of Male Officers Total

1

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none 07 07

Assistant Sub Inspector none 04 04

Constables none 42 42

Habildars none  02 02

2

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none 07 07

Assistant Sub Inspector none 17 17

Probationary Sub Inspector none  03 03

Constables none  42 42

Habildars none  03 03

3

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none  10 10

Assistant Sub Inspector none  17 17

Probationary Sub Inspector none  01 01

Constables none 32 32

4

Officer In Charge 01 01

Sub Inspector none  09 09

Assistant Sub Inspector none  16 16

Probationary Sub Inspector none 03 03

Constables none  43 43



Figure of Total Arrest: 2006

Environment of the lock-up

They have own two-storied building. In Turag Police Station there are two separate locks ups for

arrestees. They are small in size. The lighting condition was not satisfactory at all. Water supply

was poor and people in custody were found buying water from outside. One lock up is for male

and another one is for female arrestees and children. There are two separate toilets. Food was

never provided in the police station for the accused.  Relatives supplied meals or they had to

procure food from outside. The lock ups were found not crowded most of the time. There was no

video camera, generator or fire extinguisher. 

The attitude of Police towards victims/complainants, accused persons and visitors 

While investigating the six (6) police stations Odhikar found that approximately the same

conditions prevailed regarding the behaviour of police towards victims, arrested persons and

visitors. Thus, an over all summary can be given as follows:

Police behaviour towards complainants

Most of the time complainants were attended within half an hour of filing cases or lodging general

diary (GD). Police was found addressing people respectfully and their behaviour was polite.

However, during some visits, it was observed that police officials did not listen to victims

attentively. It was also observed that they tried to exert pressure indirectly on victims for money. 

Police behaviour towards accused persons

Accused persons were allowed to contact lawyers according to their choice. Unfortunately,

family members were allowed to talk to accused/arrestee only after they paid some money to the

police. Police were generally rude to arrestees but informed them about the cause of arrest. It was

alleged that there was a trend of physical torture on those remanded, but regular arrestees were

not tortured to such an extent. No incident of sexual harassment was reported.
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Name of the

Month

Arrest under the

DMP Ordinance

Arrest under Section

54 of the Cr. P. C.

Arrest under

Specific Case

Number of

Total Arrest

January 65 3 10

February 138 45 4

March 44 2 4

April 32 01 16

May 12 01 18

June 12 0 19

July

Police refused to provide relevant informationAugust

September



Other Observations

There is an obvious and serious need for female police officers in order to interact with female

complainants and arrested persons. Furthermore adequate rest rooms/toilets for detainees,

arrestees, police officers (both men and women) are needed.  

Police were mostly reluctant to provide the monitors with arrest figures, mainly stating that they

had no authority to do so and that Odhikar monitors would need to seek permission from the

relevant authorities.  Needless to say, this has been the experience of the thana monitors for the

last four years.

Unavailability of Case Studies

Odhikar monitors went to different arrestees’ homes for collecting case studies. However, they

were not able to talk to the family of arrestees/ former arrestees due to the wrong address provided

from police station or from arrestee. 

Impact Study

Odhikar had planned to do an impact study of its police station monitoring activity in and outside

Dhaka done during 2003-2005 under the main project. The objective of this study was to find out

whether there has been any improvement or decline in the quality of services provided by the

police, conditions at police stations, police behaviour towards arrestees and complainants and

numbers of arbitrary arrests since 2003.During the first quarter of the project year, the process

was initiated to physically observe the police stations monitored before and collect information.

An intern from the United Kingdom and Odhikar project staff were assigned to collect

information and observe the living conditions in the police stations. 

Assessment was also made of the processes involved in Odhikar’s police station monitoring

programme and the quality and performance of monitors.

The study focused on the 12 police stations monitored under this AED programme between 2003

and 2005 and visits have therefore been made to the following police stations:

• Keraniganj

• Lalbagh

• Mirpur

• Srinagar

• Motijheel

• Fatulla

• Mohammadpur

• Narayanganj

• Tejgaon

• Ramna

• Munshiganj

• Badda

During visits to these police stations, general conditions were assessed, data was gathered from

police registers and interviews were held with various police personnel. Questionnaires have also

been circulated by monitors at police stations under the 2006 programme and these have been

completed by police personnel who have previously been assigned to the above 12 police stations.  
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While conditions at many of the above police stations are largely similar to when they were being

monitored between 2003 and 2005, a number of changes can be observed:

1. The DMP Code of Conduct is displayed at the majority of the above police stations.

Although the extent of knowledge of the contents of the Code varies, it has clearly had an

impact on police behavior and police are now more polite and helpful towards persons

attending the police stations.  This is, in turn, improving trust and confidence between the

police and the general public.

2. Police awareness of human rights issues is improving.  This is a result of a number of factors

including police station monitoring programmes conducted by Odhikar and other NGOs,

training sessions held by GoB and NGOs, increased media coverage and initiatives such as

the UNDP/DFID ‘Strengthening Bangladesh Police’ programme.  However, although human

rights training is given on a fairly frequent basis, this is usually only for senior officers and

tends not to be compulsory.  Many lower ranked officers therefore have only a limited

knowledge of human rights law.

3. Although police stations are still under-funded, GoB recently introduced a budget to be used

for purchasing stationery.  Police personnel do not have to contribute money out of their own

pockets for purchasing such items.

4. Police salaries have recently been increased under revised GoB pay scales.  This has had a

positive impact, although some ill feeling exists as members of the elite force RAB are paid

considerably higher wages.

5. The formation of RAB has had a significant impact on the way police are working and has

reduced police workload in arresting hardened criminals. Problems arise where people

arrested and tortured by RAB subsequently die in police custody. To avoid shifting of

responsibility to it, police now obtain medical reports far more frequently and keep more

careful records.

6. CCTV has been installed in the majority of Dhaka Metropolitan police stations.  However, it

is hard to ascertain the precise impact of this as monitoring of CCTV footage seems to be

irregular, systems are not linked to any central monitoring unit and footage is not recorded.

7. Major refurbishment work is being conducted at 5 of the above police stations under

UNDP/DFID and JBIC programmes. Considerable extra space and facilities will be available

at these stations as a result. UNDP/DFID will also be holding workshops and training

sessions at these stations over coming months as part of the ‘Strengthening Bangladesh

Police Programme’.

8. GoB has recently decided to recruit large number of additional police to ease workloads and

help improve the law and order situation across the country.  However, concerns exist

regarding the means of recruiting these people, numbers of women recruited, training given

and facilities for housing them (in particular, barracks and office space for women).

In all, the environment and working atmosphere within the police stations is yet to be satisfactory.

Improved facilities for detained persons as well and the police personnel are urgently needed.

Most importantly, there is the need for an efficient staff of female police officers of all ranks in

order to deal with female complainants and arrestees. Furthermore, police etiquette has plenty of

room for improvement in order to maintain a good relationship with the people of the locality. 
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Chapter 4

Documentation and Fact Finding on

Human Rights Violations

F
act finding and documentation are two of the most important activities carried out by

Odhikar.  Newspaper reports and information given to the organisation directly by human

rights defenders and local journalists provide the basis for fact finding missions, while news

paper reports, information gathered by fact finding and seminar and discussion meeting papers

and individual research work make up the documentation unit, along with a large collection of

books and documents.

Documentation

Odhikar’s documentation unit keeps the organization updated with information on human rights

abuses published in 15 major national dailies.  The work of the documentation unit is to gather

and document relevant information for investigation purposes from both the daily newspapers

and network of grassroots level human rights defenders. 

The categories/themes of information documented are:

• Death/ Rape/ Torture by law enforcing agencies 

• Death in Prison, Police and Court custody

• Political Violence/ Repression  

• Freedom of Expression (Autonomy of Radio-TV Electronic Media, Newspapers, News

Professionals, Academic Freedom)

• CHT Affairs

• Border Conflict

• Rape

• Child Rights

• Acid Throwing

• Dowry and Fatwa
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• Violence Against Women/ Domestic Violence  

• Kidnap 

• Accountability of law enforcement and intelligence agencies (Impunity, Misuse of Power,

Corruption)

• Religious Minority Rights

• Ethnic Minority Rights

• Hartal and Section 144 of the Cr.P.C

• Statistics on Human Rights Issues 

• Supreme Judiciary

• Special Affairs 

• Section 54 of the Cr.P.C and Section 86 of the DMP Ordinance

• Election Monitoring

• National Security Laws

• River Linking 

• Jail Killing Case 

• Mujib Killing Case 

• Mob killing 

• Killings (in general)

Other pressing matters that were relevant to the documentation activities of Odhikar, and were

added in the months from April to September 2006 were:

• Bomb blasts

• Police Reform

• JMB Activities

• The matter of Biharis

• Advocate Habib Mandal Murder Case

• Gopal Krishma Muhuri Murder Case

• Gayon Joity (Buddhist Monk) Murder Case

• Gidita Rema Murder Case

• Alfred Soren Murder Case

• Srikanta Raxmit Murder Case

• Piren Snal Murder Case

• The Matter of Nasreen Huq, Country Representative, Action Aid Bangladesh

• Professor Aftab Ahmed Murder Case

Monthly compilations of statistics were sent to newspapers in the form of a press release three

times at the end of each month. Statistics and information compiled through documentation were

sent to the Ministry of Home Affairs, Prime Minister’s Office, Police Headquarters, BDR

Headquarters, 20 national daily newspapers, 3 news agencies, 7 electronic media stations,

international news agencies, national and international human rights organizations, national and

international networks and some foreign embassies situated in Dhaka. 
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Fact Finding

Fact-finding of human rights abuses perpetrated particularly by law enforcement agencies is the

second activity under the project. Odhikar fact-findings have covered torture, cruel, inhuman and

degrading treatment or punishment and abuse of some specific laws leading to human rights

violations, repression against innocent people and application of unnecessary force by law

enforcement agencies. 

For the fact-finding component of the project, Odhikar identified those incidents of human rights

violations, which were reported in the newspapers but needed further enquiry to find out the

actual abuse faced by the victims, causes and the persons responsible, mostly from the law

enforcing agencies. While media focus on human rights violations are more from a journalistic

perspective confined to reporting the incident only, Odhikar fact-finding went deep into the

incidents from socio-legal perspective. 

In the project year of 2006, the following fact-finding missions were conducted. The detailed

fact-finding reports have been attached in the Annex-1

January

1. Kansat Tragedy of Shibgonj in Chapainawabgonj 

2. Mysterious death of an accused in Sirajdikhan Police Custody

3. Kansat Tragedy of Shibgonj in Chapainawabgonj

4. Alleged torture of an Opposition leader by RAB

5. Police killed relative of an accused by beating 

6. Alleged RAB torture of three SSC examinees in Khulna 

7. Death of an accused person in police remand in Chittagong 

April

1. Kansat Tragedy, Chapainawabgonj (follow up)

2. Journalists beaten by the police at Chittagong Stadium

May

1. Political leader tortured by RAB in Khulna

2. Movement by the deprived people of Demra

3. University student shot to death by police in Sylhet

4. Garments worker killed by police in Sripur, Gazipur

5. Young man killed in crossfire while in fetters, Lalbagh, Dhaka

6. Young man tortured to death in police remand in Gaibandha

June

1.  Man tortured to death in Sherpur Police Custody, Bogra

2. Day labour tortured to death by police in Kurigram

July 

1. Elderly woman kicked to death by police, Savar 

2. RAB involved behind the arrest and the alleged disappearance of Kishore Kumar in

Jessore 

August

1. An accused of the Palli Biddut certificate case died by police torture in

Muktagachha, Mymensingh  
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2. Garo woman shot by forest guards in Madhupur, Tangail 

3. Accused died by police torture in Sirajdikhan Upazilla of Munshiganj

4. People’s Movement in Phulbari, Dinajpur  

5. ASI attempt to rape a girl in Satkhira

6. Politial leader died in Chokoria Police Custody in Cox’s Bazar

7.  Night guard of Pabna Judge Court tortured by Police

September

1. Politician Saber Hossain Chowdhury critically injured in police attack 

2. Sagor died in Manda police station of Naogaon

3. Jute mill laborer of Khulna died in police shoot out 

4. Microbus driver died in Baijid Bosthami Police Custody, Chittagong 

5. BDR and villagers clash at Chhatak Border, Sylhet  

6. Madrassa student of Dhaka killed in RAB crossfire. 

October 

1. Death of an accused person in the custody cell of Daudkandi police station in Comilla.

2. Journalist tortured at RAB headquarters in Rajshahi

November

1. Political activist run over by police van, Dhaka

2. Masum died in RAB Custody in Jessore

3. Mesbahuddin died in RAB crossfire in Kushtia

4. Farmer beaten to death by police, Chuadanga

5. Transport worker dies due to police atrocities, Habiganj

December 

1. A commissioner was allegedly tortured to death by RAB in Kushtia

In 2006, fact finders at Odhikar were able to carry out follow ups of important incidents and hone

their own skills for future assistance to the organisation. The following follow ups of previous

fact-finding missions were conducted.

1. Follow up of death of an accused in police remand in Chittagong (Date of incident : 21

March 2006, date of followup: 12-14 November, 2006 ) 

2. Three people killed by police shooting in Phulbari (Date of incident : 26 August 2006,

date of followup: 6-8 October 2006 ) 

3. Microbus driver Masum died in Baijid Bosthami Police Custody, Chittagong (Date of

incident : 09 September 2006, date of followup: 9-11 December)
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Chapter 5

Human Rights Advocacy: The Media Roundtables

and a Regional Discussion Meeting

T
he media plays an important role in projecting violations of human rights. During this

extension project period, Odhikar held two round table discussions with media people on

selected issues/themes of human rights violations and police behavior. The issues/themes

were identified (through documentation and police station monitoring) based on new trends of

human rights violations and police behaviour that need attention of society and policymakers.  

‘Bangladesh Telecommunication [amendment] Act, 2006: National Security or

Infringement on Civil Rights’

During the first quarter of 2006, the first of the two round tables was held on 09 April (and not

during the scheduled end of March, due to unavailability of important policymakers on the

planned date). The round table meeting was organised in collaboration with the popular English

daily New Age. ‘Bangladesh Telecommunication [amendment] Act, 2006: National Security

or Infringement on Civil Rights’ was the theme of the discussion where politicians, lawyers,

academicians and journalists criticised the law allowing telephone-tapping by intelligence and

law enforcing agencies as it (the law) would infringe on private spheres of life and freedom of

expression. They demanded that the law, which is unenforceable, undemocratic and apolitical in

nature, should be reviewed. Most of the discussants feared that the law would be misused in the

future. On the other hand, in the roundtable the representative of the government said the law was

made to meet the needs of the time, considering the recent spate of bombings and threats across

the country by militants.

Report on the proceedings of the roundtable meeting

The acting Editor of New Age, Nurul Kabir, who read out the keynote paper, argued that the law,

if it continues to be in force, would continue to provide any government with a legal instrument

to arbitrarily invade into the private spheres of citizens, effectively curb citizens’ democratic right

to the freedom of expression and block entirely the free flow of public information.
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‘Ironically, such an obtrusive law has been made in the name of protecting “national security” and

restoring “public order”. A free nation does not deserve such a humiliating treatment from any

government elected by the people,’ Kabir said, urging the democratic forces to do away with the

legislation.

‘There is a scope for misuse of the law,’ said the Law, Justice and Parliamentary Affairs Minister,

Barrister Moudud Ahmed. ‘But it will depend on the character of the government,’ he

commented, claiming that the Government of Prime Minister Khaleda Zia has never used any law

for partisan political purposes.

Providing justification for the enactment of the Telecommunication [amendment] Act, the

Minister said a quick action (by the government) became necessary as the situation worsened

amid repeated bomb attacks by militants using mobile phones.

The enactment of the law helped the law enforcers to arrest JMB kingpins Shaikh Abdur Rahman

and [Siddiqul Islam] Bangla Bhai by tracking mobile calls, Moudud claimed. ‘But the combat of

terrorism will not end with their arrest.’ Replying to a criticism about the motives of the

government behind the enactment of the law, he said the government had kept adequate checks

and balances in the law to check ‘misuse’.  Terming the law undemocratic and apolitical, Awami

League presidium member Suranjit Sengupta demanded that the law should be scrapped. Suranjit

Sengupta also assured the audience that he would take steps to repeal the law if his party comes

to power in the future.

Farhad Mazhar said telephone tapping would not help the government to gather any information;

it would neither ensure the security of the state. Arguing that the law was part of the US-Israel

conspiracies to set up tapping equipment in Bangladesh for espionage activities, he said it would
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rather act against the national security. ‘Those who formulated the law should be tried in a

people’s court on charge of allowing foreign espionage.’

Arafat Amin of Odhikar, who also read out a paper, said the law allowed recorded voices to be

considered evidence in court, and that it would create problems in delivering justice.

The general secretary of the Communist Party of Bangladesh, Mujahidul Islam Selim, argued the

government passed the law as part of a deal it struck with US imperialism to establish its cultural

and military hegemony across the world. Haidar Akbar Khan Rono of the Workers Party of

Bangladesh argued the law, instead of ensuring national security, would rather give the

government a legal tool to invade into the private spaces of citizens. Terming the law ‘anti-state

and anti-people,’ Awami League lawmaker Faruk Khan feared telephone tapping might even go

against the military strategic interests of Bangladesh. He hoped the government would scrap the

law.

Jaitya Samajtantrik Dal Executive President Moinuddin Khan Badal, also demanded that the law

should be repealed. ‘Not only the law, but also the people who made the law should be scrapped’,

he commented.

The Awami League Women Affairs Secretary, Dr. Dipu Moni, termed the law ‘undemocratic as

well as un-enforceable.’ She observed that it should be immediately repealed.

Dr. Asif Nazrul, of the Department of Law at Dhaka University, said the act was totally

unacceptable as the restrictions imposed by it were not ‘reasonable’ in view of constitutional

provisions. “The law arms up the enforcers with unlimited powers, and scope remains for misuse

of the law, especially in terms of harassing and blackmailing individuals”, he said.

Mahbubur Rahman, chairman of the Parliamentary Standing Committee on the Defence Ministry,

said the Directorate General of Forces Intelligence and the National Security Intelligence tapped

telephones in the past and the law just legalised the provision. Saying that the law is a

manifestation of the government’s commitment to combat terrorism, he said it (law) could be

amended if the country becomes free from terrorism (after the arrest of Shaikh Abdur Rahman

and Bangla Bhai).

BNP lawmaker GM Fazlul Haque, also chairman of the Parliamentary Standing Committee on the

Posts and Telecommunication Ministry, said the law enforcing agencies would tap phones

belonging to suspected persons only. ‘The government has no motive behind tapping telephones

of political party leaders and innocent people.’

Amir Khasru of the Daily Ittefaq found it a repressive law that needed to be scrapped. He

criticised the government for enacting it and the opposition Awami League for not effectively

protesting against it.

The wire service BDNews editor, Rashed Chowdhury, said it was meaningless to discuss issues

such as telephone tapping when there is no rule of law.

Others who joined the discussion included Sultana Kamal of Ain O Salish Kendra, Additional

Attorney General Fida M Kamal, and Amar Desh Executive Editor Rashidunnabi Babu.
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‘Police behaviour in Crowd Management’

During the second quarter of 2006, the second of the two round tables was held on 24 June in

collaboration with popular English daily New Age. ‘Police behaviour in Crowd Management’

was the theme of the discussion where politicians, lawyers, academicians and journalists

criticized the system of politicisation of police and abusing their power. Representatives of the

law enforcing agencies and the former Inspector General of Prisons (IGP) were also present at the

discussion.

Report on the proceedings of the roundtable meeting

The Editor of New Age, Nurul Kabir was the moderator of the discussion. Investigator of

Odhikar, Elyus Rahman read out the keynote paper stating that domestic and international laws

give police lots of scope to maintain law and order effectively with respect for human dignity and

individual’s rights.

The participants agreed that the Police have been failing for quite some time now to manage

crowds in a democratic manner, particularly at the meetings and rallies that agitate against the

government. They attributed the failure of the police to different reasons that include

undemocratic governance by the political parties and the police’s lack of respect for the civil and

political rights of the citizens.

Besides low pay, being overworked; a lack of adequate logistics and training; the absence of

allocation of adequate funds for investigations, etc play a big role behind the law enforcers’

frustration and contribute to their brutality in handling the crowds in general and opposition

activists in particular.

Most of the participants argued strongly that the policemen’s brutality in tackling the crowds

should not be judged in isolation, but should be seen in the perspective of the social and political

realities that allow every section of the society to behave undemocratically. They said that the

solution lies with the democratisation of the state machinery and political parties managing the

affairs of the state, while financial and logistical constraints of the law enforcing agencies should

be addressed effectively without further delay.

The keynote paper described how law enforcers treated crowds brutally in four recent incidents—

the people’s uprising in Kansat and Demra, attack on journalists in Chittagong and the

Opposition’s sit-in in front of the Prime Minister’s Office (PMO) in the capital. He also pointed

out how the police violated various constitutional, legal and international rights during the

incidents in question.

Elyus suggested the setting up of a body to monitor overall police behaviour, orientation of police

on human rights, amendment to the PRB of 1943, Police Act of 1861 and other relevant laws

because of the emergence of new circumstances. ‘Political use of the police by the parties in

power must also be stopped immediately to improve the crowd management capacity of the

police force,’ he said in the presentation.

Speaking on the issue, Manjurul Ahsan Khan of the Communist Party of Bangladesh said that

oppression on political opponents by using police force has risen to an intolerable degree these

days, although it started as early as in January 1973. Khan said it was high time that the political

parties stop using the police for partisan interests and suggested that there should be a legal
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instrument, which will protect the honest, and non-partisan police officials from implementing

illegal orders issued by the governing political authorities. “Besides, the government should take

immediate steps to address the police’s financial and other genuine grievances,” he added.

Rashed Khan Menon of the Workers Party of Bangladesh admitted that the political activists of

the Opposition, at times, provoke the law enforcers during street demonstrations for certain

political motives. He, however, provided a couple of examples adding that the law enforcers these

days are quite selective in their handling of the crowds. “During operations, police provide safety

and protection to the fundamentalist elements belonging to the JMB or the anti-Ahmadiyya

groups. But the same law enforcers resort to merciless beating of the activists of the secular

democratic parties and groups.” He commented. Menon argued that democratisation of the state

machinery was the ultimate means to stop undemocratic police actions.

Awami League’s Women’s Affairs Secretary, Dr. Dipu Moni, claimed that police brutality,

particularly towards Opposition activists, has surpassed all records at the moment. “In most of the

cases of Opposition demonstrations, the law enforcers behave like the armed thugs of the ruling

party,” she said. “This is a product of post-1975 culture, which is aimed at making politics

difficult for politicians. It is time to put an end to this culture,” she concluded.

Akhtaruzzaman, Organising Secretary of Awami League, described how the police, once friends

of the people have now become their foes and stressed the democratic need of converting the

police as an institution with a non-partisan point of view.

Major General (retd) Moinul Hosain Chowdhury, a former Adviser to the Caretaker Government

in charge of the Ministry for Home Affairs, squarely blamed the political parties in power for the

inefficiency and partisanship of the police. “The police are corrupt and inefficient because their

political masters are corrupt and inefficient,” he commented.

Dr CR Abrar of the Department of International Relations, Dhaka University argued that all those

enjoying state power, civil or military, contributed to the gradual decay of a democratic political

process, and the police’s undemocratic behaviour has to be explained in that perspective. “The

distortion began in 1974 with the introduction of one-party rule. The following governments

criticized that distortion, but continued to use similar methods for their partisan purposes,” he

concluded.

Dr. Asif Nazrul of the Law Department, Dhaka University observed that the undemocratic

behaviour of police is nothing but a reflection of undemocratic norms of the society that govern

all other professional groups - lawyers, teachers or journalists. “We have hardly any scope to

unilaterally blame the police for so-called uncivilised behaviour, when the rest of the social

groups routinely fail to behave in a civilised manner,” he commented.

Earlier, Dr. Mizanur Rahman of the same department came down heavily on the police for their

‘brutal, violent and barbaric’ attitude toward the people and said that our society will face no

problem in the absence of such a police force.

Ashraful Huda, former Inspector-General of Police, admitted that the police’s handling of the

crowds cannot always be called proper. He, however, presented a long list of constraints that the

police are forced to work under, which include low pay, overwork, lack of logistics, etc. Giving

an unbelievable example of police’s fund constraint, he told the audience, “There has never been

any allocation of funds for police investigations into any case. Everybody says that law and order
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is a prerequisite of economic development, but nobody is ready to give enough funds to the police

to effectively enable them to keep law and order,” he added. Afsan Chowdhury, journalist and

researcher, echoed Ashraful Huda’s opinions.

Dr. Mushtuq Hossain of Sommilito Peshajibi Parishad argued against the proposition that police

resort to attacks on opposition activists only when provoked by the latter. Giving an example of

how police refrained from attack in the face of deliberate provocation on a particular political

occasion, Mushtuq said the police behave undemocratically only when asked to do so by the

political incumbents.

A F Hassan Ariff, President of Odhikar, chaired the dialogue. Others who took part in the

discussion included Nishat Chowdhury, Farida Yasmin of BLAST, and TIM Zahid Hossain of

Action Aid Bangladesh. BNP leaders who accepted the invitation to participate at the roundtable

eventually did not turn up. 

The paper, which was read out in the round table, is attached in annex-ii. The newspapers

clippings and media coverage are attached in annex-iv

Report 2007

44



Security and Law: South Asian perspective

During the third quarter, Odhikar arranged a two day long regional discussion meeting with South

Asian human rights activists, political leaders, legal researchers, journalists on the selected issue

of Security and Law: South Asian perspective.

Representatives of the law enforcing agencies, human rights activist from south Asian countries,

International Legal Expert,  Law Minister of Bangladesh , Presidium Member of Bangladesh

Awami League and other political leaders, journalist, national human rights, and diplomatic

representative were also present in the discussion. 

A far reaching plan of action on national and human security issues was produced following a two

day regional discussion meeting on ‘Security and Law: South Asian Perspective’, organised

jointly by Odhikar and the South Asian Network against Torture and Impunity (SANTI).  This

meeting was held in Dhaka on 19 and 20 August 2006.

Report on the proceedings of the Regional Discussion Meeting

New breeds of threats to security are rapidly emerging during the twenty-first century and the

challenge of maintaining a balance between national and individual security is becoming an

increasingly difficult task for states across the region. The rights of the individual must be fully

protected regardless and proposals were therefore made for understandings to be reached on the

conceptual scope of the notion ‘security’, analysis of legal frameworks in the security and human

rights context, improved multilateral cooperation and networking and new advocacy and

awareness-raising initiatives.

The aggressive approach taken by states in the post-9/11 era, partly in response to UN Security

Council resolutions, is having a profound impact on the protection of the rights of individuals.
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Discussants at the meeting highlighted how terrorists have effectively set the agenda on recent

national security issues and the largely reactive response being taken across the region has

resulted in numerous disproportionate security measures being implemented.  Although

conventional wisdom suggests that the state is the most important actor in the international

system, it is clear that a secure state does not necessarily mean secure citizens as security laws

often result in consideration of the impact of measures on the individual being sidelined.  

The challenge for states is to balance their approach to national security issues with the social and

economic rights of their citizens.  This conflict between the political and socio-economic spheres

is evident in the legal frameworks of countries across the region and the inherent focus on

political equality rather than economic and social inequalities can be witnessed in even the most

modern, democratic constitutions.  Minority issues cannot be properly addressed while this

situation continues and proposals have therefore been made for gaps in the legal and

constitutional frameworks of South Asian countries to be identified in the context of security and

human rights. Recommendations have also been made for security laws from across South Asia

to be compiled and for a mechanism be established to monitor these laws in terms of their

compatibility with international norms. 

Human security is a relatively new concept and one that is constantly developing as the global

environment and the challenges it presents evolve. Although conflicts exist regarding the precise

scope of the term, it is generally accepted that it refers to complex interrelated threats to

economic, political, nutritional, environmental and personal security.
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Discussants at the meeting highlighted how more people have been killed by their own

governments in the last 100 years than by foreign armies and that yet larger numbers are affected

by hunger, disease and natural disasters every year.  Given that it is one of the principal duties of

states to protect their nationals and those living within their borders, common agreement must be

reached on the conceptual scope of ‘security’.  Recommendations have therefore been made for

analysis to be undertaken and a common regional understanding of the term to be reached.

Participants also proposed increasing actions in respects of third generation rights relating to

environmental, ecological and livelihood issues.

A number of cross-cutting themes were identified during the course of the meeting.  Extra-judicial

killings, in particular of political opponents, are a common phenomenon across the region and

widespread impunity is a major characteristic in this regard.  The situations in Bangladesh, where

extra-judicial killings have plagued the country since the time of independence, and Nepal, where

the armed conflict of 1996 and the regime under King Gyanendra led to the illegal killing of

several thousands of people, are indicative of the problems faced across South Asia.

Recommendations have therefore been made for new monitoring and campaign programmes to

be established in order to curb the excessive use of state force and promote accountability of the

perpetrators of such crimes.

Increased militarisation of internal security forces is another concern in this context and

discussants at the meeting stressed how the deployment of armed forces under civilian or military

authority is recognised as having a negative impact on the practice of civil and political liberties.

The situation becomes particularly acute where governments fail to take appropriate actions

against personnel responsible for torture and killings. Participants therefore recommended that
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detailed examination of the role of internal security forces across the region be undertaken in light

of current national and human security concerns. 

Increasing threats from extremism, globalisation and environmental and ecological destruction

are making the challenges faced by human rights defenders ever more complex and dangerous.

Discussants at the meeting highlighted how human rights defenders frequently find themselves

caught between issues of national and individual security and how particular challenges arise in

small weak states.  Human rights defenders are a key component in the movement for change and

recommendations have therefore been made for more effective mechanisms to be established to

ensure their safety and security.  

Improved cooperation is required in order to tackle threats to security and human rights more

effectively. Historically, human rights organisations have tended to stand against governments but

participants at the meeting stressed the importance of working together to facilitate the proper

functioning of states within the context of human rights.  It was therefore proposed that a Committee

on Law, Security and Human Rights be established in Bangladesh’s Parliament.  The importance of

engaging the media in human rights and security issues was also examined and recommendations

were made to identify measures to increase cooperation and sensitisation on the issues.

The need for solidarity and a single spirit of human rights to be promoted across the region was

also emphasised.  Participants recommended that a South Asian Festival on Peace and Justice be

organised to provide exciting opportunities for human rights defenders to share their knowledge

and experiences and promote campaigns across the South Asian region.  

The papers presented at the meeting are contained in Annexture iii of this report.
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Chapter 6

Successful Outcomes of the Project

T
he four years of work in the area of police station monitoring, scrutinising police behaviour

both within and out side the police stations, fact finding and dissemination of information,

supported by the AED, has greatly benefited Odhikar, as it has been able to act as a catalyst

for the government to bring some changes in the area of law enforcement and criminal law.

Odhikar also hosted four regional meetings, on issues that need vital consideration by policy

makers in all the countries of the region – the status of victims and witnesses, torture and impunity

by law enforcement agencies, national security laws and their impact on citizens, etc. The key

objective of organising such meetings being, to have a comparative situation analysis of particular

human rights issues within the region and share success stories that can be borrowed and used by

other countries facing similar problems.  Bringing human rights activists from other countries in

the region to discuss, reflect and recommend on particular human rights issues created additional

support to civil society consensus building behind important issues.  The regional discussion

meetings also facilitated the discovering of diversified perspectives of particular human rights

issues.

Dissemination of information relating to human rights abuses is crucial for awareness generation

among the people.  It also helps in alerting the government of areas where improvement and

review are necessary.  Odhikar, therefore, strongly believes in the power of the press and uses the

print media to highlight information collected during fact finding and monitoring activities. Since

Odhikar disseminated its findings in the local dailies, the national and regional level discussion

meetings were a platform to highlight results, where the state of law enforcement and related

issues were aired in public in the presence of government officials representing Ministries, law

enforcement agencies, the Judiciary, etc. 

Achievements and Linkages Made

Due to the fact that Odhikar believes strongly in the power of the press, its fact finding work and

documented data was sent to as many newspapers as possible for publication.  Also sent were
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statements protesting a particular act of violence or a particular anti human rights law or policy.

The international media was also contacted by the organisation and several members and advisers

of Odhikar have given interviews to the BBC. Furthermore, information gathered by Odhikar in

the course of this project work has also been used by foreign missions, including the European

Commission and the Embassy of the United States of America to highlight the state of human

rights in Bangladesh. All this has resulted in several positive outcomes emerged from the four

year AED supported project.

Such achievements were as follows:

� In the very first such regional discussion meeting, the participants from South Asian region
formed a human rights network titled South Asian Network Against Torture and

Impunity (SANTI). There was the desire to continue with the network to further discuss

human rights issues in regional perspective. New member organizations from the South

Asian region joined the network. Subsequent regional discussion meetings were participated

by members of the network.

� Over the last four years, the discussions and recommendations made in the regional
discussion meetings created strong civil society positions on particular human rights issues

in all the countries represented at the meetings.

� The main recommendation made in the 2003 regional discussion meeting was adopting an

agenda for police reform for preventing police impunity. Some suggestions and ideas on

how this could be brought about came from country practices and NGO efforts in other South

Asian countries. In 2004, the Government of Bangladesh started a preparatory project

for police reform with assistance from UNDP and DFID. It is expected that this project

will look into police impunity through its several sub-components.

� The main recommendation made in the 2004 regional discussion meeting was to bring

reform in criminal justice system of the country. In 2005, it was stated by the Minister for

Law, Justice and Parliamentary Affairs that the Government of Bangladesh was working

on bringing necessary changes in the prevalent criminal laws. The World Bank supported

Legal and Judicial Capacity Building Project will work on criminal justice reform in its

second phase (planned to begin from 2007). GOB planned reforms in criminal laws and

criminal justice reform project are expected to pay attention to criminal responsibility for

torture aspect as was discussed in the 2004 regional discussion meeting.

� The topic of the 2005 regional discussion meeting was on the issue of victims and witnesses

protection. The key recommendation was to draft a victims and witnesses protection law for

Bangladesh and to do advocacy with Law Commission, Ministry of Law and other

policymakers. A draft law has already been made. Forum Asia, a regional human rights

organization has proposed Odhikar to do further research, in collaboration with UK based

organization Redress Trust, on a comparative analysis on victims and witness protection

laws of other countries and to hold a series of consultations and public advocacy events

in support of enactment of the drafted law.  

� At the 2005 regional discussion meeting, a representative of the Ministry for Law, Justice and
Parliamentary Affairs stated that the Government was planning to create separate police

units for female and child victims, with trained police personnel.
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� In 2006, the South Asian Network against Torture and Impunity, created in 2003 is
functioning independently. The Bangkok based regional human rights network, Forum-Asia

has been involved with SANTI and joined Odhikar’s regional discussion meeting in 2006.

They have shown keen interest in working with the members of SANTI in the near future.

� One of the results of fact-finding missions is that Odhikar has sent a number of urgent
appeals to its regional networks regarding incidents of torture and cruelty by law enforcers.

International organisations like World Organisation against Torture (OMCT) and FIDH

frequently contact Odhikar for getting updated reports on specific human rights violations;

they also issued urgent appeals to the international community on the basis of Odhikar’s

report. 

� Out of the six police stations monitored, three have been declared  ‘model police stations’ by
the government;

� There has been a noticeable, positive change in the behaviour of police towards victims as
well as accused persons; Some of the police stations monitored seem to be more friendly to

the complainants and seating arrangement for the clients has improved.

� Torture in police remand has decreased in the six police stations monitored;

� Rapport with the media and journalists of 14 national newspapers has been enhanced;

� Capacity of local human rights defenders/ organisations has improved and strengthened with
regard to fact finding, preparing reports and appeals; 

� Odhikar Members and Advisors have given a number of interviews to the international
media, including BBC and AFP, enhancing Odhikars dissemination and awareness raising

activities abroad.

Conclusion

In 2003, the AED put its faith in and embarked on a journey with Odhikar with the belief that the

organization would be able to act as a catalyst in improving the human rights situation in the

country.  The journey has been long and often bumpy, but the partnership lasted for four years. 

After four years of continuous work, the results have been significant, even though few in

number.  The Government is taking steps to improve the behaviour of law enforcement agencies,

is planning to revise and amend criminal laws, has taken note of the plight of victims and

witnesses and has taken judicial action against the misuse of the dreaded ‘Section 54’.   Odhikar

has also been successful in creating a new regional network, SANTI, with organizational

membership growing. SANTI will help create pressure groups in South Asia, whenever there is a

need for policy reform and spreading awareness of human rights abuses.  It will also help member

organization implement programes by sharing success stories among themselves.    

Odhikar thanks the AED for the four years of support and trust, without which such achievements

would not have come about.
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ANNEXTURE: 1

Fact finding reports 2006
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All the fact finding missions reported below were

carried out with the support of the Academy for

Educational Development (AED)

Victim
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Investigating Subject 
Kansat Tragedy of Shibgonj in

Chapainawabgonj (4th January)

Source Different dailies of January 05, 2006

Date of occurrence January 04, 2006 Investigation No. 01

Date of investigation January 06, 2006 File No. 01

Name Age Sex
Type of

Injury
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Abul Kashem

Kajol
42 Male Shot. Died not known

not

known

Kansat Abbas Bazar,

Shibgonj,

Chapainawabgonj

Nayan

Karmokar
24 Male Shot. Died not known

not

known

Chokkirtipur,

Shibgonj

Chapainawabgonj

Manirul Islam 22 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Babu 20 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Ekram Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Shaheen 16 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Babu 24 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known
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Bashir 18 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Ashim ALi 36 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Benzir 35 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Alam 40 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Sahajan 16 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Harun 40 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Rony 12 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Belal 20 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Yunus 30 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Rajen Singh 20 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Mohammed

Alam
31 Male Shot. Injured not known

not

known
not known

Sajeman 30 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Kasem 18 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Ujjal Singh 25 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Chondon 25 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Bokul 22 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Nazrul 45 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Rezak 19 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Abdul Karim 20 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Nasim 18 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Anarul 38 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known
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Felu 14 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Abdul Hakim 35 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Ziarul 20 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Nazrul Islam 25 Male Shot.Injured not known
not

known
not known

Sadhikul 25 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Majid Ali 50 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Jahangir 30 Male Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

About 50

customers of

Polli Biddyut
and Golam

Robbani

Shot. Injured not known
not

known
not known

Police
Constable
Shafi (no. 402)
of Shibgonj
police station,
Jahangir Alam,
Sahajan
Hossain, ASI
Faruk, ASI
Mahafuz, OC
Sahabuddin
Khalifa, DCB
ASI Asabur
Rahman and
Shamsul Alam
Khan

Shot. Injured
Service

holder

not

known

Shibgonj Police

Station

Chapainawabgonj 

Upazila

Nirbahi

Officer,

Rafiqul Islam

Male Shot. Injured
Service

holder

not

known

Upazila Nirbahi

Officer, Shibgonj

Chapainawabgonj 

Former

Director of

Polli Biddyut
Jamaluddin

Male Shot. Injured
Service

holder

Polli Biddyut Samity,

Upazila Nirbahi

Officer, Shibgonj,

Chapainawabgonj



Charged person: 

1. Khalekuzzaman, GM, Chapainawabgonj Polli Biddyut Samity
2. Nasir uddin, AGM, Chapainawabgonj Polli Biddyut Samity
3. Rafiqul Islam, Upazila Nirbahi Officer, Shibgonj, Chapainawabgonj

4. Sahabuddin Kholifa, Officer in Charge, Shibgonj Police station.

Place of occurrence:

1. Kansat Bazar, Chapainawabgonj

2. Polli Biddyut Samity, Chapainawabgonj

3. Adjacent areas of Kansat, Chapainawabgonj

Legal Action

ASM Nasiruddin, AGM of Chapainawabgonj Polli Biddyut Samity filed a suit in the Shibgonj

police station. In this case, Golam Robbani, the Conveynor of the Polli Biddyut Unnayan
Songram Parishad, Jahiruddin Chowdhury, Tipu and other villagers were the accused. The

police also filed a suit against hundreds of villagers. In these two cases complaints arose that,

police were harrasing the villagers but no case was filed about the occurrence where numbers

of people were killed and injured by police shots.

Investigation made by other organisations:

Concerning documents:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

The customers of Polli Biddyut (rural electrification board) of Shibgonj thana of

Chapainawabgonj have been congregating under the banner of the Polli Biddyut Unnayan
Songram Parisad (the Action Committee for Rural Power Development) for the reduction of

metre charge, minimum charge and uninterrupted electricity supply and 7 other conditions. As

part of their movement, the Songram Parisad declared their intention to besiege the office of Polli
Biddyut Samity on January 4th 2006. That intention was declared at a press conference on 28th

December 2005. On that day (4th January), thousands of users of Polli Biddyut gathered at the

Kansat Rajbari Math (open space)  of Shibgonj Upazila of Chapainawabgonj where a peaceful

assembly was held. After that, a procession of thousands of peasants and users of Polli Biddyut
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Serial no. Name of the person or organisation Date of investigation

No person of any organisation was found and the victims could not suppy any

information in this connection.

No concerning document was found

Name Address

Golam Robbani Polli Biddyut Unnayan Samity, Shibgonj, Chapainawabgonj



began to move towards Polli Biddyut Samity. They were obstructed by police in front of the

Solayman Degree College of Kansat. When people tried to move forward, ignoring the barricade,

police launched an attack on them. The agitated mob answered by throwing brickbats and stones.

Police could not quell them so they resorted to retaliation, which included indiscriminate lathi

(stick) charging and lobbing of tear gas canisters. As the situation was getting out of control,

police also fired rubber bullets. Nayan and Kajol died on the spot. More than 50 villagers, along

with farmers, were injured. ASP Samsul Khan, Upazila Nirbahi Officer Rafiqul Islam and some

other officials of Polli Biddyut Samity were injured by brickbats. At that moment, the agitated

mob also threw stones and brickbats at the office of the Polli Biddyut Shomity and smashed the

furniture inside. The situation was controlled by calling in extra police, armed police and BDR. 

Formation of an investigatory committee:

An investigatory committee was formed to investigate the incident that took place on 4th January

2006. Abdur Rahman, Additional District Magistrate of Chapainawabgonj, was the head of the

committee. The committee was ordered to submit a report as early as possible but this report had

not been published even two weeks after the incident.

Opinion of the victims:

Golam Robbani, the convener of the Polli Biddyut Unnayan Songram Parisad, was allegedly

tortured by the police. He said that the authority of Polli Biddyut Samity illegally took more than

2.5 crore of money from 56 thousand users. Furthermore, although the minimum charge was

taken, there was a big loophole in the provision of electricity. In this context, the oppressed were

continuing their movement for the fulfilment of 7 conditions, such as reducing metre charge and

minimum charge and providing uninterrupted electricity supply. On 4th January 2006, the

procession was assembling to surround the office of Polli Biddyut Samity after they had finished

a peaceful meeting but, in front of Kansat College, police resisted the rally and killed two

villagers and injured more than 50 Polli Biddyut users by suddenly attacking the procession. A

false suit was filed against the users. Golam Robbani also insisted that the seven step demands

should be fulfilled and that the false suits filed against the innocent villagers should be revoked.

Opinion of the authority of Polli Biddyut Samity:

Abdus Samad, DGM of Polli Biddyut Samity, said that thousands of people had damaged three

air coolers and destroyed the doors and windows of their office building and residential quarters

by throwing brickbats and stones under the leadership of Golam Robbani. Moreover, they burnt

47 wooden poles. Here the financial loss was about 75 lakh taka. He declined to comment about

the demands of the users.

Opinion of the Upazila Nirbahi Officer:

Upazila Nirbahi Officer, Rafiqul Islam, said that the police barricaded in the college area. The

agitated mob moved towards the Polli Biddyut Samity office, although the police requested them

not to move. The police stayed inside the gate. By that time, the people in the procession were

making speeches and trying to go through the gate. When the police impeded them, the agitated

mob threw brickbats and stones towards them. In these circumstances, for the sake of life and

property, the order was given to fire.
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Victim :

Charged person 

1. SI Kazi Mustofa

2. Duty Officer ASI Asaduzzaman

3. Constable Habibur Rahman

4. Constable Sahjahan

Place of occurrence  :

1. Sirajdhikhan Police station custody, Munshigonj

Legal Action: 

Investigation made by other organisations:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Sohorab Sheikh, father of deceased Sumon Sheikh told Odhikar fact finders that Sumon was the

second eldest of his two sons and three daughters. Sumon was a professional driver (bus, truck).

On 11 January 2006, Sumon left home. Shohorab Sheikh came to know that Sumon had been

arrested at 2 pm by police for possessing a bomb. He was also informed that his son had made a
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Investigating Subject Mysterious death of an accused in Sirajdikhan Police Custody

Source Different dailies of January 14, 2006

Investigation No. 02

File No.
02

Date of occurrence January 12,  2006

Date of

investigation
January 15,  2006 

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of
Gurdian

Address

Sumon

Sheikh
25 male

Killed by police

torture
Business

Father- Dr.

Ramijuddin

Vill: Joshilda,

Medinimondol

, Louhojong,

Munshigonj

No legal action was taken

serial no. Name of the person or organisation date of investigation

Not made by anyother organitanions

Name Addresses

No eyewitnesses was found at that time



phone call to the police to implicate one Kamal by placing the bomb in Kamal’s house. Sohorab

Sheikh was also told that his house would be set on fire. Hearing this, he could not gather the

courage either to go to his home or the police station. At 5 pm he came to know that Sumon had

died in police custody. His body was brought to Sirajdhikan Health Complex. Hearing this, he

sent his eldest son, Abul Hossain, to the Health Complex. Sohorab Hossain added that, in 2004,

Sumon was a truck driver for Kamal who lives next door to their house. As Kamal did not pay

him what he was due, Sumon stopped driving for Kamal. Some days later, the truck was stolen.

Kamal filed a suit against 5 people including Sumon. Under this suit, Sumon served a term of

imprisonment of 5 days last year.

Sohorab Sheikh, Sumon’s father informed Odhikar that he saw his son’s body after the post

mortem had been conducted on 12 January 2006. The police of Sirajdhikhan police station

hurriedly buried the dead body. Police prevented Sohorab Sheikh from seeing Sumon’s whole

body but he found signs of torture on the legs. Sohorab Sheikh also said that, from a mark on his

neck, it seemed that Sumon had died by hanging. He added that the OC of Sirajdhikhan police

station had come with the body and told him that his son had committed suicide by strangling

himself with a torn blanket that had been attached to the toilet ventilator. The OC stated that he

could provide no remedy in this regard. He thought his son might have died as a result of police

torture.

Abul Hossain, elder brother of Sumon, told Odhikar that he went to the Upazila Health Complex

as soon as he heard the news that Sumon had died and found the body surrounded by police. He

told the police that he was Sumon’s elder brother and the police then let him see the body. Abul

Hossain told Odhikar that he found signs of torture on the back and feet of the body. However,

police skilfully kept the dead body in a darkened room in the hospital so that the signs of torture

could not be seen clearly. Abul Hossain added that black marks were present on his neck. Abul

Hossain assumed that the police had killed Sumon as a result of torture and that, for that very

reason, they were desperate to bury him quickly following the autopsy. At 8 pm Sumon’s body

was buried.

Md. Umesh Ali of village Isapur told Odhikar that he had seen Sumon’s body when it was brought

to his house. He could not see the whole body as it was covered with aquatic grass (locally called

‘hogla’). Police only allowed him to see Sumon’s head and legs. Md. Umesh Ali said that Sumon

was a driver. The Second Officer of Sirajdhikhan police station, SI Asadullah, told Odhikar that

he was on leave on the day that incident took place and that he could therefore say nothing in this

regard. SI Kader, duty officer of the police station, was also on leave on that day but, attending

to his duties, he came to know that an unidentified person made a telephone call to the police

station from Apu Telephone Centre on the Eid day and said that there was a bomb just beside the

house of Kamal in the village Isapur. The police then contacted Apu Telephone Centre to request

that that person be detained. At 11 am, police arrested Sumon Sheikh and recovered bombs from

Kamal’s house in accordance with information provided by Kamal. Sumon also confessed to the

police that it was his embellished drama. SI Kader also said that Sumon had committed suicide

by hanging himself with a blanket tied to the rod of the ventilator. At 4.30 pm he was found

hanging in the bath room of the custody room. At that time, there was no other accused person in

custody. He was informed that, having been arrested on 11 January 2006, a case was filed by the

police against Sumon (case no. 05, date: 11.01.2006 under section 4 of Explosive Act). An

unnatural death case was also filed on 11 January 2006 (unnatural death case no.1, date:

11.01.06). 
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Furthermore, two police officers and two police constables were temporarily suspended on 12

January 2006. The suspended police officers were the investigating officers of the explosive suit,

SI Kazi Mustofa and duty officer SI Asaduzzaman, and two constables, Habibur Rahman and

Sahajan.

At the time of Sumon’s death, SI Asadur Rahman was the duty officer. He informed us that

Sumon was arrested on that day with materials for making a bomb. He was brought to the police

station at 10.45 am. At that time Sumon was alive and well. At noon he was served a special dish

because it was the last day of the Eid festival. At approximately 3.15 pm, constable Habib

informed the SI that Sumon had been found hanging from a ventilator. Hearing this news he went

straight to the custody room and saw Sumon hanging from a torn blanket. Sumon was

immediately taken to the Isapur Health Complex, where the doctor on duty declared him dead. 

The OC of the police station told Odhikar that Sumon had been arrested with bomb making

materials and that he had been taken to the police station about at 10.45 am on 11 January. He

was informed at 4.30 pm that Sumon had committed suicide while in custody. As soon as he

heard, he went to the police station. Sumon’s body was shown to the local chairman, political

leaders and other respected persons. Ali Akbar added that, Sumon was addicted to drug. He had

been arrested as he wanted to implicate others.

Golam Kabir, first class magistrate of Munshigonj, prepared the inquest report of the dead body.

He told Odhikar that he made the report at 11 am on 12 January in the morgue of Munshigonj

Sadar Hospital. He added that no marks of beating were detected on the dead body. There was

only a stain on his neck.Dr. Ehsanul Karim the residential medical officer of Munshigonj Sadar

Hospital made the post mortem report. Dr. Ehanul Karim told Odhikar that, no marks of beating

were detected on the dead body of Sumon. Dr. Karim commented that he committed suicide by

hanging.

Victim:
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Investigating Subject Kansat Tragedy of Shibgonj in Chapainawabgonj (23rd January)

Source Different dailies of January 24, 2006

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Anwar 30 Male Shot. Dead not known

Father-

Fakshu

Mondol

Kansat, Abbas Bazar,

Shibgonj,

Chapainawabgonj
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Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Goribullah 35 Male Shot. Dead not known
Father- Nijam

Ali

Chokkirtipur,Shibgonj,

Chapainawabgonj

Nasir 35 Male Shot. Dead not known Father- Ayesh not known

Anwarul 27 Male Shot. Dead not known Father- Idrish Ali not known

Anwar Babu 14 Male Shot. Dead not known Father-Jhantu not known

Daud Ali 27 Male Shot. Dead not known Father- Jargish not known

Torikul Islam

(Mannan)
40 Male Shot. Dead not known Father- Mosahak not known

Robiul Islam

Durul
18 Male Shot. Injured not known not known not known

Foteh

Mohammad
45 Male Shot. Injured not known not known not known

Mizanur

Rahman
30 Male Shot. Injured not known Father- Hakku not known

Kalu 45 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father- Mesru

Khalifa
not known

Robiul 18 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father- Sader

Hosain
not known

Shahjalal 37 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father- Abdur

Rahman
not known

Mamun 13 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father- Sirajul

Islam
not known

Josimuddin 35 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father-Suchet

Ali
not known

Moniruzzaman 45 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father-

Njimuddin
not known

Almas 25 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father- Saidur

Rahman
not known

Samsul 12 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father- Gazilur

Rahman
not known

Josim 35 Male Shot. Injured not known
Father-DB police

Suchit Ali
not known

Samsul Islam Male Shot. Injured not known
Father-

Sahebuddin
not known



Charged person:

1. Khalekuzzaman, GM, Chapainawabgonj Polli Biddyut Samity
2. Nasir uddin, AGM, Chapainawabgonj Polli Biddyut Samity
3. Rafiqul Islam, Upazila Nirbahi Officer, Shibgonj, Chapainawabgonj

4. Sahabuddin Kholifa, Officer in Charge, Shibgonj Police station.

5. Sarwar Murshid, Magistrate Shibgonj, Chapainawabgonj

Place of occurrence:

1. Kansat Bazar, Chapainawabgonj

2. Polli Biddyut Office, Chapainawabgonj

3. Adjacent areas of Kansat College, Chapainawabgonj

Legal Action: 

Sahabuddin Khalifa, Officer-in-Charge of Shibgonj Police station filed two different suits in the

Shibgonj police station as to the occurrence of 23rd January when seven people had died

(Shibgonj police station suit no. 20 and 21).

Investigation made by other organisations:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

By the time of fact finding, it was known that police had arrested the Convener Golam Robbani,
Joint Convener Jahir Chowdhury and Monirul Islam of Polly Biddyut Unnayan Songram
Committee on 22nd January 2006 while they were agitating for their 5 step demands. One of these
demands was for the revocation of minimum metre charges. On this issue, agitated people
barricaded 55 kilometres of roads and highways in Kansat Sona Mosjid, Kansat Choudala and
Kansat Bhola Haat on 23rd January 2006. The barricade was made by laying sacks of concrete
and wooden poles from Polli Biddyut Samity on the road. As a result, hundreds of vehicles were
obstructed in various places. The agitated people set fire to hundreds of wooden poles from Polli
Biddyut . The fire service controlled the fire. First class magistrate Sorowar Morshed and Police
Superintendent Rejaul Karim reached the spot at 11 am, with extra police support from the zilla
sadar. They requested the agitated people to be quiet; otherwise they would take strict measures
against them. Having moved barricades from the headquarters of Polli Biddyut to Kansat Bazar,
the police indiscriminately began beating the agitated people. By that time, police had entered
houses in the locality and beaten innocent people; even the women were not spared. As a result,
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Serial no. Name of the person or organisation date of investigation

No person of any organisation was

found and the victims could not suppy

any information in this connection.

Name Addresses

The eyewitnesses declined to expose their names.



the atmosphere soon deteriorated. While the police were trying to remove the barricades from
Chokkirthi Road, they were surrounded by hundreds of agitated people. The police were totally
blockaded in by the people. When the police started firing towards the people, they made a
counter attack and threw brickbats and stones. By that time, police firing left a minimum of 7 dead
and more than one hundred injured. At the time of fact finding, it was found that the names of two
deceased people had also been inserted as accused persons in a case filed by the police on 23rd

January 2006. Although the families of the deceased were helped by a number of organisations,
the injured received hardly any assistance. Most of the injured people, who were being treated at
the Rajshahi Medical College, said that the police had willingly shot at the harmless. They added
that the police had also fired at people who were watching the incident from the roofs of their
houses. They said that the police had totally failed to manage the situation. The people of this
locality said that the 5 step demands of Polli Biddyut Unnayan Samity were just and reasonable.
They also suspected that, for political reasons, a further clash might occur if effective action was
not taken.

It is known through the investigation that the Kansat tragedy that commenced on 24th January
2006 was related to another incident that started on 4th January 2006 in the same locality. That
time, the police shot towards the people while they were surrounding the office of Shibgonj
Biddyut Kendro (Shibgonj Electricity Centre). Abul Kasem Kajol (35) of Kansat Abbas Bazar of
Shibgonj upazila of Chapai Nawabgonj District and Nayan Karmokar (24) of village Chokkirtipur
died and more than 50 people were injured at that time. An investigatory committee was formed
to investigate the fact. Another unexpected occurrence took place before submitting the report of
the committee. Ten police personnel were also killed during the two incidents. Odhikar believes
that these heart touching incidents occurred because of the lack of responsibility of the police and
administration. 

Victim:

Charged person:

Members of RAB- 8, Bhaggyakul, Munshigonj
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Investigating Subject Alleged torture of an opposition leader by RAB

Source : Different dailies of February 18, 2006

Date of

occurrence:
February 15, 2006

Date of

investigation: 
february 18, 2006

Investigation No. 04

File No. 04

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Asraf Hossain Khan 42 Male
Injured by

beating
Business

Father- Dr.

Ramijuddin

Vill: Joshilda,
Medinimondol,
Louhojong,
Munshigonj



Place of occurrence:

Office of RAB, Bhaggyakul, Munshigonj

Legal Action: 

Investigation made by other organisations:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Asraf Hossain Khan, the general secretary of Awami League of Medinimondol Union of

Louhojong Police Station, Munshigong District was arrested by RAB on February 5 2006, when

a dawn to dusk strike was called. At that time he was in VIP Fashion House at the Mawa ferry

ghat ( ferry terminal). He was transferred to Luhojong Police station at 9 pm on February 16 when

he was severely injured. After that, he was presented to the court through Munshigong police

station and sent to jail. He was produced to the court on February 19. He entered the courtroom

supporting his hands on the shoulders of two police, since his injuries had disabled him. By 1.30

pm Asraf Hossain became senseless. In the yard of the courtroom he informed Odhikar that he

went to VIP Fashion Tailors to take delivery of his trousers at nearly 9am on February 15 on the

day of the strike. Before taking delivery, a number of people entered the tailors and forbade him

from moving. After that, he was brought to the Bhaggykul RAB-8 office when his eyes were

covered with black cloth. Having taken him to the RAB office, he was mercilessly tortured. He

became senseless a number of times. That time the RAB members threatened to kill him. At night,

he was brought to the isolated char area two times where attempts were allegedly made to get him

killed in a cross fire. He added that, he was saved due to two telephone calls. On the following

day, 16th February at nearly 9 pm he was transferred to the Louhojong Police Station. He was

brought to Louhojong health complex from the police station for primary treatment. After that, he

was sent to the Munshigong Police Station late at night. When he was presented to the court, the

court sent him to jail custody. Asraf Hossain Khan added that, a number of cases had been filed

against him during the reign of present Government and that he had been freed on bail in those

cases. Asraf Hossain Khan said that it was for political reasons that he had to face such

harassment. A person, who was unwilling to express his name, said that he was present in the VIP

Tailors at the time of Asraf Hossain Khan’s arrest. He added that, some people entered the tailors

and grabbed Asraf Hossain Khan and covered his eyes with a black cloth. Awami League leader

Sagufta Easmin Amili, the former parliamentarian of that area, said that she returned to the

country from abroad on 16th February 2006. In the airport, she heard that RAB had arrested Asraf

Hossain Khan. Hearing this news, she went to Louhojong. There she noticed that thousands of
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No legal action was taken

NameAddresses No eyewitness was found at that time

Serial no. Name of the person or organisation date of investigation

Not made by anyother organitanions



men and women had barricaded Dhaka-Maoha highway demanding his release. Sagufta Easmin

also said that the locality of Medinimondol along with the Ferryghat is under the election area of

Munshigong-2 during the last parliament in the reserved women seat. She also competed for the

last regime as a nominated candidate of this seat. She said that Asraf Hossain Khan was a

dedicated activist of Awami League. He was also a popular person. For this very reason, the

government planned to kill him using the RAB before the next poll, she alleged. Akbar Ali Khan

the officer in charge of Luhojong Police station told Odhikar that RAB members transferred Asraf

Hossain Khan at night on 16th February 2006. As the atmosphere of the locality was enraged, he

was sent to the Munshigong Police Station late at night on that day. Later, was sent to the court

as an accused in a case involving another section of the law. The Officer in Charge declined to

say anything about the torture of Asraf Hossain Khan. 

According to the court, Police had arrested Asraf Hossain Khan in connection with two cases.

One of the two cases is cow theft and another one is car-jacking from Srinagar. However, his

name was not inserted in either of the two cases. His name was laid down as a suspicious accused.

Nuru Mollah the plaintiff in the cow theft case was also present in the court. Nuru Mollah told

Odhikar that about two months ago, two cows had been stolen from his village house ‘Jossoldia’

but no one had been accused in this regard.

The Officer in Charge of Munshigong Police station told Odhikar that the accused, Asraf Hossain

Khan, was ill when he was brought into custody. He declined to answer whether Asraf Hossain

Khan had been tortured or not. Dr. Ehsan Karim, Doctor of Munshigong District jail and RMO

of Munshigong Police Station hospital, told Odhikar that Asraf Hossain Khan was treated inside

the jail. He also said that, RAB tortured him brutally and for this he would suffer in the near

future.

RAB simply declined to say anything in this regard.

Victim:
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Investigating Subject Police killed relative of an accused by beating 

Source Different dailies of February 20, 2006

Date of

occurrence
February 19, 2006

Date of

investigation
February 20, 2006

Investigation No. 05

File No. 05

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Nurul Islam 45 Male
Killed by

beating
Farmer

Father- Late

Alimuddin

Sarkar

Koyra, Jamalpur

Sadar, Jamalpur



Charged person:

SI Abdul Karim along with two constables of Narayanpur Investigation Centre.

Place of occurrence:

Village Koyra of Jamalpur Sadar Police station

Legal action: 

Investigation made by other organisations:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

During investigation, it was discovered that the deceased, Nurul Islam, was the son of late

Alimuddin Sorkar of the village Koyra under Jamalpur Police Station. He was polite, gentle and

a landless farmer. Lebu, the youngest son of Nurul Islam talked to Odhikar on behalf of his family

and said that SI Abdul Karim and a constable of Naryanpur Investigation Centre came to their

village to arrest a criminal at 12 pm on 19 February 2006. Lebu was going to his tailors from their

house at the same time. Police took him to identify the houses of the accused Shamsel and Laily

Member. Nurul Islam, Lebu’s father of Lebu, was puzzled to see Lebu with the police and

instantly wanted to know the reason. He then collapsed of a heart attack and died. After Nurul

Islam had collapsed, the police suggested sending him to the hospital. After a while, the whole

family became overwhelmed with grief and Lebu stated that “after that I can tell no more”. 

In response to a question, Lebu said that he could not tell whether the police had been blocked by

the villagers or not. Rokshana, Lebu’s wife, and Nurul’s neighbour, both eye witnesses, said “we

do not hold the police responsible for this incident as he has died... now we are blaming nobody”.

Jamela Khatun (40), the deceased’s wife, said “my husband was a very good man. I never

quarrelled with him. We stay with our two sons”. She said that she felt tired and had a bad head

ache. Saying this, she burst into tears. She said nothing about the reasons for her husband’s death. 

Nurul’s neighbour, Babul Akther, another eye witness, said “I was leaving my office just before

the incident. At this time, I heard a shout from outside and I came out of my room and found my

brother, Nurul, lying on the ground. Lebu and Lebu’s wife were crying just beside Nurul”. He also

observed that police were standing a few feet from the incident. As soon as he poured water into

Nurul’s mouth he realised he had died. Babul knew nothing about whether people had barricaded

or beaten the police. He added that, at that time, numerous people had gathered in the house. He

could not tell what happened later.
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Name Addresses

Late Nurul’s younger son Lebu Koyra, Jamalpur Sadar, jamalpur

Babul Akther deceased victim Nurul Islam’s neighbour Koyra, Jamalpur Sadar, Jamalpur



Through a description of the main facts, it was discovered that Farida Khatun of the village

Kyrapara filed complaints nos. 537/2004 and 201/05 under the Women and Children torture

oppressing tribunal against Enamul Islam of the same village. On the day in question, police went

to the village to arrest the accused. Police arrested Lebu, the deceased’s son, and Rafiqul Islam,

younger brother of the accused, and tried to lift them into the van. Seeing this, Nurul Islam came

to see SI Abdul Karim running away and asked him why he had arrested his son. They engaged

in a scuffle. Suddenly police began to chase the real accused person while he was crossing a field.

Instantly, Nurul Islam grasped the policeman from the back. The police could not run and hit

Nurul with the stick which was in his hand. Nurul held on to the stick. They were scuffling and

the police then repeatedly hit Nurul Islam in the abdomen. Nurul Islam could not bear this and

fell to the ground. Then SI Karim beat him on his shoulder. Nurul Islam was groaning. Hearing

the sounds of groaning and beating, people came over to see what was happening. As the situation

was getting out of control, the SI tried to flee. Within a short time thousands of people surrounded

the police and prepared to kill them with rods and other sharp weapons. Hearing this, Obadullah,

chairman of Rashidpur Union, came to the spot and confined them without beating.

Porimal Chandro, in charge of Narayanpur Investigation Centre, arrived at the scene after

receiving a mobile phone call stating that police had been confined by a mob. As the situation

remained unchanged, a mobile phone call was made to Abdur Rouf, the OC of Jamalpur Police

Station, informing him of the situation and he went to the scene accompanied by a number of

police. Still, no effective measures were taken. After a while, Biswas Afjal Hossain, Jamalpur

district Police Superintendent, came to the spot and sat in a meeting. After the meeting they gave

Tk. 250,000 to the family of deceased Nurul Islam. The Police Super returned to the police station

with the confined police and applied pressure to Nurul Islam’s family to say that Nurual had died

from a heart attack or from natural causes. He also threatened them, saying that, if they laid the

blame on the police, their homestead would be damaged.

The following day the atmosphere became worse and the honourable parliamentarian of Jamalpur

Sadar visited the scene and Nurul Islam’s body was buried without post mortem.

Naturally, a question arose as to why police had said, “Nurul died by heart attack”. Who would

go against police? The family of Nurul Islam suspected that the autopsy report might have been

influenced by police.

A number of questions surround Nurul Islam’s death was found. As the incident happened in a

remote area, detached from the main town, the interested group are trying to hush the incident up

as quickly as possible.

No police or constables were suspended or closed in connection with this grievous matter. Most

probably it was done to prove them innocent.

The incident of killing an ideal farmer is the highest violation of human rights. According to the

police, he died by heart attack. However, the police applied undue force so that no post mortem

was carried out. Further, the police arrested a relative of the accused after they were unable to

arrest the accused. Lebu’s father sacrificed his life when he came to know this fact.

People with similar past experiences said that Nurul Islam had been killed by oppressive brutality

and that the police therefore wanted to prove it as a case of heart attack.
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The people of the locality are demanding that a judicial investigatory commission will be formed

under a justice of the High Court Division in order that a proper investigation can be carried out

and the killer, the brute SI Karim, and the constable receive proper punishment.

The Office of the Superintendent of Police, Jamalpur 

Hearing about Odhikar’s fact finders, the duty officer said that the Police Super was attending a

public programme to commemorate International Language day at the Shilpo Kola Academy.

When the investigator contacted him, he was invited to go there. 

Police Superintendent:

Police Super Afzal Hossain kept the fact finders waiting while he completed his business. After a

while, he sent his representative Sanaullah to talk to the investigator. Sanaullah said that the

incident had occurred unexpectedly. The man who died had suffered from a stroke. When police

went to arrest the accused, they were unfortunately looking for the house of the accused with the

son of the victim. Deceased Nurul Islam thought that his son had been arrested. Nurul Islam died

after police had returned from the spot. Hearing this news, the SI of Narayangong Investigation

Centre went there again but he received an adverse welcome. The people were shouting that the

police had killed Nurul Islam. However, this was nothing but a false perception. In answer to a

question, the SI said that a post mortem was not necessarily needed as it was a normal death. He

admitted that they had no actual evidence as to whether the deceased was a patient of stroke or

not. Besides, the family of the deceased was not blaming the police. The MP of Jamalpur had

visited the place and, if there had been any fault on the part of the police, he would have taken

necessary measures. Further, the police had not received any written complaint in this regard. If

one was received, they would have to take action.

Narayanpur Investigation Centre

Porimol Chondro Sarker, officer in charge, told Odhikar that, on 19 February 2006 at 1.30pm, SI

Abdul Karim went with two constables to arrest the accused. The case was filed by Farida Khatun

of the village Kyrapara against Enamul Islam of the same village as complaint no. 537/2004 and

201/05 in the Women and Children Tribunal.  In order to identify the accused’s house, they sought

help from Labu. The accused fled. They then arrested the accused’s younger brother, Rafiqul

Islam, and returned to the police station. About one hour later they came to know that Labu’s

father, Nurul Islam, had died. Hearing the news, the SI instantly visited the place again. As police

had gone there twice, the accused wanted to take undue advantage of the situation by accusing

the police of being responsible for the death. Actually, no police had been present at that time. He

said that police had not surrounded or attacked by the people; rather they had stayed in the area

to console the deceased’s family. Abdur Rouf Prodhan, the OC of Sadar police station, SI Khokon

Chandro Sarkar and Porimol Chondro Sarker went there to see the dead body. He added that they

had never promised to give the deceased’s family 5 mounds of rice and tk. 10,000 in

compensation.

Abdur Rouf Prodhan OC of Jamalpur police station:

He was far from the police station. Hearing about Odhikar he gladly gave a telephone interview. 

Duty Officer of Jamalpur Sadar police station:

The duty officer said that SI Abdul Karim went to Rashidpur Koyrarpara with two constables to

arrest a man accused of having raped a woman. They could not arrest the accused but they
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arrested Labu and Rafique who had helped the accused to flee. They went to the highway. After

a while, they came to know that Labu’s father had died of a stroke. When SI Abdul Karim

returned to the spot, a rumour had started that the police had killed Labu’s father, Nurul Islam, by

beating him. He added that the main problem was regarding the name of the accused. The

accused’s name was Emdadul Huq but Enamul was written in place of Emdadul in the suit. He

was army personnel and working in the 27 Engineering Company, Dhaka Cantonment, Dhaka-

1206. This unexpected incident happened when he came home on 10 days’ leave. Abdur Rouf also

said that the accused was inclined to dismiss the suit by blaming the death on the police. A girl

named Farida had lodged a suit against the army personnel to belittle him. It was nothing more

than that.

Actually the police were undecided as to whether the case was false and the name of the accused

was wrongfully written. Furthermore, police had started to arrest indiscriminately and Nurul

Islam had died allegedly as a result of being beaten by the police.

Victim :

Charged person:

Rapid Action Battalian

Place of occurrence:

Bospara, Sondanga, Khulna
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Investigating Subject Alleged RAB torture of three SSC examinees in Khulna

Source Different dailies of March 11, 2006

Date of

occurrence
14 March, 2006

Date of

investigation
08 March, 2006

Investigation No. 06

File No. 06

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture

Occupa

tion

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Jahangir Kabir
(Rumi)

18 Male
mental
torture

Student
Father- Din
Muhammad

Bospara,
Sonadanga, Khulna

Sumon 16 Male 
mental
torture 

Student 
Father- Mustofa
Shikh

Bospara,
Sonadanga, Khulna

Masum Imam 17 Male 
mental
torture 

Student 
Father- Sahidul
Islam Bascu

Bospara,
Sonadanga, Khulna



Legal action: 

Investigation made by other organisations

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar made an on spot investigation on the news reported on 11 March 2006 headed ‘Three

SSC Examinees were Tortured by RAB in Khulna.’ During the investigation Odhikar talked with

the victims, local government officers, heads of the educational institutions, local journalists,

teachers and the general people of the locality. During the investigation Sumon’s (one of the

victims) mother Kamrunnahar told Odhikar that she had three children- one son and two

daughters. Sumon was the eldest. On 8 March 2006 just before the day of his examination, 6

civilian dressed RAB members knocked on their door around midnight. That time all the family

members except Sumon were preparing to go to bed. Sumon was still reading, lying on the floor.

As soon as his mother opened the door, RAB members gave their identity and entered into the

room. They asked her about Sumon and on approaching him, they told her that they would bring

him to the head quarters for a brief period.

Sumon’s father Mustofa Sheikh, a mechanic at Khulna shipyard told Odhikar that when RAB

members told them that they were takin ghim to the head quarters, he asked them politely what

his offence was. He also informed the RAB members that, his son was going to appear at the SSC

examination the following day. He requested them not to beat his innocent son. The RAB

members assured him that, by no means he would be tortured.  They would ask him general

inquiries and send him back to their house within a short time. Sumon told Odhikar that the RAB

members behaved gently with him. They brought him to the police station by a car. However, he

alleged that one of the RAB members slapped him as he declined to get into the car. In the office,

they did not misbehave with him. Sumon also said that, he was in the office for nearly hapf an

hour. RAB wanted to know whether he had any arms with him and if he did, where they were and

whether there was any clash between his family and others. Sumon added that, some months ago

a conflict was made with a local boy named Abdullah that arose from a cultural programme. That

time Abdullah threatened Sumon. He thought the RAB members came to arrest him on a
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Serial no. Name of the person or organisation Date of investigation

Not made by anyother organitanions except reporters

Name Addresses

Md. Najibur Rahman Pro-Vice Principal, Suhorawardi College.

Moslema Ahmed Head Mistress, Saint Xeviars School.

Abdur Razzak Shopkeeper, Private phone booth



complaint lodged by Abdullah. Sumon stated that he informed that matter to the RAB members.

He added that after a while they accompanied him home.

Moslema Ahmed, Head mistress of Saint Javiars School (where Sumon studies) told Odhikar that

she came to know of the matter when her staff told her it had been published in the papers. She

also added that, as far she knew Sumon was a good and polite boy.

Din Muhammad a homeopathy practitioner and father of another SSC examinee Jahangir Kabir

Rumi (18) of Boshpara Atimkhana, Road no. 102, told Odhikar that his son was going to appear

at the Dhakil examination from the Alia Madrasa of this city. His son was also arrested for

unknown reasons by the RAB members at approximately 1 pm on 8 March 2006 and brought to

the RAB head quarters. He was released the following day. He added that, they did not torture his

son. Alhaj Maolana Mohammad Saleh the Principal of the Alia Madrasa said that, no allegation

was made against the boy and did not understand why RAB would arrest him. 

During the investigation it was found that, after arresting Rumi RAB went to another g house and

arrested Masum Imam son of Sahidul Islam Bascu. Masum Imam would appear at the HSC

examination from the Suhorawardy College of this city this year. Monowara Begum, Masum

Iqbal’s mother told Odhikar that the RAB members brought her innocent boy to their head

quarter. Though they did not torture him physically, they brought on mental torture to all the

family members. Besides, the family were belittled socially. In this connection Principal Majharul

Islam Hannan and Vice Principal Md. Nazibur Rahman of Suhorawardi College told Odhikar that

as far they knew, Masum Imam was a polite and gentle boy. They thought Masum Imam was

arrested on a false complaint. Assistant Professor, department of Political science of Suhorawardi

College, Sheikh Didarul Islam (BTV representative, Khulna zone) said that he talked separately

with each of the three familes mentioned above. All of them claimed they were belittled socially

and were constantly worried about whether their sons would be arrested again. Sumon’s father,

freedom fighter Mustofa Sheikh, told Odhikar that crossfire by RAB was a common incident. So,

though the RAB members assured him they would set him free after a general inquiry, neither he

nor his wife Kamrunnahar got any relief until their son returned home. During the investigation,

private phone booth operator Abdur Razzak and rickshaw puller Mustofa, son Abu Hanif of

village Boshpara told Odhikar that although the mentioned three students were acquitted without

torture, a suspicious atmosphere existed in the locality. During the investigation Second officer

Md. Alimul Huq in the absence of OC Mosarraf Hossain told Odhikar that no allegation or case

was recorded against Sumon, Rumi or Masum in the Sonadanga Police Station. 
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Investigating Subject Death of an accused in police remand in Chittagong

Source Different dailies of March 23, 2006

Date of

occurrence
March 21, 2006

Date of

investigation
March 23, 2006

Investigation No. 07

File No. 07



Victim:

Charged person:

1. SI Sumit Kumar Kundu of Double Muring Police station

2. Five constables of the same police station

Place of occurrence: 

Danialapara, Khulsi, Chittagong

Legal action: 

Investigation made by other organisations:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Amir Hossain’s village house was in the village of North Digoldi of Sadar police station of Bhola

district. He had been living in Danialapara for a long time. On July 07, 1996 he got married to

Ruby Akther daughter of Idris Ali. He lived in the ground floor of his father in law’s house. They

had a son named Emon (4) who was a student of class one of Talimul Madrasa. Amir Hossain was

a butcher. A revolver and 10 lakh taka of a business man were snatched in front of Pahartoli

School on 7th march 2006. In this connection a case was filed in the Khulsi police station where

Amir Hossain was the accused no.2. 
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Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Amir Hossain 37 Male
killed by torture

in police remand
Farmer not known Khulsi, Chittagong

No legal action was taken

serial no. Name of the person or organisation date of investigation

Not made by anyother organisations

Name Addresses

Samsul Huq Danialapara, Khulsi, Chittagong

Khursidha Begum (29) Danialapara, Khulsi, Chittagong

Mithun (18) Danialapara, Khulsi, Chittagong

Sahana Begum (30) Danialapara, Khulsi, Chittagong

Roni Mia (36) Danialapara, Khulsi, Chittagong



According to the confession of no. 1 accused Jahangir, Amir Hossain was arrested and brought to

the Double Mooring police station. He was transferred to the Khulsi police station and the

magistrate granted two days remand.

According to information received, Investigation Officer SI Sumit Kumar Kundu and five police

constables along with Amir Hossain went to Danialapara under Double Mooring police station at

11 am to recover the revolver and two lakh taka. Entering into the house they expelled the family

members from the room. After that, they lifted Amir up to the tiny space above the bathroom to

find the revolver and the money. Meanwhile, a suit ‘accused attempt to commit suicide’ case no.

22, 21/03/06 was filed under Section of the Penal Code in the Double Mooring police station

where investigation Officer SI Sumit Kumar of Khulsi police station was the plaintiff. 

Odhikar communicated with the Investigation Officer SI Mustafiz Bhuiyan of Double Mooring

police station. He said that the evidence of suicide that had been collected from the spot was

handed over to the magistrate. The case was proceeding. 

The eye witness of the incident Samsul Huq said that hearing all the hue and cry he ran down to

ground floor. He observed some police standing in and outside the house. He also heard a shout

‘help me’ from the closed door. When police brought blood-covered Amir to the Chittagong

Medical College, it was 12 am.  Amir died at the hospital. Police sent back the body to the house

the following day. There were marks on it. 

Another two eye witnesses Khurshida Begum (29) and Mithun (18) informed Odhikar that when

Amir was brought out from the room, the room was splattered with blood. No weapon was seen

in the room, but there was a large knife chopper, a vegetables cutter and a broken glass. They

heard the voice of Amir Hossain, when he cried out for help. He could not shout a second time as

police seized his throat. Two police were observed holding his throat when Amir was brought to

the Chittagong Medical College Hospital. After that, when the dead body was kept in the house,

they noticed two marks and a bruise on the left side and right side of his throat respectively. His

left eye was distended and marks of beating were present on his knees. Bruses were also seen on

different parts of his body. No remarkable weapon was present in the house but police staged an

embellished drama that he committed suicide by cutting himself with a broken glass. 

The tenants of the first floor Sahana Begum (30) and Rony Mia (36) of the same building said

that they heard a shout of ‘I am being killed. Help’! No sooner had they observed the situation

police lifted Amir into the car while his throat was seized by police. Police handed over the dead

body the following day. They added that, they noticed bruises on the throat, knee and left hand of

the dead body. 

Deceased’s wife Ruby Akther (28) said that, SI Keshob Chokroborti (01711584426) of Double

Mooring police station, SI Sumith Kumar Kundu of Khulsi police station along with four police

constables arrested her husband from their house at 11 pm. At that time they also arrested one

Munna (28). Munna got free after paying the police two thousand taka. They did not release Amir,

since he could not/refused to pay the two lakh taka wanted by Sumith Kumar Kunde and the

twenty thousand taka wanted by Keshob Chokroborti.

She brought them two thousand taka by selling her sharee and finger ring so that they might not

torture her husband. They refused the money and stopped her from meeting Duty Officer and the

OC. She said that she did not know the reason why her husband was arrested and tortured. She
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added that, on the following day, though the accused was handed over to the Khulsi police station,

Sumit Kumar Kundu told her that he would release her husband if she gave him two lakh taka.

She said that she was a poor woman and could not possibly arrange such a large amount. On the

last Tuesday, when her husband was brought to the house, they told them to leave the room and

closed the door. After that, they told him to find out the revolver and taka. They beat him severely

as such things were not found in their room. The family could only hear the cry ‘I am being killed.

Help’! On the following day she heard that her husband had died in hospital. Saying this, she burst

into tears. She said that she had a child of four years old, how would she live with this innocent

child. She alleged that, Police had murdered her husband as she did not give them two lakh taka.

She desired to see proper action taken against the guilty officers. 

When Odhikar communicated with Keshob Chokroborti he said that he helped to arrest the

accused, he never asked for money.  The Investigation Officer of Khulsi police station Sumith

Kumar told Odhikar that they went to his house and there Amir tried to commit suicide. He added

with grief that the deceased was not tortured to the extent of killing him.

Kazi Nazrul Islam, OC of Khulsi Police station said that Amir Hossain had committed suicide in

a calculated effort to belittle the administration. He added that he not only tried to commit suicide

in the house, but in the hospital he also began to tear his bandaged and his stitches. Odhikar tried

to trace Dr. Sumon to know about the post mortem report but he was not available then.

Nepal, a lab assistant who was assigned to make the incisions in the dead body said that in his

opinion, the wound that was on throat was not created by the accused himself. Beside this, there

were bruises on the knee, left arm, left eye and in the back of the dead body. 

Victim:
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Subject of fact-finding Kansat tragedy, Shibgonj, Chapainawabgong

Source Published in different dailies on April 13, 2006

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Babu 16 Male
Death by police

shooting
not known

Father-

Abdus Sattar

Mominpara,

Chowdala,

Shibgonj

Anwar 11 Male 
Death by police

shooting
Student

Father-

Moinul Islam

Village-Jaigir,

Kansat

Abdur Rahman

Master
52 Male 

Death by police

shooting

School

Teacher
not known

Shibnagar

Primary School

Date of  occurrence April 12,  2006 Fact-finding No. 08

Date of  fact-finding April l3-16, 2006 File No. 08



Charged person: 

Police Administration

Place of occurrence:

Kansat, Shibganj, Chapainawabgonj

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations

Name and addresses of the eye witnesses:

Description of the occurrence

Odhikar made an on the spot investigation on the news reported on 13 April 2006 regarding 6

people who were killed by police in Kansat, Chapainawabganj, Northern Bangladesh. During the

investigation, Odhikar talked with Golam Robbani, leader of the Kansat movement, local people,

families of the deceased and the wounded people. Odhikar also talked with the law enforcing

agencies and the authority of Shibganj Health Complex.

Golam Robbani, the Convener of Polli Biddyut Unnayan Songram Parishad (the Action

Committee for Rural Power Development), told Odhikar that he was once the President of the
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Name Age Sex Type of torture
Occup

ation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Monsur Mohajan 60 Male 
Death by police

shooting

Busines

sman
not known

Shibnagar,

Paikpara

Shahimuddin 62 Male 
Death by police

shooting

Busines

sman
not known

B.N. Bazar,

Chakhdi

Saheen 20 Male 
Death by police

shooting
not known Chakhdi, Kansat

No legal action was taken 

serial no Name of the person or

organisation 

Mahila Parishad

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. A Sattar  (72) Kansat, Shibganj, Chapainawabgonj

2. Md Zinnat Ali Kansat, Shibganj, Chapainawabgonj

3. Fazlur Rahman Former president of Chakkirti, BNP Ward Number 3



Polli Biddyut Samity (association of clients who receive electricity from the Rural Electrification

Board). For this reason, he stated that he knew the ins and outs of the misdeeds of the Association.

He discussed this matter with the people of his locality after leaving the presidentship and made

some demands and claims. Such claims included:

1) Two categorical metre charges would be revoked; 2) the minimum electricity usage charge

would be Tk. 75 including VAT; 3) no fines for side connections to religious programmes; 4)

abolish the malpractice of clamping fees and fining of clients if any transformers or electric wires

are stolen and 5) no fine will be imposed illegally in the name of metre testing and metres will be

tested in the presence of the subscribers.

The people of the locality declared solidarity with the demands. A large gathering was held in the

field of Kansat Solyman Degree College on 31st August 2005 regarding the demands. Following

this meeting, the local law maker, local administration and the officials of the Polli Unnayan

Board still failed to respond to the demands. After that, rallies, processions and a meeting were

organised to establish the people’s demands. These continued until January 4, 2006, when police

started shooting at the peaceful procession in front of the Polli Biddyut Office and killed 2 people.

Police killed 7 more people on January 23, 2006, when they protested about the killings on

January 4, 2006. Nine people were killed and hundreds were wounded by the two successive

incidents. The Government did not take action against the police but 9 people were arrested,

including Golam Robbani. The people of the locality burst into agitation. The people of the

locality burst into agitation. They halted road communications in and through the Upazila of the

North-western bordering district of Chapainawabgonj by putting up barricades on roads and

highways, and brought the foreign trade through Sona Masjid land port to a halt. At that time,

schools, colleges and shops were closed. The Government was compelled to release the 9 people,

including Golam Robbani after six days non-stop agitation and strike.  The Rajshahi city Mayor

and the minister in charge of Chapainawabganj District Mizanur Rahman Minu decided to discuss

the matter on behalf of the Government. Polli Biddyut Unnayan Committee added 9 more

demands to their list. The additional conditions were:

1) Two lacs taka would be paid to the family of each deceased; 2) 10 critically injured would be

paid Tk. 50,000 each; 3) 100 seriously injured would be paid Tk. 25,000 each and wounded

people would be paid Tk. 3,000 each; 4) All the cases filed against PBUSP activists would be

withdrawn; 5) A martyr memorial plaque should be erected in front of the Polli Biddyut Samity;

6) No fines should be imposed for bills due since 8 August, 2005 and arrears should be paid in

nine instalments; 7) January 4 or 23 would be declared as a day of prayers in memorial of the

people who died in connection with this movement; 8) Deadlocks would be withdrawn and law

enforcing agencies would be pulled out and 9) Resignation of the local BNP Member of

Parliament. 

The Rajshahi City Mayor and the Minister in charge of Chapainawabganj District, Mizanur

Rahman Minu, accepted the demands at a meeting in the Upazila auditorium in the absence of the

Polli Biddyut Unnayan Committee and promised to highlight his acceptance before the public

within a week. However, the Mayor later showed no eagerness to accept the demands. Finding no

other alternative, the people engaged in agitation. They arranged an assembly in Bekir Moar in

response to the Mayor’s false promise made on 6 April 2006. As thousands of people were going

towards Bekir Moar in a procession, some activists in favour of the local MP resisted them. As a

result, a clash occurred. By that time, the armed cadres of the ruling party attacked the people.
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Four people were killed and some hundred others were injured. As the Government declared

section 144 of the Criminal Procedure Code, barring the congregation of people, PBUSP enforced

an indefinite hartal in Shibgonj Upazila condemning and protesting the BNP attack on its

procession. On April 12, 2006 the agitated mob went to besiege the Shibgonj Police Station for

the fulfilment of their 14 demands. Police shot at them and 4 agitators were killed. Police tortured

other agitators and treated them inhumanely. People were compelled to leave their houses for fear

of the police. The people had to spend several nights in open fields, in the mango groves and also

in the woods. Some aged people claimed that that was unprecedented and that they had not faced

such critical moment even during the liberation war. Police allegedly entered houses, violated

women and looted possessions. These destructive events continued until the settlement was

reached on April 16, 2006. Golam Robbani had fled by disguising himself and hiding in the

suburbs of the locality. That day, BNP secretary General Abdul Mannan Bhuyian communicated

with Golam Robbani by mobile phone and, at his request they sat down to discuss reaching a

settlement in the Rajshahi circuit house, where a high-powered government negotiation

committee was present. On behalf of Government, the State Minister for Civil Aviation and

Tourism Mirja Fakhrul Islam Alamgir acted as head of the committee, Mayor of Rajshahi City

Corporation, the State Minister for Relief and Disaster Preparedness Asadul Habib Dulu, the State

Minister for Housing Alamgir Kabir and MP of Chapainawabganj Sadar-2 constituency Sayed

Manjur Hossain, along with Divisional Commissioner of Rajshahi Mosleh Uddin, Deputy

Inspector General of Police, Rajshahi Range Dr. Baharul Alam, Deputy Commissioner of

Chapainawabganj Ferdous Alam and Superintendent of Police Chapainawabganj Mahfuzul Islam

were also present. The Government accepted all of the demands except the resignation of the local

MP, Sahajan. Golam Robbani also told Odhikar that an investigation committee had been formed

at the settlement meeting. The committee would comprise the civil surgeon, the district

Magistrate and Robbani himself. The committee would investigate the complaints of the injured

and families of the deceased and submit a report. On the basis of the report the people would be

compensated. 

Golam Robbani finally added that all the demands of PBUSP would be met within one month

otherwise they would take further action and their fight against injustice, corruption and

exploitation would continue.

Fazlur Rahman was the former BNP president of Chakkriti Ward No.3. He said that he resigned

from his post in January as police had tortured innocent people. He added that the local MP

Sahajan himself could solve the problem. He mentioned that the local MP whimsically ordered

the law enforcing agencies to fire at the innocent people.

Babu (24), a van puller from village Laohata, was injured in the incident on January 4, 2006. Babu

told Odhikar that, he was in the procession that day. When the procession came in front of the

Kansat Degree College, police shot at them. A bullet penetrated his femur. He was in the Shibgonj

Thana Health Complex for nearly two months. He received Tk. 5000 from the local MP. No other

organisations or people gave him money. He had to sell his van and his house to cover the cost of

his treatment. He still cannot walk without help.

The fact-finding team went to deceased Anwar’s house. He was killed on April 12, 2006. Odhikar

found that his mourning mother was weeping and clutching the red shirt that Anwar had been

wearing at the time of his death. She was speechless. About three hundred people gathered outside

as they heard a group came from Dhaka. A woman from the neighbouring house said that Anwar
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had gone to see the procession. He was a student of class five in Kansat Madrasa. His mother’s

name is Manowara and father’s name is Mainul Islam. Anwar was the eldest son of three sisters

and one brother. Anwar died in the spot. No political figure visited their house or helped them.

On the way back, Odhikar found Anwar’s father but he was also speechless.

Sahalal (37) son of Abdur Rahman was a van puller, told Odhikar that, he was injured on January

23, 2006 while taking part in the procession. He was shot in the leg in Kansat Bazar. He received

Tk. 5000 from the local MP but got no help from any other sources. Although he can walk, he can

no longer pull his van. 

KBM Golam Kibria, Officer in Charge of Shibgonj Police Station, told Odhikar that he could say

nothing about the incidents that took place on April 5 and 12, 2006. He also stated that they had

no information about the 6 people who were murdered on 12th April 2006. No suit was lodged in

that regard and no one complained to them about the incident. He added that the Police

Superintendent could give Odhikar information but that he had no jurisdiction to do so.

Police Superintendent of Chapinawabganj told Odhikar that he knew nothing about whether post

mortem to the dead bodies had been done or not. Neither did he know whether any case of

unnatural death had been filed.

The Odhikar fact-finding team went to the Shibgonj Thana Health Complex to see whether any

body injured in the incident of April 12, 2006 remained in the hospital. No names of those injured

were found in the register book of Shibgonj Health Complex dated April 12, 2006. Only the

names of 5 injured constables were found.

List of killed persons:

January  4, 2006

1. Abul Kashem Kajol (35)

2. Noyon Kormoker (24)

January 23, 2006

1. Anwar (30)

2. Goribullah (35)

3. Anwarul Islam (27)

4. Anwar Babu (14)

5. Daud Ali (27)

6. Nasir (35)

7. Toriqul Islam (40)

April 6, 2006

1. Akram Dad Khan (45)

2. Mahbub (50)

3. Masidul Huq (34)

4. Abdul Jilani (14)

The above four people died in a clash between Polli Unnayan Songram Parishad and local

BNP activists.

5. Abu Sayeed  (He was injured by police fire and died a few days later in hospital) 

Report 2007

80 8



April 13, 2006

1. Babu (16)

2. Anwar (15)

3. Abdur Rahman Master (52) (He had died receiving cardiac arrest during the clash) 

4. Mansur Mohajon (60)

5. Shahin (20)

6. Sohimuddin (62)

Victim:

Charged person:

1. Deputy Commissioner of Police (Port), Ali Akbar Khan

2. Sergeant Anwar

3. Assistant Commissioner (Supply) Enam

4. Other police personnel involved in the attack 

Place of occurrence:

Bir Sreshtha Shahid Ruhul Amin Stadium, Chittagong
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Subject of Fact-finding Journalists were beaten by police at Chittagong Stadium

Source Various national dailies on April 17, 2006

Date of occurrence April 16, 2006 Fact-finding No. 09

Date of fact-finding April 18-21, 2006 File No. 06

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

1. Mr. Shah Shamsul

Haque Tengku
28 Male

punched,

kicked
Journalist

not

known

Daily Prothom

Alo

2. Mr. Anurup Das

Tito
27 Male

punched,

kicked
Journalist 

not

known
Daily Purbokon

3. Mr. Zahurul  Haque 65 Male
punched,

kicked 
Journalist 

not

known
Daily Ajkal,

4. At least 20 other

journalists
Male

punched,

kicked 
Journalist 

not

known

from different

media



Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar came to know from its network of human rights defenders that some journalists were

tortured in the Stadium at Chittagong on April 16, 2006 and the next day found news reports

regarding this incident in several dailies. Odhikar send a fact-finding team to get detailed

information on the incident.

At least 20 journalists were injured as a result of police brutality at the Bir Sreshtha Shahid Ruhul

Amin Stadium in Chittagong on 16 April, 2006. The police beat on-duty journalists with guns,

sticks, boots and fists. The perpetrators also damaged and confiscated the journalists’ cameras

after photos were taken of the police atrocities. A Deputy Commissioner and traffic police

sergeant of the Chittagong Metropolitan Police (CMP) allegedly initiated the attack. Two

journalists were seriously wounded during the incident.  

Of the injured, Anurup Das Titu of Dainik Purbokon was admitted with a serious head injury to

the Royal Hospital in Chittagong and underwent surgery after a CT scan in the afternoon. His

condition was learned to be critical. Two more journalists, Ruhul Amin Rana of Jai Jai Din and

Rabi Shankar of Ajker Kagoj, were also wounded and were taken to the hospital for treatment.

Trouble started in the morning when the start of play of an international cricket match was

delayed by ten minutes.  This was an unprecedented incident that was caused by a sit-in of on-

duty journalists in the middle of the ground in protest against the merciless beating of fellow

photojournalist Shamsul Haque Tengku of Bengali daily Prothom Alo. 

Mr. Shah Shamsul Haque Tengku, senior photojournalist of daily Prothom Also, told Odhikar

that, at around 9:00am on 16 April, 2006, he and some other photojournalists including Ms.

Farzana Godhuli, Agence France-Presse (AFP) were going to the Bir Sreshtha Shahid Ruhul

Amin Stadium in Chittagong to cover the news of the second test cricket match between

Bangladesh and Australia in a three-wheeled scooter. Traffic police sergeant of the Chittagong

Metropolitan Police (CMP), Mr. Anwar Sattar, stopped them and asked them to get off the

vehicle. The police sergeant reasoned that passengers without car-parking passes were not

allowed to enter the stadium area. They then showed their accreditation cards and Very Important
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A writ petition was filed 

Serial no Name of the person or organisation 

Asian Human Rights Commission

with the help of local organizations

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Mr. Shah Shamsul Haque Tengku Journalist, The Daily Prothom Alo

2. Mr. Anurup Das Tito Journalist, The Daily Purbokon



Person (VIP) car-parking pass to the policeman and requested him to allow them to proceed. The

police sergeant became aggressive towards them and verbally abused them. When they

questioned why he was behaving in this way, sergeant Anwar pulled Mr. Shah Shamsul Haque

Tengku down from the vehicle and proceeded to punch and kick him while the other policemen

joined in. The sergeant also threatened to kill him. When other photojournalists witnessed this

scene, they began to take photos of the police violence. Some journalists rushed to the scene and

tried to save him from the brutality of the police. The sergeant became annoyed with the

journalists and tried to steal their cameras. The journalists decided not to cover the news of the

cricket match, protesting instead against the barbaric action of the police. The leaders of the

journalist community demanded exemplary punishment of the errant police sergeant. 

Mr. Anurup Das Tito, journalist for daily Purbokon, told Odhikar that, when the local cricket

organisers and administrators attempted to arrange a reconciliation between the journalists and

the policeman on condition of an unconditional apology by the perpetrator of this crime, the

Deputy Commissioner (DC) of Chittagong Metropolitan Police (CMP) port zone, Mr. Ali Akbar

Khan, led a group of around 25 policemen and attacked the journalists who were sitting on the

cricket ground. The DC of CMP and his subordinates proceeded to beat the journalists with their

guns, sticks, boots and fists. The police stole and broke the cameras of the journalists. At that time

police started to beat Mr. Anurup Das Tito mercilessly and his head was critically injured. He

added that he was admitted to the Royal Hospital in Chittagong where he underwent an operation

that evening. 

At least 16 journalists and photojournalists were injured due to the atrocities of the police. Sixty-

five-year-old photojournalist of the daily Ajkal, Mr. Zahurul Haque, was severely beaten by the

police with sticks and rifle butts. The police also kicked and punched him while he was lying on

the ground of the stadium.

CMP head quarters denied the action of the police in a press note on April 16, 2006 despite the

scene being recorded and shown by national and international television channels and

broadcasted with live pictures. However, the State Minister for Home Affairs, Mr. Lutfozzaman

Babar, expressed his sorrow over the incident on April 17, 2006. The Minister announced that

police sergeant Anwar Sattar had been temporarily suspended while the DC, Mr. Ali Akbor Khan,

has been withdrawn from his duties.

Meanwhile, the journalist community across the country termed the government’s action an “eye

wash”. The journalists are continuing their protest and avoiding the news on the cricket match.

They are demanding judicial inquiry into the incident and the permanent suspension from service

of those policemen who were involved. However, the incident at the entrance of the stadium in

the morning was only the tip of the iceberg. 

Scenes of pandemonium enveloped the field of play during the lunch break as police, led by DC

(Port) Ali Akbar, set themselves upon journalists who were demanding an unconditional apology

from Sergeant Anwar, the man responsible for beating up Tanku in the morning. The second

police assault started as Akbar suddenly punched veteran photojournalist Jahirul Haque in the

face and kicked him continually. As Jahirul fell to the ground, the police became more furious and

launched a full-scale attack on the reporters and photographers present there. 

The situation became so intense that the journalists ran into the Bangladesh dressing room for

safety where the members of the cricket team provided them with first aid and tried to console
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them in any way possible. Australian captain, Ricky Ponting, also expressed his sympathy while

video-taping the injured journalist in what was, for him, a unique incident. 

Incidently, during the ugly episode, no Bangladesh Cricket Board high officials including the

media committee chairman Riazuddin-al Mamun or general secretary Mahbubul Anam were

present. BCB president Ali Asghar claimed that he only heard about the incident in the afternoon

and gave his assurance that the culprits would be brought to justice. 

Meanwhile, protesting the police attack, the journalists decided at a meeting at the Chittagong

Press Club to boycott coverage of the cricket match on that day (Monday). The boycott will

continue until the perpetrators are punished accordingly.  The journalist community in Chittagong

vowed to continue its boycott until the government gave exemplary punishments to the accused

Deputy Commissioner (port) Ali Akbar Khan and other police personnel involved in the attack on

journalists at Chittagong Divisional Stadium on Sunday

Journalists demonstrated by wearing black ribbons and by holding a joint protest rally at

Chittagong Press Club (CPC) where some fresh demands were announced. 

The demands were: termination of DC (port), Sergeant Anwar, Assistant Commissioner (supply)

Enam and other police personnel involved in the attack, their immediate arrests and trial under

the Cr.P.C. Act, judicial inquiry into the incident, better treatment for critically injured

photographer Anurup Das Titu in Dhaka or abroad and proper compensation for all the victims.

The journalists rejected once again the one member inquiry committee comprising the Deputy

Inspector General of Police and decided to file a case in the court.

Update: A Government committee has recommended Tk.1,436,397 as compensation for 20

journalists who were injured but this amount has still not been distributed. Further, no case has

been filed against the police. 

On July 24, 2006 Odhikar talked with Anurup Das Tito of Daily Purbokone in Hotel Al- Faisal,

Chittagong. He told Odhikar that they were requested to attend a meeting in the Home Ministry

to receive the compensation. He said that he told the assessment committee about his camera

which was damaged during the incident and it was worth Tk. 28000. He also added that he had

lost a gold chain and a Computer memory disc (Pen Drive). Bangladesh Cricket Board (BCB)

bore all the medical expenses when he was in Singapore for treatment. He said that the

Government would take steps against DC (port), Ali Akbar Khan, Sergeant Anwar and Assistant

Commissioner, Enam. 

According to the news papers reports on July 26, 2006 Odhikar came to know that the

government is providing a total of Tk. 6.51 lakh to 12 journalists working in Chittagong and 7 in

Dhaka as per as report prepared by a committee comprising government officials and journalists’

leaders. Earlier Bangladesh Cricket Control Board spent Tk. 5,24,730 for the treatment of Anurup

and Abhijeet.
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Victim:

Charged person:

RAB- 6, Khulna

Place of occurrence

Karigorpara, Doulotpur, Khulna

Legal Action

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:
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Date of occurrence April 30, 2006 Fact-finding No. 10

Date of fact-finding April 6-8, 2006 File No. 10 

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

1. Sheikh Yunus Ali 55 Male
Physical

harrassment

Small

business
Doulotpur, Khulna

2. Merina  Begum 42 Female
Physical

harrassment
Housewife

Sheikh

Yunus Ali
Doulotpur, Khulna

3. Samsunnahar 28 Female
Physical

harrassment
Housewife

Sheikh

Yunus Ali
Doulotpur, Khulna

4. Nurunnahar 16 Female
Physical

harrassment
Student

Sheikh

Yunus Ali
Doulotpur, Khulna

No legal action has been taken

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Manobadhikar Bastobyan Songstha

Date of fact-finding

May 05, 2006

Name Address

1. Hasibul Hasan Local correspondent, The Daily Probaho

2. Sahin Jamal Khan Convener of Khulna Zilla Nagorik Forum
3. Mustofa Rashid Suja General secretary, Khulna zilla Awami League
4. Moshiur Rahman Officer in Charge Doulatpur Police Station

Subject of Fact-finding Political leader tortured by RAB in Khulna

Source Various national dailies on May 03, 2006



Description of the occurrence:

On May 03, 2006, reports were published in the major national newspapers. The reports referred

to ‘A freedom fighter injured due to RAB torture’. Odhikar conducted a fact-finding investigation

into the incident and talked to the victim, freedom fighter Sheikh Yunus Ali Enu, Awami League

leaders of the Khulna district and Khulna city, local reporters, police and eye-witnesses.

During the fact-finding investigation, Sheikh Yunus Ali informed Odhikar that, at nearly 1 a.m.

on April 30, 2006 when he was in deep sleep, somebody was calling the name ‘Babu…Babu’.

Sheikh Yunus told fact-finders that the door of his house was open because there had been a

power cut and it was extremely hot. Hearing the call, he woke up and turned on the light. He then

found four RAB members standing in front of the door. Of the four, two were in civil dress. One

of the men asked him, “Who is Babu and where he is?” In reply, he said that Babu was his son

but he did not know where he was at that time. Hearing this, one of the RAB members slapped

him and he fell.  By this time, Sheikh Yunus’ younger daughter, Nurunnahar, came to help him.

The RAB members also harassed her. He was puzzled seeing the haughty attitude of the RAB

members. He said he was a freedom fighter and an Awami League leader. Hearing this, one of the

RAB members said to him “You have done a lot by fighting for the country. Tell us where your

son is” while putting the pipe of a revolver into his mouth.

Merina Begum, Sheikh Yunus’ wife, told Odhikar that, when the RAB members were beating and

shouting abuse at her husband and harassing her daughter, she begged with folded hands and

requested the men not to beat them. However, they also beat Merina Begum. She showed fact

finders her finger, which had been injured by their beating, to Odhikar. 

Sheikh Yunus’ son in law, Jamal Uddin, told Odhikar that he and his wife, Samsunnahar Luky,

woke up hearing shouts from his in laws, and rushed to the spot. RAB members also started to

beat them, demanding “Where is Babu?”. When they were beating them one by one, two RAB

members presented a divorcee before them named Rashida (40). Rashida said that a bomb was in

her house and that it had been brought there by Babu. Hearing this, one of the RAB members

struck Yunus’ knee with his stick. The knee swell up. Sheikh Yunus asked Rashida why he was

not informed about this matter before. Rashida was speechless. 

During the fact-finding, Odhikar talked with Yunus’ neighbour, Hasibul Hasan, who is a reporter

for a local daily. Hasibul said that Yunus is his maternal uncle. On that night he went to Yunus’

house after hearing cries. The RAB members wanted to know his identity and introduced himself

as a journalist. After a while, the RAB members left the spot with Rashida.

Merina Begum, Sheikh Yunus’ wife, told Odhikar that her son, Md. Russel alias Babu, was the

former Chattra (student) League president of Doulatpur Day-Night College. She alleged that

RAB came to their house with a motive on that day and unjustly beat her husband and other

family members and spoke to them in abusive terms. She added that her husband had been

suffering from heart disease for a long time and that by that time he had suffered two heart attacks.

RAB did not pay heed to this although they had been informed.

Sheikh Yunus also said that, at approximately 12.30 am on the day after the incident, four RAB

members came to his house again and forced him to go with them to the road. On the road he

found a jeep with Captain Robbani in the back seat. Captain Robbani gave him salaam,

apologised for the incident the night before and assured him that he would see to the matter.
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During the fact-finding, Odhikar also talked with Mustofa Rashid Suja, secretary of Khulna

District Awami League. He said that a meeting had been arranged by Doulatpur Awami League,

Khulna District Awami League and Khulna City Awami League in protest at the incident. A press

conference was also held on May 05, 2006 at 11.30 am at the Khulna Press Club. At the press

conference, Harun-ur-Rashid president of Khulna District Awami League, Mustofa Rashid Suja

general secretary, Mijanur Rahman of Khulna City Awami League and the leaders and activists

of Khulna City Corporation were present. They expressed their strong opinions side by side and

demanded punishment of the concerned RAB members. 

Shahin Jamal, the convener of the Khulna Nagorik Forum, told Odhikar that they had collected

the signatures of the presidents and secretaries of Nagorik Forum from 31 wards. Eleven members

of Nagorik Forum sent a memorandum to the office of the Prime Minister and a number of

ministries including the Home Ministry.

Sheikh Yunus also informed Odhikar that the party had decided to file a complaint against RAB-

6 in the court.

Mosiur Rahman, the Officer in Charge of Doulatpur Police Station, told Odhikar that no GD or

case had been filed against Md. Russel (alias Babu) at their police station. 

Abdul Malek, neighbour of Sheikh Yunus, thought that RAB had used the pretext of the complaint

against Babu as an excuse to harass Yunus and allegedly torture him and his family. Malek added

that Sheikh Yunus, the former deputy commander and hero of 1971, was known in society as a

good, honest man.

Victim:

Charged person:

1. Police of Demra police station

2. M.P. Salahuddin (B.N.P)
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Subject of fact-finding A movement by the deprived of Demra

Source Published in different dailies on May 06, 2006

Date of occurrence May 05, 2006 Fact-finding No. 11

Date of fact-finding May 06-08, 2006 File No. 11

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

More than one

hundred people who

were involved in the

movement for

electricity and water

Charged at

with batons,

tear gas and

rubber

bullets

Shonir Akhra,

Demra, Shympur

etc.



Place of occurrence:

Shonir Akhra, Demra, Dhaka

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eye witnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar made a fact-finding trip based on the news regarding the agitation at Demra and

subsequent police action. This incident has also been reported in several dailies on May 6, 2006. 

Odhikar talked with the injured people, the people of the locality and the convener of the Pani o
Biddyut Dabi Aday Songram Committee (the Action Committee for the demand of Water and

Electricity) and the duty officer of the Demra Police Station. During the fact- finding it became

known that the people of Shonir Akhra, Muradnagar, Kutubkhali, Dhoniabazar, Dalpur, Rayer

bazaar, Matuail, Shontek, Gobindopur, Nurpur, Paterbagh of Demra and Shyampur areas were

demonstrating in demand of water and power. When they barricaded Dhaka-Chittagong Highway,

police attacked them. More than one hundred people (including 14/15 police officers) were

injured during this clash.

The convener of the Pani o Biddyut Dabi Aday Songram Committee, Mosleh Uddin Masud Shah

told Odhikar that the movement was not pre-planned. He said that they had rallied for the same

demands last year but, due to lack of proper guidance and political pressure, they did not achieve

their goals. In April of this year, the situation worsened. Load shedding was made 8 to 9 times per

day and power was only available for 7 to 8 hours out of every 24. 

The water and electricity crises in Demra and Shyampur took an acute turn for the worse in the

two weeks from the middle of April. Joint convener of the Action Committee, Sheikh Mohammad

Ali, said that he went to the Fakirapul office of WASA with a group of people to seek relief from

the water crisis. WASA told them that they would provide water supplying vehicles at a cost of

200 taka per vehicle and this offer was accepted. However, the authority then added that they had

to pay 15 lakh taka as security for the equipment. On hearing this, the group returned to Demra. 
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No legal action was taken

Name Address

1. Moslehuddin Masud Shah (Convenor of Action

Committee)

Action Committee for the demand of

Water and Electricity

2. Helal Uddin (Executive administrative officer) United Cab Limited

3. Nurul Huq Chief engineer, Paterbagh water pump

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not Known

Date of fact-finding



Masud Shah informed Odhikar that the announcements were made on loudspeakers from

different mosques in the areas on the morning of 5 May 2006 urging the residents to join the

agitation programme at the Shonir Akhra Bus Station. By 8 am he had arranged a meeting, at

which local influential people were present, to maintain the demonstration in an organised

manner. No one present at the meeting was inclined to take any weapons or sticks and they asked

Mr. Masud Shah to be the convener. He agreed and a convening committee of 7 members was

formed, comprising 1) Mosleh Uddin Masud Shah, convener 2) Sheikh Mohammad Ali, Joint

convener 3) Abu Tyeb 4) Farid Hossain 5) Sayed Humayan Kabir 6) Onirban Paris, and 7) Yasin

Ahmed.

After the convening committee had been formed, the agitated people blockaded the Dhaka-

Chittagong Highway demanding a smooth supply of water and power. Local BNP

parliamentarian, Salahuddin Ahmed, came to the area at 11 am and asked them to leave

immediately.  However, the agitated people wanted specific promises from the law maker

regarding their demands before they would leave. Masud Shah informedthe fact finders that he

asked the Deputy Commissioner of Dhaka Metropolitan Police to discuss matters with MP

Salahuddin, as the MP would not talk to him. As the situation was getting out of control, MP

Salauddin asked the Officer-in-Charge of the local police station, Abdul Gaffer, to open fire on

the demonstrators. The demonstrators were enraged by his behaviour and started pelting brickbats

at the MP and chasing him. MP Salahuddin took shelter inside Anarkali Fast Food and

Confectionary.

Policemen charged with batons and fired teargas shells and rubber pellets to disperse the crowd.

In the mean time, the MP somehow managed to flee the area on a motorcycle. This situation

continued until 2 pm. The law enforcers then left the area. The agitated people took control of the

Dhaka-Chittagong Highway again and damaged more than one hundred vehicles. In the evening,

Masud Shah received phone calls asking him to attend a meeting with the city Mayor, Sadek

Hossain Khoka. The meeting started at approximately 12 am. The 7 members of the convening

committee together with two others, namely Khan Asaduzzaman and Nahid Ali, were present on

behalf of the Action Committee. On behalf of the Government, there were 1) Dhaka City Mayor,

Sadek Hossain Khoka 2) No. 87 Ward Commissioner, Mobarak Hossain 3) No. 88 Ward

Commissioner, Hazi Abdur Rashed Badsah 4) No. 89 Ward Commissioner, Mir Hossain 5) Dhaka

City BNP General Secretary, Abdus Salam, and 6) Nabiullah Nobi.

At the meeting the Committee submitted their nine-point demands:

1) Water problem would be solved as soon as possible

2) The damaged water pumps would be repaired

3) Load shedding would be decreased

4) An underpass would be constructed at the Sanir Akhra main point

5) Illegal establishments on the footpath would be demolished

6) The wounded would be duly compensated

7) No cases would be filed against the committee members or the demonstrators

8) Unconditional apology from MP Salauddin

9) These steps would be taken as soon as possible

All of the conditions were accepted at the meeting apart from the one concerning the

unconditional apology by MP Salauddin. The committee were assured that the conditions would

be fulfilled within 7 days.
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Masud Shah said that within 24 hours they had already noticed some improvements. No load

shedding was made that day and the damaged Paterbagh water pump was working. He also

informed Odhikar that no one had been arrested and no suit had been filed against any committee

members or demonstrators.

Masud Shah said that a press conference was called at the Dhonia Bot tola Moar on the morning

of 6 May 2006. While he was being interviewed by NTV, some local BNP activists approached

and he asked them to join the discussion. However, they refused and dismissed the whole

program. As a result, the committee decided to arrange an assembly in Goal Bari Moar.  Masud

Shah added that, unless the demands of the Action Committee were met within 7 days, there

would be further demonstrations.

Masud Shah also informed Odhikar that he had received a number of death threats through his

mobile phone which he guessed were from followers of MP Salahuddin.

During the demonstration on 5 May 2006, the agitated people attacked United Cab Limited.

Executive Administration Officer, Helal Uddin, informed Odhikar that, without any reason, the

agitated people had smashed their filling station at approximately 3.25 pm and looted food from

United Fast Food. About 8 office staff were injured during the attack and the agitated people

destroyed a CNG filling machine, 2 diesel filling machines and 2 octane filling machines. Glass

windows and doors were also broken down by them. He alleged that they also damaged a coffee

machine, an oven, a refrigerator and other crockery. In answer to a question, Helal Uddin said that

Jakir Hossain, the proprietor of this establishment, by no means engaged in politics directly and

that he sympathised with the deprived people of the locality.

An electrician, Ripon, and a machine operator, Sahidul Islam, of Rana Filling Station told

Odhikar that the agitated people attacked their station at around 3 pm. They smashed the

windscreen of an oil supplying truck. No one was injured.

MP Salahuddin told Odhikar that he made no delay after hearing about the demonstration on 5

May and reached the area at 10 am. At that time, the people were demonstrating for water. He

assured the people that a pump would be set up within a few days. The agitated people then

quietened down and started to leave the area. However, some marked Awami terrorists were

shouting slogans demanding water and electricity and threw brick pelts at him. He took shelter in

a shop but the Jubo League activists destroyed that as well. 

When the Odhikar fact-finding team went to the Demra Police Station, the Officer in Charge,

Abdul Gaffer, was not present. Duty Officer, SI Kohinur, said that no case was filed by or against

the local people and that no one was arrested in connection with the demonstrations. SI Kohinur

claimed that about 14/15 police constables were injured in that incident.

Odhikar talked with a number of people injured during the demonstrations. Manir (24), a van

puller who lives at Rayerbagh Jor Kamba, Shonir Akhra, was critically injured when his ear was

torn into two by a brickbat. Abdus Sattar (30), another van puller, was injured by an

indiscriminate baton charge from the police. Some other people were also injured by baton

charges, including a distributor of Aarong Milk, footpath hawker Md. Sawan (25) and a

housewife named Rawshan Ara Begum (25).

Asad, receptionist of Matuile Children and Mother Care Institute, told Odhikar that they generally

served children and mothers but in emergency situations they also offered primary treatment to

others. He said that no one injured during the last day of the demonstration came to their hospital.
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Chief engineer, Nurul Huq, of Paterbagh water pump told Odhikar that the capacity of the pump

was 34000 litre/minute when it was sunk but that later its capacity decreased to 13000

litre/minute. He remarked that low voltage and load shedding were the causes of this problem. A

new pump was installed on 6 May 2006 and its capacity was 37,000 litre/minute. Although they

had a generator, they could not run it because of the scarcity of diesel. In answer to a question, he

replied that, if they got electricity for 18 hours out of 24, they should able to face the demand of

the locality. He added that, if it was not possible to supply water for 24 hours, the customers

should keep water in their reserve tank. However, Odhikar noted that very few of these people

have reserve tanks.

Victim:

Charged person:

Police of Kotwali Police Station, Sylhet

Place of occurrence:

1 km south of Sylhet Medical College at Sylhet Shunamganj Road

Legal action:

Investigation made by other organizations:
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Subject of fact-finding University student killed by police shooting in Sylhet

Source Published in different national dailies on May 13, 2006

Date of occurrence May 12, 2006 Fact-finding No. 12

Date of fact-finding May 14 -15, 2006 File No. 12

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Mosharraf Hossain

Shamim
22 Male

Death by

shooting
student

Father:

Hekmat

Ali

Vill: Damribidhi,

P.S. Purbo Dhala,

Dist: Kishoreganj

Rajib Kumar

Boishho
- Male

Injured by

bullet
student

not
known

not known

Niloy - Male
Injured by

bullet
student

not
known

not known

Case filed at Kotowali Police Station:  file number 65, dated 16.05.06

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



Concerning documents:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted a fact-finding investigation on the basis of news paper reports on May 13,

2006 regarding clashes between the students of the University and Medical Collage of Sylhet and

a death as a result of police shooting. While fact-finding the incident, Odhikar talked to eye

witnesses, local journalists, police and the hospital authority.

During the fact-finding, Odhikar came to know that there had been a clash between the students

of Jalalabad Ragib Rabeya Medical College (JRRMC) and Shahjalal University of Science and

Technology (SUST) of Sylhet and that 15 persons had been injured during the incident, including

one intern doctor. Five students of SUST sustained bullet wounds during police firing. Three of

these students were initially admitted to MAG Osmani Medical Collage Hospital in Sylhet but

they were sent to Appllo Hospital in Dhaka by helicopter after their condition deteriorated. Later,

they were transferred to the Combined Military Hospital, where Mosharrraf Hossain Shamim, 22

(B.B.A 4/1) succumbed to his wounds.  Hospital sources informed Odhikar that bullet wounded

Rajib Kumar Forestee was still in a critical condition and that bullet wounded Niloy (chemical

engineering student) was improving.

Odhikar’s fact-finders came to know that clashes started when some students of SUST went to

the canteen of JRRMC on the evening of 12 May (Friday) and exchanged heated words with the

interns of JRRMC who asked them not to tease female students of the medical college in the

canteen. At around 8.45 p.m., a group of SUST students attacked JRRMC. They rampaged the

emergency department and college campus. Three intern doctors of JRRMC were injured by their

attack. After being informed, police came to the spot and tried to control the situation but in spite

of the resistance of police, students of SUST barricaded Sylhet Sunamganj Road which is 1 km

south of JRRMC. During this time, police opened fire on the students. Fifteen students were

injured as a result of police shooting, including Mosharraf Hossain Shamim, Rajib Kumar Boisho

and Niloy.  Eye witnesses said that, at one point, ASP Giasuddin ordered his men in a loud voice

to open fire on the SUST students without taking permission from magistrate Tofael Islam, who

was present. 1st class magistrate, Tofael Ahmed, told Odhikar that he did not order police to fire

or hear that anyone had given the order to fire. He said that he was not sure that police shot at

students. Eye witness, Daily Sylheter Duk and Amar Desh staff reporter Tajuddin, informed

Odhikar that he was very near to the police at the time of the incident. He said that ASP Giasuddin

ordered policemen in a loud voice to open fire on the students.

In the meantime, Mosharraf Hossain Shamim succumbed to his injury at Dhaka Combined

Military Hospital on May 14, 2006. When they came to know the news of Mosharraf’s death,

agitated students of SUST laid siege to the vice chancellor’s residence. V.C. Muslehuddin and his

family were confined under lock and key in the 1st floor of his house. Students brokein and set
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Name Addresses

Tajuddin, Staff reporter, Sylheter Duk and Amar Desh not known

Photocopy of First Information Report



fire to his household goods and demanded his resignation. On May 14, 2006 at 1.00 p.m., the vice

chancellor resigned as a result of the students’ actions. On the same day, SUST students attacked

journalists who were on duty and many journalists were hurt, including Shamal from Sylhet,

Salahuddin Bappi and Rama Proshad, university correspondents of Jugantor and photo journalist

of Naya Diganto.

ASP Giasuddin told Odhikar that police did not open fire and that he did not order them to shoot.  

A case was filed regarding this incident at Sylhet Kotowali police station:  Case number 65, dated

16.5.06 under section 326,317, 312/34 of the Penal Code. Informant was S.I Bozlar Rahman.

Accused unknown. Investigation officer was S. I. Waliullah.  A General Diary was also filed

regarding the death of Mosharraf Shamim, at Dhaka Cantonment police station (G.D. number

455, Date: 14.5.06).

Victim:

Charged person:

1. Sreepur Thana Police

2. Additional Superintendent of Police

Place of occurrence:

FS Sweater Factory, 2 No. C, KB Road, Gazipur

Legal action:
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Subject of Fact-finding Garment worker killed in police shooting in Sreepur, Gazipur

Source Various national dailies on May 21, 2006

Date of occurrence May 20, 2006 Fact-finding No. 13

Date of fact-finding May 21 and 22, 2006 File No. 13

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Al Mehedi Shohag 21 Male

Killed in

police

shooting

Garment

worker

Father- Md.

Moinuddin

Noapara,

Chouddosoth,

Kisorgonj

Workers of FS

Sweater Factory

Male/

Female

Injured by

baton

charging

Garment

worker

Police filed a case against 3,000 unknown workers of FS Sweater Factory 



Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar prepared this report on the death of a garment manufacturing factory worker, Al Mehedi

Shohag, in police shooting in Sripur, Gazipur.  It is written on the findings of a fact finding

mission, based on reports published in a number of national daily newspapers on May 21, 2006

and on fact-finding investigations through which Odhikar talked with eye witnesses, local people,

garment factory workers, the school authority, the police and hospital authorities.

During the fact-finding investigation, Odhikar came to know that a small group of workers, who

reportedly felt cheated by the management of FS Sweater Factory, started a demonstration on

May 20, 2006. Odhikar’s fact-finding team estimates that more than 5,000 workers are employed

at the factory. The problem arose with the workers of the knitting section. They told Odhikar that,

although the piece rate per sweater was fixed at 50 to 60 taka, the authority gave them 25 to 30

taka without discussing the matter with them. As a result, they were paid less than they expected. 

The workers in the knitting section received payment on May 10, 2006. Some of them showed

agitation inside the factory the following day, May 11, 2006. They also smashed windows and

equipment. As a result, the authority arranged a meeting to discuss the matter. Some workers,

including Alam, Amirul and Muijibor, joined the meeting on behalf of the knitting section. At the

meeting they submitted their 10-point demands, including (1) no case would be filed against them

and none would be arrested; (2) they would be informed about the piece rate per sweater and

salary would be given accordingly; (3) their tiffin bill, which was currently only 8 taka per head,

would be increased; (4) they would have a holiday on Friday; (5) The production manager would

be discharged; (6) they would be provided overtime payment for overtime duty; (7) machines

would be reserved for three rather than two days; (8) joining time for their duties was exactly 8

am, this would be flexible to 8.10 am; (9) medical facilities would be provided; and (10) as

workers had been paid less than the piece rate per sweater for the previous month (April), their

salary would be balanced according to the correct piece rate.
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serial no Name of the person or organisation

Investigated by others but no name known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

Sohel Worker in Knitting section, FS Sweater Factory

Roman Ali Rickshaw Puller, Maona Moar, Sripur

Md. Mahbubul Alam Officer in Charge, Sreepur Police Station

PSI Zinnah Duty Officer, Sreepur Police Station

Mosrefa Mishu President of Garment Sromik Oikkya Forum

Bashudeb mondol Injured police constable

Hospital authority Sreepur Thana Health Complex and Gazipur Sadar Hospital 



The management assured them that their demands would be settled before May 20. As a result of

the meeting, the management also offered the workers of the knitting section 1000 to 2400 taka

per head on May 18, 2006. The workers were very happy but on May 20, 2006 Aminul and

Mujibor were arrested. The next morning the news spread throughout the factory and all the

workers burst into agitation. The water and electricity supply was cut. 

However, by that time, representatives of BGMEA came to the factory and told them that Aminul

and Mujibor had in fact been arrested in connection with another case. The demonstrators did not

pay heed to their speech and damaged the windows and equipment of the factory. Some of them

were moving to Maona Mor in a procession while police charged with batons. The workers also

pelted brick bats at the police. As the police were few in number, they retreated to the factory gate. 

Rickshaw puller, Roman Ali, who witnessed the whole event, told Odhikar that he had seen a

garment worker standing in front of a drug centre. Suddenly, the police caught him and started

dragging him into the factory and at the same time another policeman shot him from behind. It

appeared that he died on the spot. The eyewitness added that at that time, the Additional

Superintendent of Police was present in the vicinity and that, after the firing had stopped, he said,

“no more firing”.

Odhikar also talked with Mosrefa Mishu, the president of Garment Sromik Oikkya Forum. She

said that they had arranged an assembly for May 19, 2006 and that they also called a strike on

May 25, 2006 in the garment factories of Gazipur. 

On the day of fact-finding, PSI Zinnah was the Duty Officer of Sripur Police Station. He informed

Odhikar that a case was filed against 3,000 unknown workers of FS Sweater Factory where SI

Harunur Rashid was the plaintiff (case no. 13, 20/05/06). In answer to a question, he said that no

magistrate was present at the spot on May 20, 2006 but that the Additional Superintendent of

Police was there. No garment workers died in this incident except Sohag. He added that Md.

Mahabubul Alam, Officer in Charge of Sreepur Police Station, was the investigation Officer of

that case.

Odhikar also talked with Mahabubul Alam, the Officer in Charge of Sreepur Police Station. He

told Odhikar that they arrested Aminul and Mujibor Rahman on May 19, 2006 according to the

case filed on May 11, 2006 by the FS Sweater Factory authority. The garments workers showed

demonstration and smashed windows and equipment in the factory on May 20, 2006. They

barricaded Dhaka-Mymansingh Highway. In this connection, police tried to disperse the workers.

The workers pelted brick bats at the police. He said that they had no alternative but to shoot in

self-defence as there were thousands of garment workers but relatively few policemen. In answer

to a question, he said that they had not had enough time to wait for orders. Some 19/20 police

constables were injured in that incident. He was also injured and showed a bandage on his finger.

Abul Hossain, receptionist of Al Hera Medical Centre of Maowa told Odhikar that no injured

workers were admitted to their hospital. Two injured workers had gone there yesterday but they

were advised to go to Mymansingh Medical Hospital.

Odhikar’s fact-finding party went to the Dhonay Bapari High School on the basis of news

published in some dailies that a school student had died in this incident. As the school was closed,

Odhikar went to the headmaster’s house. He was not in the house then but Odhikar talked with

him on his mobile phone. Jalal Uddin, headmaster of Dhonay Bapari High School, told Odhikar

that he also heard this news but that he had not received any credible information yet. 
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Odhikar also visited a number of villages, including Darogar Chela, Berider Chela, Keowa

Porscim Khondo and Chonna Para, to find out whether any student had died in the incident.

Odhikar also talked with the shopkeepers, villagers, school students, housewives and other people

in those villages. None of them provided any information about the student. 

Odhikar also visited Sripur Thana Health Complex and Gazipur Sadar Hospital. Mysteriously,

Odhikar found no names of wounded garment workers in the registers of these hospitals but did

find the names of some 19 police constables. In this connection, the duty officer said that the

injured workers might have been treated at private clinics or hospitals. He added that the dead

body of Shohag was handed over to his family members after post mortem. By this time an

injured police constable, Bashudev, was taking treatment from Gazipur Sadar Hospital. He told

Odhikar that police fired in self defense.

Victim:

Charged:

Policeman of Lalbagh Police Station

Place of occurrence:

Shahidnagar, Balurpar, near Nur Dairy Farm, Kamrangir Char, Dhaka

Legal action:

Investigation made by other organizations:
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Subject   of fact-finding Young man killed in crossfire while in fetters, Lalbagh, Dhaka

Source Published in different dailies, May 23, 2006

Date of occurrence May 22, 2006 Fact-finding No. 14

Date of fact-finding May 23-25, 2006 File No. 14

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Ismail Hossain 35 Male

Killed in

police

crossfire

Businessman
Father- late

Abdul Aziz

Matbor Bazar,

Kamrangirchaar,

Dhaka

A writ petition was submitted to the court and police filed a case after his death.

serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



Concerning documents:

Name and addresses of the eye witnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Reading the reports published in a number of national daily newspapers on May 23, 2006,

Odhikar carried out a fact finding mission on the matter of a young man, Ismail Hossain, who was

in fetters when he was killed in cross fire.  The fact finders interviewed the victim’s family

members, local people and the police authorities.

During the fact-finding investigation, Ismail’s elder brother, Shah Alam, told Odhikar that Ismail

Hossain was arrested by Srinagar Police of Munshigonj district on April 18, 2006 under anti

narcotics laws. On May 8, 2006, Haji Monir (Chairman of Sultangonj Union Council and

president of Kamrangir Chor thana BNP) and his followers arranged a meeting and, in a

procession, they demanded that Ismail be hung. They also declared in the locality that Ismail

should be hung. Shah Alam informed Odhikar that Haji Monir and his brother had been in

Srinagar Police Station a number of times. Lalbagh Police in the Dhaka Metropolitan area brought

Ismail to their police station on May 9, 2006 and produced him before the court in a case under

the Arms Act.  The court granted a one day remand. That night, Ismail was brutally tortured. The

soles of his feet was severely injured and his back and face had been burnt with cigarettes. 

Police produced Ismail before the court on two more occasions to request an order for further

remand but the court refused and ordered the police to arrange for him to be treated in jail custody

as he looked very ill. After Haji Monir heard what had been said by the court, he declared that

Ismail would be killed in crossfire. On May 21, 2006 the court granted one day remand and

ordered the police to treat Ismail cautiously as he was ill. The deceased’s elder brother, Shah

Alam, told Odhikar that they predicted Ismail might be killed in crossfire. For this reason, they

applied to the Police Commissioner requesting the police to take the necessary steps to prevent

this from happening. The Police Commissioner signed the application and ordered Shah Alam to

take it to Lalbagh Police Station.  However, the Officer in Charge of Lalbagh Police Station

refused to take note of it and insulted him when he produced a copy of the document. On May

21, 2006 Shah Alam and some of his relatives were outside the police station. He said that, at

nearly 3 am, two police cars came out from the police station. Ismail was in the back of one car

and the police officers were in the other one. Ismail was killed in cross fire on that night in

Shahidnagar Dhal near Nur Dairy Farm. Ismail’s family came to know that Ismail’s body was in

the Mitford Hospital Morgue. They went there to get his body but police did not allow them to

see it. A reporter of NTV informed them that Ismail was killed in crossfire while he was in fetters.

The body was handed over to the family at 5 pm. Fetters were still attached to Ismail’s feet at this

time. Ismail’s family showed Odhikar the irons. Samsul Alam, the deceased’s younger brother,
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1.  Photocopy of the report of inquest of deceased

2.  An application to the police superintendent and additional police superintendent

Name Address

1. Nazimuddin,  labourer of rickshaw garage Madbar Bazar, Kamrangir chaar

2. Nur Islam, member of staff at Nur Dairy Farm Shahidnagar Dhal



told Odhikar that he and his family had noticed two bullet marks in the sides of Ismail’s chest and

a bullet mark just below his left ear. Shah Alam also told Odhikar that when they received Ismail’s

body, there were fetters on his legs. They buried him after cutting off the irons.

Shah Alam told Odhikar that Ismail was the fifth among eleven siblings. He was the owner of

three tempos and maintained Kamrangir Chor tempo stand. He never engaged in politics. He said

that, during the last Caretaker Government, he and his family bought about 1 acre of land behind

the local Asrafbadh School. A clash occurred with Haji Monir in connection with the property as

it was located on low lying land which needed to be filled before it could be sold. When they

attempted to fill the land, the followers of Haji Monir obstructed them. To solve the problem, both

parties attended an arbitration meeting in the Kamrangir Chor Police Station. At the meeting, Haji

Monir’s younger brother said that the problem would be solved when Haji Monir returned from

Hajj. However, no solution was sought after Haji Monir’s return. Odhikar discovered that a

number of conflicts between Ismail and Haji Monir had occurred in the past. 

Nazim Uddin (50), owner of a rickshaw garage at Madhbar Bazar, told Odhikar that he had never

known that there were a number of cases filed against Ismail. He added that Ismail always had a

good relationship with the local people. Nur Islam, a worker at Nur Dairy Farm, informed

Odhikar that he heard the sound of a single bullet being fired on the night Ismail was killed.

During the fact-finding investigation, the people from the area around Nur Dairy firm did not

want to say anything about Ismail’s death. Odhikar came to know that the police had visited the

place the day after the incident.

Abdul Matin, Officer in Charge of Lalbagh Police Station, told Odhikar that Ismail was a

dangerous criminal. A number of cases had been filed against him at various police stations,

including at Lalbagh. Ismail was brought to Lalbagh Police Station on one day remand on May

9, 2006. Later, on May 21, 2006, he was brought to the station on two day remand (although the

court granted one day remand). Based on his statement, a police team took Ismail to Shahidnagar

Dhal area to recover arms. As the team reached the area, Ismail’s associates opened fire on the

police which prompted them to retaliate. While trying to escape, Ismail sustained bullet wounds

as he was caught in cross fire, the Officer in Charge claimed. Later, he was taken to Mitford

Medical College Hospital where the doctors pronounced him dead. In answer to a question, the

Officer in Charge said that Ismail was in fetters at that time he was killed and that the rods had

been removed before he left custody. However, the rods were actually removed at Mitford

Medical College Hospital when Ismail’s body was delivered to his family. The Officer in Charge

suggested Odhikar approach the jailor for further information about the fetters. He added that they

recovered a 7.62 bore gun and 4 rounds of bullets with a magazine, 6 rounds of bullets of 22 bore

and 4 shot gun bullets from Shahidnagar Dhal where they took Ismail to recover arms. He added

that a case was filed against 15-20 unnamed terrorists as a result, case no. 21 of 22/05/2006. SI

Ataiar Rahman was the Investigating Officer of this case.

Haji Monir told Odhikar that there was no conflict with Ismail’s family regarding any property.

Ismail had been involved in the drug business and, in 2004, a clash with Ismail arose while he

was running an operation to eradicate drug dealing in the area. One day Ismail and some other

miscreants attacked him. He was hit by about seven bullets and had to spend a long time in

Bangkok receiving treatment for his injuries. A union council member who was with him at the

time died on the spot. In answer to a question, Haji Monir informed Odhikar that the complaint

made against him by Ismail’s family was totally false and baseless and had been made up.
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Metropolitan Magistrate, Rokon-ud-dula, prepared the inquest report on Ismail’s death. He

mentioned in his report that there was a bullet mark in the right side of the chest, a bullet mark in

the middle of the chest, seven bullet marks in the lower part of the back, two bullet marks in the

left side of the back and two more bullet marks in the right side of the back.

Ismail’s lawyer, Abdus Sattar, told Odhikar that Ismail’s name was not in the FIR of the case file

under which Ismail was kept in remand.  Furthermore, he thought that the magistrate had been

compelled to grant one day remand on May 21, 2006 after he received a call from a Ministry. He

added that he had tried to file a writ petition in the High Court but that Ismail was killed before

this could be completed. 

Odhikar came to know that, when the Officer in Charge of Lalbagh Police Station was preparing

to kill Ismail in crossfire, the Sub Inspectors of the station requested him not to do so.  However,

an officer of Lalbagh Police Station told Odhikar that Ismail was killed to keep a high official of

the ruling party happy. 

Odhikar asked a high ranking police official (prison) about whether an accused could be taken

into remand with rods on. He replied that, for security reasons, the police could sometimes do

this.

The High Court issued a rule asking why the killing of Ismail when he was in fetters and unable

to walk was not illegal. The rule ordered the Home Secretary, Inspector General of Police, DIG

of Dhaka Zone, Police Commissioner of Dhaka city and the Officer in Charge of Lalbagh Police

Station to reply.

Victim: 

Charged person:

1. Nure Alam, Officer in Charge of Gaibandha Sadar Police Station

2. Other police constables, Gaibandha Sadar Police Station

Place of occurrence:

Gaibandha Sadar Police Custody, Gaibandha
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Subject of Fact-finding Young man tortured to death in police remand in Gaibandha

Source Various national dailies on May 22, 2006

Date of occurrence May 21, 2006 Fact-finding No. 15

Date of fact-finding May 25-27 , 2006 File No. 15

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Md. Sajidur

Rahamn
25 Male

Died by

strangulation

Medical

Representative

Father- late

Ramzan Ali

D Aid Road, Kalibari,

Gaibandha



Legal action:

Fact-finding  made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar, a human rights organisation, has prepared this report on the death of a young man,

Sajidur Rahman, in police remand in Gaibandha,  on the basis of reports published in a number

of national daily newspapers on May 22, 2006 and on fact-finding investigations through which

Odhikar talked with local people, the police and hospital authorities.

During fact-finding investigations, it became known that police arrested Sajidur Rahman on the

evening on May 18, 2006 from the corner of Markaja Mosjid near Gaibandha Railway Station.

Police recovered a fire-arm with three rounds of bullets from the scene. SI Masud Rana filed a

case (no. 19, 18/05/2006) under section 19(a) of the Arms Act 1878 at the Gaibandha Sadar Police

Station in this regard. The arrestee was the younger son of Md. Abdur Rouf. His address is D Aid

Road, Kalibari, Gaibandha. Police applied for 10 days remand on May 19, 2006 but 7 days

remand was granted by the Court. On May 21, 2006, police found Sajidur’s dead body hanging

from the bars of the window of the custody room from his lungi (traditional Bangladeshi dress for

the lower part of the body). Police handed over the body to his family at noon on May 22, 2006

after post mortem. He was buried that afternoon with heavy police security presence at the

funeral. 

Sajidur passed his HSC examination in 1998 and then enrolled on an honours programme in

philosophy at Dhaka College. During his third year, he got an offer to join Mistic

Pharmaceuticals. Abdur Rouf informed Odhikar that Sajidur accepted the offer and joined the

company as a medical representative in his home district of Gaibandha approximately nine

months ago. 

Sajidur’s mother, Anisa Begum, and other family members alleged that Sajidur was killed by

torture in police remand. In answer to a question, they said that they noticed a black stain across

Sajidur’s throat and red rings covering his body. They suspected that if he had committed suicide

his tongue would have come out and there would be signs of salivation but they did not find either

of these symptoms on his body. They also claimed that a political party was trying to prevent them

from filing a suit against the police but that they are continuing to prepare their case anyway. 
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A case has been filed against Investigation Officer, Abu Yusuf

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Abdur Rouf D Aid Road, Kalibari, Gaibandha 

2. Belal Sarkarpara, Gaibandha

3. Sahidul Islam Kalibari, Gaibandha

4. Nure Alam Officer in Charge, Gaibandha Sadar Police Station



Sajidur’s elder brother, Majid, told Odhikar that he met his brother at 3.30 pm on May 21, 2006

and that he looked quite normal. He added that Sajidur was the only person in custody at

Gaibandha Sadar Police Station at that time.

Belal (20), the proprietor of a local timber shop, and Shahidul Islam (42), a carpenter, told

Odhikar that on the evening of May 18, 2006 a black TVS motorbike stopped in front of Markaj

Masjid near Gaibandha Sadar Railway Station. As soon as the driver got off his motorbike, two

civil dressed men seized him by his arms. Local people and shopkeepers of that area gathered

around and then two pick-up vans from Gainbandha Sadar Police Station arrived. When police

started asking the young man questions, he gave them something wrapped in paper. Police

unwrapped the packet and found a black object, which looked like a pistol, inside and some

bullets. Police then took the man to the police station. Later on, Belal and Shahidul Islam came

to know that the man’s name was Sajidur Rahman, a medical representative of a pharmaceuticals

company who lived in D Aid Road. 

Md. Nure Alam, the Officer in Charge of Gaibandha Sadar Police Station, told Odhikar that

Sajidur Rahman was arrested on the evening of May 18, 2006 for possessing a gun and that Sub

Inspector Abu Yusuf, the investigating officer, made enquiries and questioned him while he was

on remand. On 21 May, 2006, Sajidur hung himself with his lungi and an unnatural death suit was

filed in this regard. SI Fahmida Khatun was the duty officer of Gaibandha Police Station on the

day Sajidur died and Constable Dulal Sarkar was also on duty that day. He added that SI Fahmida

Khatun and Constable Dulal Sarkar were dismissed temporarily for neglecting their duties as the

incident occurred when they were both present in the police station and they were therefore

responsible for the welfare of arrestees. An inquiry committee had been formed with ASP Kaem

Uddin acting as the convener. Kaem Uddin is the Assistant Superintendent of Police (ASP) of

Gaibandha District. Odhikar is not aware of the contents of the report of the inquiry committee

as this has not yet been disclosed to the public.

On that day of fact-finding, ASI Mousumi Sultana was the Duty Officer of Gaibandha Sadar

Police Station. She declined to say anything about the incident as she said that she was not on

duty that day. 

During the fact-finding investigations at Gaibandha Sadar Police Station, Odhikar came to know

that Sajidur Rahman was the only person in his custody room on 21 May, 2006 but there was an

accused in the another room. 

Aminul Islam, the resident medical officer of Gaibandha Sadar Hospital, was the head of a

medical board of 3 members who prepared Sajidur’s post mortem report. The dome (person who

assigned to dissect dead bodies at the hospital) told Odhikar that he found no marks on Sajidur’s

body apart from a black stain on his throat. 

Update:

Abu Yusuf, investigating officer of the case, was arrested in connection with Sajidur’s death and

sent to prison. During the fact-finding, Odhikar talked to a number of local people. They

expressed their grief that Nure Alam had simply been transferred to another police station and that

he had not been dismissed or discharged. They informed Odhikar that no real action had been

taken against Nure Alam, the former Officer in Charge of Gaibandha Sadar Police Station under

whose custody Sajidur was tortured to death. The local people did not consider Nure Alam’s

transfer to be a punishment.
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After the incident, the people of the locality held demonstrations demanding proper action against

the concerned police officers. The authority, finding no other alternative to reduce the tensions,

transferred Nure Alam, and a number of Sub Inspectors of Gaibandha Police Station (including

SI Sajjad, SI Abu Rahyan and SI Masud Rana) to different police stations within the district on

May 27, 2006.  They were later transferred to stations outside the district. A spontaneous hartal
(strike) was observed under the banner of the Nagorik Committee on May 29, 2006, black flags

were hoisted throughout the district on May 31, 2006 and the SP Office was besieged on June 01,

2006. A mass hunger-strike was also observed in the yard of city corporation Sahid Minar
(Martyred monument) on June 03, 2006. 

Victim:

Type of torture:

1.  Death in Sherpur police custody 

2.  Allegation of death by police torture

Charged person:

3.  O.C. Nurul Islam, Sherpur Police Station

4.  S.I. Ataur Rahman, I.O. of the case.

5.  Duty Officers (On duty from June 06- 08, 2006 until 5.45 p.m.)

Place of occurrence:

Sherpur police custody, Bogra District

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:
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Subject of fact-finding Man tortured to death in Sherpur Police Custody, Bogra

Source      Daily Prothom Alo, Daily Bhorer Kagoj and Daily Korotoa, June 10, 2006

Date of occurrence June 08, 2006 Fact-finding No. 16

Date of fact-finding May 25-27 , 2006 File No. 16

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Bacchu Mia 42 male Day Laborer 
Father- late

Ramzan Ali

Village: Kanchanpur, Union

Garidaho, Thana-Sherpur,

District- Bogra

Police filed a case of unnatural death and victim’s brother filed a case of murder

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



Concerning documents:

Name and addresses of the eye witnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar sent a fact-finding team to collect detailed information on the newspaper report
published on June 10, 2006 titled “Death in Sherpur police custody of district Bogra”. During the
fact-finding investigation, Odhikar talked to local people, the police and the hospital authority.

At the time of fact-finding Odhikar came to know that, at midnight on May 31, 2006, there was
a robbery at the house ‘Monowara Mahal’ of Assistant Sub Inspector Harun Ur Rashid at
Kanchanpur village Garidaho Union, Bogra. A.S.I Harun Ur Rashid works at Koyra Police
Station, Khulna. A case was filed at Sherpur Police Station in connection with this incident. Police
arrested the accused, Bacchu Mia (42) whose father was the late Ramzan Ali. He later died in
police custody.

Bacchu Mia’s wife, Fahima Khatun (38), informed Odhikar that, at 9.00 a.m. on the morning of
June 06, 2006 (Tuesday), Anisur and Hannan of Garidaho took her husband for a cup of tea at the
Sherpur Court area. There, police arrested him. At 11.00 a.m., he came to take his clothes. At that
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1.  Photocopy of F.I.R.

2.  Photocopy of inquest report

Name Address

1. Fahima Khatun (Wife of late Bacchu)
Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

2. Faruk Hossain (S/O late Bacchu)
Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

3. Zahidul Islam (father late Darog Ali)
Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

4. Sobhan (father late Motraz Ali

Shonar)

Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

5. Mosammat Shonali (Husband Chaan

Mia)

Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

6. Md. Al Amin (Father Abul)
Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

7. Md. Mokil (Father Soleman)
Village: Kanchanpur, Upazilla Sherpur, Bogra

District

8. S.I. Nibaran Chandra Barman,

Second Officer
Sherpur Police Station, Bogra District

9. S.I. Atar Rahman I.O Sherpur police station, Bogra District

10. Shabuj Chowdhury
Prothom Alo Sherpur Correspondent (Bogra

District)

11. Alok Talukder
Bhorer Kagoj Sherpur Correspondent ( Bogra

District)



time police were with him. Fahima Khatun told investigators that her husband used to steal but
that he had now changed for the better. She confirmed that her husband had been physically fit
when police caught him.

Bacchu’s wife insists that her husband was killed in police custody. Before Bacchu’s death, she

used to go to the police station with food for her husband but she was not allowed to send it to

him or visit him. In addition, she was threatened with arrest and physical torture by police. She

does not believe that her husband could have committed suicide. She did not receive the news of

her husband’s death from the police even though her husband died in police custody. 

Bacchu Mia’s only son informed Odhikar that he discontinued his studies two years ago while he

was a student of class five. On the morning of May 06, 2006, police arrested his father and took

him to the police station. He claimed that police beat his father to death and stated that he wants

justice to be done.

Zahidul said that Bacchu Mia was a truck labourer. In the past, he had been a thief but recently

he had changed and become good.  He said that Bacchu Mia had been killed. On May 06, 2006,

police caught Bacchu Mia but Zahidul said that he did not know whether he was involved in the

robbery or not.

Sobhan informed Odhikar that on Tuesday June 06, 2006 police arrested Bacchu Mia. Bacchu

Mia was quite an absent minded person. He worked as a day labourer.

Mosammat Sonali told Odhikar that, after hearing the news of the robbery from the people of that

house, she went to Monowara Mahal. She also heard that police caught Bacchu Mia on May 06,

2006.

Md. Amin informed investigators that Bacchu led a normal life. On the morning of June 06, 2006,

Hannan and Anisur, members of the local B.N.P branch of Garidaho invited him to take a cup of

tea. Amin said that Bacchu Mia was not involved in the robbery and that he wanted to know why

Bacchu was taken to the police station and tortured. He wanted a proper and impartial

investigation of this incident. He also said that there was no robbery case filed against Bacchu.

Md. Shakil said that Bacchu was called by Hannan and Anisur for tea and that he later returned

with the police to take his clothes.

The fact-finding group met with the Second Officer of Sherpur police station S.I Nibaran Chandra

Barman and asked to meet with the Officer in Charge. The Second Officer went to the O.C’s room

and informed him that fact-finders wanted to meet with him but he gave the excuse that he was

too busy with work and left the police station in a pick up van.  After that, S.I. Nibaran Chandra

Barman asked another S.I. to come to his room.  

S.I. Nibaran Chandra Barman informed Odhikar that, on the night of June 07, 2006, Bacchu Mia,

a suspect in a robbery case, was arrested. The case number at Sherpur police station is 01, date

01.06.06, under section 392 of the Penal Code. The informant is M. Munnaf Ali. Father-Md.

Harunur Rashid, SI Koyra police station Khulna. The informant did not mention anyone’s name

in his case. 

S.I Nibaran Chandra said that, on September 17, 1990, Bacchu was sentenced 5 years

imprisonment in connection with a robbery at Garidaho Agriculture Centre. Bacchu admitted his

involvement in the robbery and gave the names of 11 other people.  For security reasons, he was
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kept in the female custody room. The S.I. declined to give information about who had ordered

him to keep Bacchu in the female custody. He said that, from Bacchu’s confessional statement,

he did not look like an established criminal or seem very clever. 

Using the confessional statement, S.I Nibaran Chandra started an operation to catch the other
accused persons. Bacchu was involved in some other crimes and cases and police were busy
collecting papers and information on these. However, S.I Nibaran could not show those papers.
When asked what the reason was for Bacchu wanting to commit suicide, S.I Nibaran answered
that he had been sentenced to 5 years imprisonment in a robbery case and 2 years ago he was
punished in another case. A few days before, at a village arbitration, he was also fined Taka 2000.
After giving his confession, he might have thought that he would be punished for a long time and
that he might be killed after being released from prison. He said that could be the reason for
Bacchu committing suicide.  A UD case was filed – No.1, dated 08.06.06. S.I. Nibaran said that
Bacchu Mia was not tortured during interrogation.

Investigation officer of this case, S.I Ataur Rahman, interrogated Bacchu on June 08, 2006 from
8.30 to 9.00 a.m. Bacchu admitted that he was involved in the robbery at Monowara Mahal and
gave the names of 11 others who were also involved. After that, a case was filed against Bacchu.
He said that, as per Bacchu’s confession, police moved on to arrest others. Before Bacchu’s death,
the I.O. met with Bacchu only once.  After hearing about Bacchu’s death, he said that he ran
towards the female custody at around 5.45 p.m.  

Duty Officer (S.I) Aporna Bishwas and constable Habibur Rahman were on duty on 8 June. These
two police officers were suspended for negligence of duty.  Fact-finders were therefore unable to
talk to them.

The I.O. of this case, S.I Ataur Rahman, did not get a chance to talk to Bacchu.  After being
arrested, he was under the jurisdiction of O.C. Nurul Islam. Bacchu’s wife did not receive the
news of the death of her husband from police.

The fact-finding group visited the female custody cell with Second Officer S.I. Nibaran Chandra.
There were no electric lights in the female toilet. A strap from a travel bag was seen at the top of
the water pipe and a jute rope was tied on to the hook of the lower portion. Nibaran Chandra said
that Bacchu had committed suicide using this rope. On June 08, 2006 at 5.45 p.m. Duty Officer
Oporna Bishwas saw that Bacchu had hung himself.  After seeing this, she started screaming and
other officers then came and cut the rope and pulled him down. The rope was still in the police
station. Nobody could give any satisfactory answer about why a bag strap and rope were in the
female toilet. Police officers said that, for Bacchu’s security, he was kept in the female custody.
S.I Nibaran Chandra said that Bachhu was the same height as him, 5’6’’. Nibaran Chandra
Barman showed how Bacchu committed suicide with the strap of the travel bag and rope.
However, it seemed to fact-finders that it would not have been possible to commit suicide by
hanging from such a thin type of rope.

The post mortem was carried out at Bogra Mohammad Ali Hospital morgue. The post mortem

report had not been published at the time of the fact-finding investigation. Head of Department

and Professor of Forensic Medicine at Shahid Ziaur Rahman Medical College, Shah Mohammad

Shahjahan Ali, headed the 3 member post mortem board. He said that initially it seemed like

suicide. He said that they were working to deliver the report soon. Professor Shahjahan is also the

vice principal of Shahid Ziaur Rahman Medical College. He is an influential man of B.N.P. and

part of the Bangladesh Medical Association. 
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On June 12, 2006 at 6.30 p.m., fact-finders talked with the dome, Ratan. He said that he is in

government service. He declined to give any information and said that any information could

hamper his profession. He said that if the fact-finders wanted the post mortem report they would

have to pay money for it.

The fact-finding group went to Bogra Jail on June 12, 2006 at 1.30 p.m.  They went to talk to a

person who was in jail in connection with the incident. While Bacchu Mia was in the female

custody room some male persons were in the male custody (source- newspaper and police

station). Of these 3 persons, Abdur Rahim (father Asmatullah, Village- Shonaidighi, P.S. -

Shahjahan pur, Bogra District) was interviewed. Others were not asked because of their

connection with this incident. Second Officer Nibaran Chandra Barman said that Abdul Rahim

was arrested following Bacchu’s confession. Abdur Rahim appeared frightened about talking in

front of the fact-finding group. He said that, on Tuesday (June 06, 2006) at 8.00 a.m, ex-chairman

Taslim called him in front of a grocery shop and he was arrested from there. After his arrest,

police tortured him very badly. O.C. Nurul Islam of Police Station beat him with a stick. He

showed his right hand which was wounded and covered with bandages. On June 09, 2006

(Friday) he was sent to court and then to jail. When Abdur Rahim was asked whether he had heard

any sounds of beating or crying from the female custody cell, he answered that he did not know

about that. He also said that he was threatened with being involved in other cases and was arrested

unlawfully. He did not know about this robbery and was kept in police custody for 4 days.  Other

persons who were held in Bacchu Mia’s case were released. He said that, at night, he saw police

taking Bacchu Mia outside the police station. However, the Second Officer and I.O. of the police

station did not admit this.
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Victim:

Charged persons:

1.  SI Abdul Hakim

2.  ASI Nuruzzaman

3.  Constable Anwar Hossain

4.  Constable Hyder Ali

5.  Constable Mizanur Rahamn

6.  Constable Nurul Islam

Place of occurrence:

Mirerbari, Bangalpara, Rajarhat, Kurigram

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Concerning documents:
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Fact-finding Subject  Day labourer tortured to death by police in Kurigram

Source
Daily Prothom Alo, Daily Jugantor, Daily Korotoa and other
national dailies of June 23, 2006

Date of occurrence June 21, 2006 Fact-finding No. 17

Date of fact-finding June 26- 28, 2006 File No. 17

Name Age Sex
Type of

torture
Occupation

Name of

Gurdian
Address

Kasim Uddin 45 Male

Kicked in

groin and

badly injured

Day labourer

Father- late

Toyssha

Mamud

Village: Mirerbari,

Bangalpara,

Rajarhat, Kurigram

A case has been filed by Rahmotullah, the younger brother of Kasimuddin, against some

policemen including SI Hakim 

Photocopy of F.I.R

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



Name and addresses of the eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar, a human rights organisation, has prepared this report on the death of a day laborer,

Kasimuddin, by police torture in Kurigram.  It is written on the basis of reports published in a

number of national daily newspapers on June 23, 2006 and on fact-finding investigations through

which Odhikar talked with the family members of the deceased, local people, the police, the

hospital and Local Government authorities.

Deceased Kasimuddin has two wives, Monoara (40) and Ketimon (35). He also has a son named

Saminur (20).  Monoara, Kasimuddin’s first wife, became speechless after the death of her

husband. When Odhikar tried to talk to her she could not say anything but tried to express herself

using hand gestures. The neighbours said that she could speak before the accident but that

afterwards she became dumb. Ketimon, Kasimuddin’s second wife, was ill on the day of fact-

finding. She was lying on a gunny bag and was motionless. Family members said that she had

been given saline solution through an intravenous drip. Kasimon (65), the victim’s mother, was

also speechless. She could say nothing to Odhikar.

Abdus Sattar, an eye witness, told Odhikar that people gathered on a bridge near Kasimuddin’s

house on June 21, 2006 to watch the football match between Argentina and Holland.

Rahmotullah, Kasimuddin’s brother, arranged to watch the match. As the match started at 1 am,

some people including Tajul, Kasimuddin’s brother, were playing cards to pass the time, although

they were not playing for money. Some other people had also gathered there to watch their game.
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Name Address

1. Abdus Sattar Village: Mirerbari, Bangalpara, Rajarhat, Kurigram

2. Mujibor Ali (55) Eye witness

3. Fazol (38) Eye witness

4. Monoara (40) Kasimuddin’s first wife

5. Ketimon (35) Kasimuddin’s second wife

6. Nurnobi Eye witness

7. SI Nurul Islam Munir Second Officer, Rajarhat Police Station

8. Alamgir Kabir Rajarhat Correspondent of the daily Kortoa

9. Asaduzzaman Asad Correspondent, national daily Bhorer Kagoj

10. Ahsan Habib Nilu District correspondent of the daily Jugantor

11. Md. Sadequl Huq Nuru Chairman Siny Union Council

12. Santosh Kumar Odhikari Additional District Magistrate

13. Dr. Aftab Uddin Residential medical officer, Kurigram District Sadar Hospital

14. Fazlar Raham ASP Circle-A, Kurigram



By that time, police were going through the bridge to arrest Alam and Abed Ali of the same

village. Seeing the police, the people suddenly tried to run away but the police stopped four

people, including Tajul. The police put handcuffs on them and sat them in their pick-up van while

they went to arrest Alam and Abed Ali who were accused in a specific case. Having arrested them

and on the way to back under a bamboo-clump, Kasimuddin grabbed the legs of SI Hakim to help

his brother get free. SI Hakim kicked Kasim Uddin’s lower body and chest. Kasimuddin fell on

the ground and shouted ‘I am dying’. After a while, he died on the spot. Abdul Sattar said that the

deceased was buried at around 12 am of the following day. He heard that the cost of Chehlam (the

funeral) was paid for by SI Hakim.

Mojibor Ali (55), another eye witness, told Odhikar that, as soon as he heard the shout ‘I am

dying’, he ran to the spot. He found Kasimuddin lying on the ground and his mouth was clenched.

He opened Kasim’s mouth and took him to the deceased’s home. He poured water on his head but

could find no breathing. Police tried to take Kasim’s body but the villagers stopped them. More

than 100 people were present at the spot at that time. They blocked the road and besieged the

police.  

Fazol (38), another eye witness, told Odhikar that SI Hakim took shelter in his house to save

himself from the mob. Then the mob besieged his house and some villagers ripped tin from the

roof. Finding no other alternative, police freed the four arrestees and the two who had been

arrested in a specific case that day.

Md. Nurnobi (28) told Odhikar that they tried to settle the problem by offering the victim’s family

50 thousand taka at an arbitration meeting on June 22, 2006 where ASP (Assistant Police Super),

UNO (Upazila Nirbahi Officer), OC (Officer in Charge), local Chairman and some other

influential people of the village were present.  However, the villagers refused this money and

stated that they would kill SI Hakim themselves. At last, at around 2 pm, the additional District

Magistrate assured the agitated people that SI Hakim would be arrested and would be treated duly.

Then police took the dead body for post mortem. In the evening, the dead body was handed over

to the family following post mortem. He also said that he heard that all the expenses had been

paid by SI Hakim. 

Md. Fazlul Karim (28) told Odhikar that, in the arbitration meeting, the case was settled in

exchange for 1 lakh taka and the ADM (Additional District Magistrate) assured them that SI

Hakim would be punished duly. ADM also declared that SI Hakim would be arrested.

Constable Md. Sahadath Hossain, watcher of DSB (District Special Branch), told Odhikar that he

was performing his duty after the day of the incident according to the order of DIO-1 (District

Intelligence Officer.)

SI Nurul Islam Munir, Second Officer at Rajarhat Police Station, told Odhikar that the Officer in

Charge went to Rajshahi Court to give testimony. SI Nurul Islam said that he was deputised in

place of SI Hakim who was closed. He said that on that night (June 21, 2006) the duty officer was

ASI Khademul Islam, the officers who went to arrest Alam and Abed Ali were SI Abdul Hakim,

ASI Nuruzzaman and five other police constables were present, namely- 1) Anwar Hossain,

2)Hydar Ali, 3) Mijanur Rahman, 4) Abdul Mannan and 5) Nurul Islam. 

A case was filed by Rahmat Ali, younger brother of the deceased, against SI Abdul Hakim (Case

no. 11, 22/06/06, Section- 302 of Penal Code). ASP Circle-A, Kurigram Fazlar Rahman is the

investigation officer of this case. SI Nurul Islam Munir, Second Officer, said that SI Abdul Hakim
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told him that he did not touch Kasimuddin but that he went to Mirerbari to arrest the two accused.

Having arrested them on the way, they found somebody gambling on the bridge. Then SI Abdul

Hakim arrested four people from the spot. At that time he heard a shout and came to know that a

man named Kasimuddin had died from a cardiac arrest. He went there on humanitarian grounds

and poured water on the head of Kasim Uddin. After a while police also wanted to send

Kasimuddin to the hospital but the villagers did not let them to do that. In answer to a question,

SI Nurul Islam Munir, said that they wanted to send Kasimuddin to the hospital as they could not

confirm whether Kasim Udin had died or not. In answer to another question, he said that the

villagers besieged the police as they thought they had tortured Kasimuddin to death. He also

added that, to control the situation, the 6 arrestees were freed but Odhikar found that a GD no.

803 date: 22/06/06 had been lodged at Rajarhat Police Station stating that the arrestees were

snatched away by the villagers. Odhikar wanted to know about the last situation of the case. He

suggested we communicate with ASP Circle-A, Kurigram Fazlar Rahman. On the basis of GD no.

780, SI Abdul Hakim and other police were temporarily suspended and sent to Kurigram Police

Line. In answer to a question he said that SI Hakim was not arrested, as at that time he was on

duty and they had to wait for approval to arrest him from a higher authority. 

SI Ataur Rahman of Rajarhat Police Station denied all of the allegations that were published in

the local dailies, such as taking bribe, filing cases to harass others and illegal activities against SI

Abdul Hakim. As SI Abdul Hakim and other police were sent to the Kurigram Police Line,

Odhikar could not communicate with them. 

Odhikar talked to a number of local journalists in Ashoker Hotel. Alamgir Kabir, Rajarhat

Correspondent of the daily Kortoa, told Odhikar that he went to the spot on June 22, 2006 at

around 5 am. At that time a meeting was going on where ASP Circle-A, Kurigram, UNO,

Chairman of Rajarhat Sadar Union Council, District BNP President, PP (Public Prosecutor) and

some other influential people of the village were present. At the meeting, 50 thousand taka was

offered to settle the matter but the villagers refused. He also said that on June 22, 2006 at around

11pm, he came to know that the incident had been settled for 50 thousand taka and 20 out of the

50 thousand taka had already been deposited with a lecturer of the Islamic History Department at

Rajarhat Women Degree College. 

Asaduzzaman Asad, correspondent of local daily Kurigram Khobor and national daily Bhorer

Kagoj supported Alamgir Kabir. He said that the victim’s family had agreed to settle the incident

in exchange for 50 thousand taka and that no case would be filed as the victim’s wives, Monoara

and Ketimon, promised in their statement before the magistrate that they would say that

Kasimuddin had died of natural cases. In that connection, 3 bags of rice and 10 thousand taka was

given to victim’s family. There are a number of complaints against SI Abdul Hakim, he added. 

Ahsan Habib Nilu, district correspondent of the daily Jugantor, told Odhikar that, when he

reached the spot, he found a meeting going on. District BNP president and PP advocate Idris Ali

asked him whether they had any camera with them. He replied in the negative although he had a

digital camera with him. He passed the camera stealthily to a journalist. He took some snaps of

the meeting including a snap of the testicle of the dead body surrounded by cloth. He commented

that the deceased’s testicles were distended unnaturally. He said that he could confirm that

Kasimuddin died as a result of the kicks inflicted by SI Hakim. He also informed Odhikar that the

victim’s family had not yet received the 50 thousand taka settlement. 
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Abdul Khaleq Faruk, district correspondent of the daily Somokal supported Ahsan Habib Nilu

and said that he also confirmed that Kasimuddin died as a result of kicks by SI Abdul Hakim.

Jahir Uddin Ahmed, Chairman Rajarhat Sadar Union Council (Just beside Sinay Union Council)

told Odhikar that he went to the spot at the request of the Chairman of Siny Union Council on

June 21, 2006 at 2.30 am. He said that he heard Kasimuddin was a day labourer and a simple man.

SI Abdul Hakim was notorious for his bad deeds. Once the local people became enraged and

broke glass at his motorbike and showed agitation through a procession, he added. 

Md. Sadequl Huq Nuru, chairman of Siny Union Council, told Odhikar that, as soon as he heard

the news, he went to the spot and stayed there until the problem had settled down. From the

villagers he came to know that Kasimuddin had died as a result of SI Abdul Hakim’s kicks. He

also said that he did not understand why the accused of an offence under section 302 of the Penal

Code had not yet been arrested. He claimed that he was not present at any arbitration meeting and

that he knew nothing about whether the settlement of 50 thousand taka was made at such a

meeting.

Odhikar’s fact-finding team went to the Kurigram District Sadar Hospital. There they talked with

Dr. Aftab Uddin, the residential medical officer. At first he declined to say anything in this regard.

He said that a board of three members prepared the post mortem report. He was one of them and

the others were 1) Dr. Ajay Roy and 2) Sahidul Islam. He said that it was a top secret matter. In

answer to a question, he said that he could only say Kasim Uddin’s testicles and surrounding areas

were affected with one type of fungus.

Md. Robiul Islam Robi (32), Dome (assigned to dissect dead bodies), told Odhikar that he did not

know why Kasimuddin died and he could say nothing in this regard. He suggested talking with

the doctors who prepared the post mortem report. 

Additional District Magistrate Santosh Kumar Odhikari told Odhikar that he rescued SI Abdul

Hakim and other police constables from the agitated people on June 22, 2006 and sent the dead

body to the Kurigram Sadar Hospital for post mortem. He added that the inquest report was

prepared by Mokbul Hossain, UNO of Rajarhat Upazila. He knew nothing about the post mortem

report as they had not seen it yet. 

Odhikar communicated with the ASP Kurigram (Assistant Superintendent of Police) on July 10,

2006 to get an update on the progress of the case. He declined to give any information via mobile

phone. He requested Odhikar to go to his office. At last he said that, according to the case filed

by victim’s younger brother, SI Abdul Hakim was temporarily suspended and had been sent to the

Kurigram Police line but he had not yet been arrested. Odhikar asked him why not and he put

down the phone.

Odhikar is suspicious about DSB watcher Constable Md. Sahadath Hossain and also about the

role of UNO Mokbul Hossain as he did not disclose the inquest report. Odhikar did not find the

victim’s brothers or his son. It is suspected that they were compelled to hide themselves. Neither

could Odhikar find any of the three people who were playing cards on the day of fact-finding. It

is also mysterious that the expenses of Chehlam (the funeral) were paid for by police. SI Hakim

has not been arrested yet. It is therefore clear that the police authority is trying to shelter SI Abdul

Hakim.

As Rahmat Ali is illiterate, the case he filed was written by a constable named Ismail. On the form

it was written that SI Hakim was the only defendant but in the description it stated that an ASI
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and a number of constables had been at the spot on the day of Kasim Uddin’s death and that the

plaintiff would recognise them if he saw them. The names of these additional police were

deliberately omitted from the case and, other than SI Hakim, none of the police present were

suspended. 

The Police Authority said that, on the day of Kasim Uddin’s death, police arrested four gamblers

on the way back from arresting Alam and Abed Ali.  However, eye witnesses said that police were

on their way to arrest Alam and Abed Ali when they arrested the four people.  They say that they

put handcuffs on them and kept them in the police van while they went to arrest the two accused

under a specific case. Kasimuddin was sleeping that time. He heard the news and came out. Under

a bamboo-clump he found SI Hakim with two arrestees and some other police constables. Then

he grabbed the legs of SI Hakim.

Victim:

Charged person:

1.  SI Mokhlesur Rahman 

2.  Constables Abdul Halim and 

3.  Constable Monnaf 

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:
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Subject of fact-finding  An elderly woman kicked to death by police, Savar

Source Published in The Daily Star, Prothom Alo

Date of occurrence July 02, 2006 Fact-finding No. 18

Date of fact-finding July 03, 04, 2006 File No. 18

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Nayan Banu 75 Female
kicked to death

by police
House wife

Bagni bari, Savar,

Dhaka

No legal action was taken

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



Eyewitness and interviewees:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted a fact finding mission on the basis of news paper reports published in various

dailies on July 3, 2006 regarding an elderly woman who was kicked to death by the police.

During the investigation, Odhikar’s fact-finders talked with the family of deceased, local people,

the UP Chairman, police administration and the hospital authority.

Badsha Mia (39), son of deceased Nayan Banu (75), informed Odhikar that his son Jewel (24)

had a love affair with Tumpa (18) of Mikayel village at Bonogram Union.  They eloped and got

married on June 14, 2006. Tumpa’s father, Montu Mia, and uncle, Faruq, found out about the

marriage on June 16, 2006.  They thought that Tumpa had been abducted and filed a case at Savar

Police Station.  The accused in this case are (1) Md. Jewel, (2) Jamal, (3) Aslam, (4) Shema, (5)

Nurul Haq, (6) Mojammel and (7) Badsha Mia. The investigation officer is SI Mokhlesur Rahman

of Savar Police Station. 

SI Mokhlesur Rahman and three constables went to Badsha Mia’s house in civil dress at 8.30 pm

on July 2, 2006 in connection with this case. Badsh Mia went to hide in the space between the

toilet and the kitchen. He heard the police uttering very abusive and objectionable words to his

mother and, after a while, heard his sister-in-law (wife of his cousin) shouting “Help! Help! The

police have kicked my mother-in-law to death!”  The police then quickly left the house. When

Badsha Mia came out from his hiding place, he found his mother dead. Agitated villagers had

tried to catch the police but could not. Badsha Mia informed Odhikar that SI Mokhlesur Rahman

had tried to arrest his son 2/3 times in the past but that he had not been able to.

Momtaz Begum (45) lives in the same house as Badsha Mia and is his cousin’s wife.  She told

Odhikar that the men of their home went to watch a football tournament on the evening of July

2, 2006. That evening, she and Nayan Banu, her husband’s aunt, were gossiping on the veranda.

At around 8.30 pm, four policemen in civil dress entered their compound without their

permission. They searched for Badsha and Jewel but could not find them.  The police became

very angry and started questioning Nayan Banu about their whereabouts. Nayan Banu said that

she did not know and SI Mokhlesur Rahman started kicking her and hit her head with the butt of

his rifle. Momtaz Begum told Odhikar that she started shouting at the police, saying “How could

you become so cruel to kick a woman of your mother’s age?” The police then started kicking her

as well and she fell to the ground. After a while, Momtaz Begum managed to get up again and

found Nayan Banu taking long breaths and groaning. She started shouting “Help! Help! The

police are killing my aunt!” and the police rushed to leave the area in a black taxi cab.

Shamsunnahar (32), daughter-in-law of the deceased, was also inside the house at the time of the

incident.  After hearing the police shouting abusive words, she came out from the house and found

them hitting Nayan Banu’s head on the wall.  She saw Nayan Banu fall to the ground and the
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Name Address

1. Badsha Mia Son of deceased Nayan Banu

2. Momotaz Begum Badsha Mia’s cousin’s wife

3. ASI Touhid Duty Officer, Savar Police Station



police then started kicking her. Shamsunnahar then started shouting for help and the police fled

in a taxi cab. Shamsunnahar informed Odhikar that there were injuries on Nayan Banu’s stomach,

waist, back and forehead.

Odhikar talked to Rahizuddin and Abul Khayer, neighbours of the deceased. They said that most

of the men from the neighbourhood were out of their homes at the time of the attack as they were

either at the market or watching a football match. Rahizuddin and Abul Khayer said that they

heard about the attack on Nayan Banu and rushed straight to her house where they found she was

dead. They want exemplary punishment of the culprits responsible for this incident.

Chairman Mahmudul Hasan of Baganbari village informed Odhikar that one unknown member

of the victim’s house informed him that police had brutally killed Nayan Banu because they could

not find Badsha Mia or his son Jewel. On hearing this, he rushed straight to the house and found

Nayan Banu lying dead on the veranda. Many people had crowded around the house and adjacent

area by this time. That night the Chairman spoke to the Officer in Charge (OC) of Savar Police

Station and requested him to visit the scene. To start with, the OC refused for fear of the agitated

villagers but Mahumudul Hasan reassured him and later he visited the house.  Thana Nirbahi

Officer (TNO) of Savar Police Station, Salahuddin Nagari, also visited the house that night. The

villagers were very agitated and restless but the TNO got the situation under control and assured

them that Nayan Banu’s death would be investigated and those responsible would face a proper

trial. 

At around 9.00 a.m. the following day, first class magistrate Suraiya Parvin of Dhaka Judge Court

made an autopsy report. The report referred to black spots that had swollen up on the back and

left side of Nayan Banu’s body. At around 11.00 am that morning, the body was sent to Dhaka

Medical College Hospital for post mortem. The Chairman informed Odhikar that he went to Savar

Police Station with Khorshed and Halim Moktar, ward members of Bagni Bari, and some other

reputable people.  The OC would not let them file a case about the incident as he said this could

not be done until the post mortem report was received.  However, he did let them file a general

diary.

Duty Officer (DO) of Savar Police Station, ASI Towhid, informed Odhikar that an unnatural death

(UD) case had been filed in connection with Nayan Banu’s death.  SI Mizan (tel. 01711369676)

took responsibility for this case, which is case number 24 of Savar Police Station. SI Mokhlesur

Rahman and Constables Abdul Halim and Monnaf were suspended in connection with Nayan

Banu’s death. SI Mokhlesur Rahman was arrested and kept in SP Office custody. The DO would

not provide any information about whether a case had been filed against SI Mokhlesur Rahman

and advised Odhikar to talk to the OC. However, Odhikar was unable to contact the OC.

Ramesh, Dome at Dhaka Medical College, informed Odhikar that he could not provide any

information about Nayan Banu’s death without seeing the post mortem report.  He said that the

concerned physician should be contacted in this regard. Tejendro Chandra Das of the forensic

medicine department at Dhaka Medical College informed Odhikar that a three member medical

board had been formed to carry out the post-mortem on Nayan Banu’s body. He said that he could

not provide any information without seeing the post mortem report.
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Victim:

Charged person:

1. Rapid Action Battelion, Jessore

Place of occurrence:

165 Jail Road By-lane, Ghope, Jessore

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Eyewitness and interviwees:

Description of occurrence:

On July 24, 2006, different national dailies published the story of a young man named Kishore
Kumar, who had been arrested by RAB and since then his whereabouts were unknown. On the
basis of the news paper reports Odhikar conducted a fact finding mission and collected
information from his family, neighbours, the local commissioner, administration, local journalists
etc.
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Source Published in different national dailies on 24 July 2006

Date of occurrence 19 July 2006 Fact-finding No. 19

Date of fact-finding 27,28,29,30 July 2006 File No. 19

Name Age Sex Occupation Name of Gurdian Address

Kishore Kumar Das 28 Male Mason
Father: Kalipod Das

Mother: Shushoma Rani Das

165 Jail Road,

By-lane, Jessore

On 27 July High Court Divsion of the Supreme Court issued a suo moto rule to Government

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Maksim Ul Bari Apu By-lane, Ghop, Jessore

2. Sundar Kumar Saha As above

3. Shyamol Kumar Das As above

Subject of fact-finding 
RAB was involved behind the arrest and the alleged disappearance

of Kishore Kumar in Jessore 



During fact finding Kishore Kumar’s mother, Shushoma Rani Das (48) told Odhikar that on 19

July 2006 at around 9.30 a.m. she and all the members of her family were having their dinner. It

was raining. Suddenly she heard somebody opening their main compound gate. She became

curious and came out from the house. Somebody covered her mouth tightly from behind so that

she could not shout and 3-4 miscreants carried her to the back of the house and started beating

her badly with their sticks. By then she was able to scream and her husband, sons and neighbours

rushed to rescue her. After seeing the crowd the miscreants fled. Shushoma told Odhikar that they

were shocked at this untoward incident and went to bed without finishing their dinner. At around

1.30 a.m. at midnight somebody knocked on their door and called loudly for Kishore, the son of

Shusoma Rani Das. Everybody in the house was so shaken about about the bad experience they

had a few hours back, they did not open the door.  People knocking on the door introduced

themselves as RAB men. So they opened the door and saw 4 persons in RAB uniform,

accompanied by 10/12 others standing outside. One RAB member told Kalipod Das, Kishore’s

father, that they (RAB men)  had information that Kishore Kumar possessed firearms and started

searching the whole house. However, they did not find any fire arms inside the house and came

outsied, where one of the RAB officers phoned someone and then ordered his battalion to search

the house again.

Kalipad Das said that after searching the house for the second time, they were unable to recover

any thing illegal from the house. So they brought a shovel and started digging the pile of cow

dung lying in the yard which the family used as fuel. They found 4 containers of jorda (scented

chewing tobacco), with bombs. They kept them in a bowl of water and arrested Kishore for

possession. Kalipod Das told the RAB men about the recent incident involving his wife and said

that somebody was trying to sabotage Kishore and the family. He also said that he had built their

house brick by brick with the income of his son.  The former Ward Commissioner has made

several attempts to grab his land and house over the years. Kalipod told Odhikar that he believed

that this former ward Commissioner was behind the RAB visit and the ultimate arrest of Kishore.

He stated that the Ward Commissioner’s people hid the bombs in his house in an attempt to

sabotage and arrest his innocent son, Kishore.

While police was searching Kishore’s house, his younger brother Dilip Kumar (24) rushed to the

local Ward Commissioner Maksimul Bari Apu (45). Apu told the Odhikar fact finding team that

after hearing the news from Dilip, he went to the house and found four RAB cars in front of

Kishor’s house. The RAB men told him that they had arrested Kishore for keeping bombs. But

Apu clarified the allegation by saying that Kishore was a modest man and had a good reputation

in his village. He was arrested due to a conspiracy, Apu added.

Kishore’s younger brother Prodip informed Odhikar that Kishore’s marriage ceremony had been

fixed on 22 July 06. Sadly, it had to be postponed due to this unfortunate incident. Prodip also

said that Kishore was not involved with any political group. During last mayoral election he

worked for the Awami League supported local Ward Commissioner Apu. Due to this reason

former Ward Commissioner and women’s leader of Jessore city BNP, Ferdousi Kamal, got angry

with Kishore who worked for her rival party. Moreover, she has been wanting to take away five

katha of land belonging to Kishore and his family since 2001.  She lodged a false theft case

against Kishor 2 months ago and Kishore had to spend 16 days in jail.

Shaymol (30), a friend of Kishore’s said that after Kishore’s arrest , his younger brother Prodip

and he went to the RAB office twice. From the RAB office they were told that RAB did not arrest

Kishore. Moreover RAB threatened them with arrest if they came to the office again. 
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During fact finding Odhikar talked to Shundar Kumar Saha, a local newspaper agent. On 23 July

2006 Kotowali police station received four bombs.  He also said that former Ward Commissioner

Ferdousi Kamal’s son in law is an army officer.  Ferdousi Kamal was using the power of her son

in law to torture Kishore in many ways, he commented. 

The officer in charge of Kotowali police station Abu Hena Mustafa Kamal and Investigation

Officer SI Morselin said that official records showed Kishore had been arrested on 23 July 2006

at 2.30 a.m. Moreover, it was mentioned in the case ejehar that after he was arrested by RAB,

Kishore scuffled with the officers and he was taken to the Jessore 250 Bed Hospital. On 24 July

there was a petition to the court for remand. One local journalist, under condition of annonymity

told Odhikar that police took money from Kishore’s family. Police threatened the family that if

they did not pay the money, Kishore would be tortured in remand. His family paid Taka 10,300.

The investigation Officer of this case denied the allegation. He also said that currently Kishore

was in jail.

A suo moto action by the Supreme Court

A suo moto rule was issued by the High Court Division of the Supreme Court on 27 July 2006

calling upon the respondents to show cause as to why they should not be directed to bring one

‘Kishore Kumar’ before the court to satisfy itself that the said person is not being held in custody

without lawful authority and in an unlawful manner.

On hearing the learned Advocates, reading the affidavits in opposition and the application, instant

Rule was issued on the basis of a paper report, that the said person was arrested on 19.07.2006

and his whereabouts was unknown. The Court continued: “On perusal of the affidavits in

opposition it appears that on the basis of secret information the law enforcing agencies arrested

the said person on 23 July 2006 along with huge explosives and on the same day after preparation

of the seizure list he was handed over to local Police Station and a specific case under the

Explosive Substance Act was filed. The next day he was produced before the appropriate court of

law and the case is under investigation as per the Code of Criminal Procedure. On perusal of the

first information report it appears that the accused person was a notorious criminal who was

arrested along with 4 bombs and he has been held in the custody in accordance of law. There was

no violation of any provision of any Article including Article 33 of the constitution or any

provision of the Code of Criminal Procedure by the law enforcing agencies in arresting and

detaining the said person. It is the duty of the law enforcing agencies to protect the life of the

innocent citizens from the hands of the miscreants and the law enforcing agencies are fully

authorised to act in accordance with the provisions laid down in the law of land for that purpose.”

Accordingly, the rule was discharged without any order as to cost.
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Subject of fact-finding An accused of Palli Biddut certificate case died by police torture

Source Various national dailies on August 08 and 09, 2006

Date of occurrence August 06, 2006 Fact-finding No. 20

Date of fact-finding August 09, 10 and 11, 2006 File No. 20



Victim: 

Charged person:

1.  ASI Khalil, Muktagacha Police Station

2.  Other police constables who were with ASI Khalil at that time

Place of occurrence:

Living room and yard of the house of Abdul Majid, Gorbajail, Mymnsingh

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar carried out a fact-finding mission on the basis of reports regarding ‘Abdul Majid an

accused of the Palli Biddut Certificate case died due to police torture’ published in different

national dailies on 8 August 2006. During the fact-finding, Odhikar talked with the family of

deceased, neighbors, local journalists, local government agents, hospital staff and police

administration. 

Abdul Majid was a farmer by trade. He received an irrigation line from the Palli Biddut rural

electrification board after paying Taka 12,000 as security money.  According to his family, Majid
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Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Abdul Majid

Khan
55 Male

Indiscriminate

kicks, smacks

and blows

House wife not known

Gorbajail,

Muktagacha,

Mymensingh

Police refused to take the case

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Samsunnahar Gorbajail, Muktagacha, Mymensingh

2. Nurjahan Parvin Gorbajail, Muktagacha, Mymensingh

3. Nazrul Islam, local reporter Ajker Kagoj Gorbajail, Muktagacha, Mymensingh

4. OC Mahbub Muktagacha, Police Station

5. Mahbubul Alam Chairman, Kheruatali Union



used to pay his electricity bill regularly but was sent an additional false invoice. As he did not pay

this, the rural electricity board filed a certificate case against him. For this reason the police went

to Majid’s house to arrest him.

Shamsunnahar (50), wife of deceased Majid, told Odhikar that, after taking dinner at around 9 pm

on the night of the incident, all of the members of her family went to bed. At around 2 am, the

police came to their house and started knocking on the front door. The police told them that they

had a warrant to arrest Majid in connection with the non-payment of the electric bill.

Shamsunnahar did not let them in because it was the middle of the night and she was scared for

the safety of the family, but the police started kicking the door and banging on it with their rifle

butts.

Shamsunnahar said that her husband Abdul Majid had been sick and requested them to come later

on. However, policemen did not pay heed to the request and threatened to open fire. Policemen

entered the house by breaking open the door. SI Khalil found her husband sick and left. After that

her husband suffered a heart attack and dies. She also mentioned that police dragged her husband

on the floor, but did not kill him.  She also said that she had no complaints against police and she

did not want her husband’s dead body to be lifted from grave.

The elder son of late Majid, Md. Faruk Khan (30) said that his father was physically fit. Faruk

Khan said that he was sleeping on the night of the incident. Suddenly he woke up after hearing a

sound that some body was knocking the door and suddenly the door lock was broken and heard

some altercation from his fathers room and while policemen left the house he found his father

dead.  He also said that he did not want his fathere’s dead body to be lifted from the grave.

The 2nd son of Abdul Majid, named Harun ur Rashid (26) said that he used to work in a school

as a peon.  His father Abdul Majid was a supporter of major opposition party Awami League and

used to join meetings, processions of Awami League. He said that he  did not know that there was

a case filed against his father. His father died on police fear. He demanded the exemplary

punishment of police.

The youngest son of deceased Majid, Md Harez (14) said that one Rafiqul Islam, a neighbour of

Abdul Majid, came to their house after hearing the knocks at the door. He tried to stop the police

and got involved in an altercation. But policemen did not listen to him and he went away. Just

after he had left police broke the door lock and entered into the house. They were so poor and

used to live hand to mouth and it would be really unbearable for them to run the case and they

also could be the victims of police atrocity.  One Abed Ali went to the police station to file a case

against police but police did not accept the case and threatened him. However, Officer in Charge

of police station came to his mother and forgave for this untoward incident.

Late Rashid’s nephew’s wife Nurjahan Begum (40) and Majid’s daughter Parveen informed that

policemen tried to break the door and used abusive words.

Former member of Gar Sajail village of Ward number 6 Nur Mohammad said that almost every

night sub inspector Khalil used to attack various houses as he performed his official duty to arrest

accused persons.  He just wanted bribes and managed to get Taka 200-500 from familes and went

away.  He also said that police did not take the case. 
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The local journalist of the The National Daily Ajker Kagoj Md. Nazrul Islam said Odhikar that

Inspector Khalil used to file false case against general public for to be bribed. While Abdul Majid

had died, he went to Majid’s house and found the door lock  had been broken. He found the boot

prints of police and the face of Majid was abnormal. He heard that police tortured Majid to death.

On that incident night OC went to the remote Garsajail area to control the situation.  OC gave

some money to the victim’s family and also threatened them not to fight against police, saying

that police would not take their case.  Journalist Nazrul Islam also showed a list of Taka 500 to

2600 that he had collected from various arrestees. 

The journalist of Daily Manavzamin Md. Sirajul Islam and Humayun informed Odhikar monitor

that Majid died by police torture. However his family informed them that Majid was physically

unfit. Officer in Charge threatened general public against any kind of meeting, procession

regarding Majid’s death.

According to Majid’s family the Power and Energy State Minister AKM Mosharraf Hosain took

the responsibility of this death. He also told the family of Majid not to ask for the postmortem of

the dead body.

Odhikar monitor wanted to meet with the Officer in charge. The duty officer of Muktagacha

police station Afzal said to the Odhikar monitor that he was taking rest, though office time was

going on at the time. He also said that inspector Khalil was on duty. 

After several efforts, the fact finding team of Odhikar managed to talk to SI Khalil. Khalil said

that it was his duty to arrest the warranted accused. Two months ago from the incident he sent a

notice to Majid’s house. But as he was unable to pay his dues, he went to his house along with

his constables to arrest him on August 6, 2006.

Knowing about the police, Majid’s wife did not open the door. So he threatened the family.

However, Majid’s relative Rafiq opened the door and said that Majid was sick. While he found

him sick he left the spot and went to another village and arrested Karim who was an accused of

another case.

In the morning he heard the news of Majid’s death and on August 8 there was news published in

different dailies that a person was killed by police torture, he added. Khalil denied the entire

allegation regarding torture on Majid. 

Again after several efforts of Odhikar’s fact finding team, the OC said that on 6 August night,

Muktagacha police went to arrest the warrant accused of Palli Biddut Certificate case. They

returned after they found that Majid was sick. Later on they learnt that Majid died. He said that

there is no connection of police with Majid’s death. He also said that as it was a natural death so

no post mortem was done. After saying so he quickly left the spot.

One person, on conditioned annonymity said that while police came to the Majid’s house, the

villagers woke up. They could not reach near to the house as lots of police were deployed there.

They could hear police dragging Majid. While police left the spot they found that Majid had died.

They were sure that police left the place quickly after confirmed Majid’s death.
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Victim:

Charged person:

1.  Bit Officer, Mosaraf Hossain

2.  Abdur Malek Sardar

Place of occurrence:

Sataria, Modhupur Jatiya Uddan

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

On August 22, 2006, a number of national dailies reported a case regarding an ‘Indigenous

woman hurt as forest guards open fire”. On the basis of information available from these reports,
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Source Various national dailies on August 22, 2006 

No legal action was taken by the victim’s family

Date of occurrence August 21, 2006 Fact-finding No. 21

Date of fact-finding August 24, 25 and 26, 2006 File No. 21

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Shishilia Snal 25 Female
Shot by forest

guard
House wife

Husband:

Nironjon

Simsang

Sataria, Gabtali,

Muktagacha

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Emni Sningsung,Victim’s mother in law Sataria, Muktagacha, Mymensingh

2. Martha Chambugong, local womens leader Sataria, Muktagacha, Mymensingh

3. Fozili Dufo Sataria, Muktagacha, Mymensingh

4. Henita Mankin Sataria,Muktagacha, Mymensingh

5. Ajoy A Mriyo Chairman of Joyanshahi Adivasi Unnayan Parishad

Subject of fact-finding A Garo woman was shoot by forest guards in Madhupur



Odhikar’s fact-finding team went to the area and gathered information on the incident. Odhikar

talked with eye witness Fozili Dufo (30), victim Shishilia Snal (25), Shisilia’s mother in law Emni

Sningsung, local womens leader Martha Chambugong and Chairman of Joyanshahi Adivasi

Unnayan Parishad.

Fozili Dufo, an eye witness, told Odhikar that on the morning of August 21, 2006 Shishilia Snal

of village Sataria of Muktagasa, Mymensingh went to the forest north of Rosulpur to collect dead

leaves. She was accompanied by Parvin Gagra (25), Henita Mankin (40) and Jesmin Mankin (25).

After collecting dead leaves, they rested under a tree. At around 8.00 am on the same day, Mosaraf

Hossain, officer of Rosulpur Bit of the Tangail Forest Department and some of his guards chased

them with gun (note that, although this area is situated in Muktagacha in the Mymensingh

District, the forest is controlled from Tangail District). Seeig the guards with guns, the women

tried to flee.  Dufo, an eyewitness, added that Mosaraf Hossain ordered guard Abdul Quayyum to

shoot them. As Shishilia was in the range of the gun, more than 150 splinters of the shot

penetrated her body. She was critically injured and was admitted into Mymensinghh Medical

College Hospital.

Shishilia Snal was admitted and taking treatment from the medical centre of Catholic Mission of

Vatikashor, Mymensinghh when Odhikar went to interview her. She told the fact finders that they

used to go to the forest everyday to collect dead leaves and firewood for cooking fuel. She added

that the forest guard shot her without giving her any warning.

Shishilia Snal’s mother-in-law, Emni Sningsung, told Odhikar that they were very poor and

deprived from gas, electricity and land. To live they need to collect dead leaves or fire wood for

cooking fuel. She mentioned with sorrow that she wondered what sort of country they were living

in.

Local women’s leader, Martha Chambugong, told Odhikar that the Forestry Department was

angry with the indigenous people as they did not allow them to establish an eco park. That is the

reason why they indiscriminately shot Shishilia Snal.

Ajoy A Mriy, Chairman of Joyanshahi Adivasi Unnayan Parishad, told Odhikar that the Forest

Guards liaised with influential people of the locality and trafficked valuable wood from the forest,

and very often shot the Adivasi and put the blame on them. 

Rosulpur Bit officer, Mosaraf Hossain, declined to talk to Odhikar fact finders in his office but he

admitted that the incident of the shooting was true. Shishilia’s father-in-law, Prosonno Das,

lodged a General Diary at Muktagacha Police Station on August 22, 2006 in connection with the

incident.
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Subject of fact-finding 
An accused died by police torture in Sirajdikhan Upazilla of

Munshiganj

Source The Daily Ittefaq, Amader Shomoy, on 8 August, 2006

Date of occurrence 23 August 2006 Fact-finding No. 22

Date of fact-finding 24, 25, 26 August, 2006 File No. 22



Victim: 

Charged person:

1. SI Nurul Islam and three other police of Sirajdikhan police station

Place of occurrence:

The road in front of the house of Rajon Khan, Akhtar and deceased Monir and the room belonging

to Monir of Dokhin Ranga Balia village of Sirajdikhan, Munshiganj 

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Eyewitness:

Description of occurrence:

The report of the death of an accused person due to police torture in Munishaganj, was published

in the Daily Ittefaq and other national dailies on August 24, 2006. On the basis of the report,

Odhikar carried out a fact-finding trip to Sirajdikhan, Munshiganj. Odhikar fact finders talked to

the family of deceased, neighbours, local government agent, the hospital and police

administration.

Monir Khan was an accused person of Sirajdikhan Police Station. His case number is 14, dated

August 22, 2006. His wife divorced him a few months ago. Monir Khan used to accuse Selina,

wife of Awal Mridha, of instigating his ex -wife to divorce him. Around 4 months ago it was

decided in a village arbitration that Monir would no longer disturb Selina on this issue. 

The eyewitness of this incident, Shopna Akhter informed Odhikar that Selina went to take a bath

in a nearby village pond. Monir, who was at the pond, started hitting her. As a result her neck,
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Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Md Monir Khan 35 Male

dragging, punched,

slapped,hit with rifle butt,

head banged into a tree

Farmer

Md Azam-

(elder

brother)

Sirajdikhan,

Munshiganj 

No legal action was taken

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Hasu Begum Vill: Ranga Balia, Sirajdikhan, Munshiganj

2.Azam, brother of deceased Majid, as above

3. Shopna Akhtar as above



chest and hands were wounded. She was immediately taken to the Sirajdikhan health complex.

Selina’s brother filed a case against Monir Khan and two others named Rajon and Akhter. That

night, the police came to the village. She came to know of Monir’s death the next morning. 

Hasu Begum, another eyewitness said that on the night of the incident, she came out of the house

on hearing heavy boot steps and found her brother in law Monir in hand cuffs, being dragged

away by police. Hasu Begum said that Selina and her brother had lodged a case against her

husband Rajon Khan, who was staying in Dhaka that night. Monir wanted to drink water and

Hasu Begum gave him a glass, but policeman did not let him drink water and banged Monir’s

head several times on a tree. Monir fainted and villagers picked him up and let him lie in Hasu

Begum’s house. Police quickly left the place when Monir fainted. After a while Monir died.  The

next morning her husband returned to the village. They went to the police station to file a case,

but the police did not take the case. However Selina’s brother gave taka 60,000 to Monir’s mother

and told her not to file a case against the police, since they were very powerful.

The elder brother of late Monir, Azam Khan told the fact finding team that he had a small business

in Dhaka. He came home after hearing of Monir’s death. There was an allegation made by the

police that before he died, Monir had been drunk, but he denied the allegation and said that Monir

had never been an alcoholic. Monir’s younger brother Motaleb informed Odhikar that he lived in

Icchapur with his wife and worked in a tailors shop. He also said that his brother smoked, but

never drank.

Monir’s nephew Shumon told the fact finder that if police allowed a post mortem , they might be

in trouble. Selina’s brother, who had beaten Monir along with the police, solved the problem by

paying Tk 60,000, he added. No body in the village had the courage to file a case against the

police. Police also threatened villagers not to disclose the real incident, he added.

Odhikar fact finder talked to the plaintiff Selina Begum (34). She said that she did know whether

her brother paid money to Monir’s family or not.

On duty nurse of Sirajdikhan health complex Rani Saha informed the Odhikar fact finding team

that Selina Begum had bled profusely. Her chest, hands, and the left side of her neck were

wounded badly.

Kazi Sabbir Ahmed of the paper Daily Amader Shomoy, Jahangir Khan Babu of Daily Jonota and

Basir Uddin of Daily Ittefaq said that during the incident they, the journalists, were not at the spot.

They collected information from a local source.

Sub Inspector of the Sirajdikhan police station Nurul Akhlak told Odhikar that on 23 August 2006

he went with his force to the village Dokkhin Ranga Balia of Sirajdikhan on the basis of case

number 14 of 22 August 2006 and went to arrest three accused persons, Monir, Rajon and Akhter

.He saw that Monir was lying on the bed dead drunk. He called local people for treating him out

of his stupor and returned to the police station. He said that he heard of Monir’s death the next

morning. So the high officials of police station inspected the incident spot and ordered that

Monir’s body be buried, since there was no evidence of foul play or torture. He complained

against journalists that their reporting regarding the incident were not true. He said that he did not

let Monir wear handcuffs.

The officer in charge of Sirajdikhan police station refused to talk to the fact finder, but later on he

talked via a cell phone. He said that police went to arrest Monir but he was drunk and was lying
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in his room. So police advised villagers about his treatment and came back to the police station.

Next morning they heard that Monir had died. He denied police involvement of Monir’s death.

He said that he also did not know whether family of the plaintiff paid Taka 60,000 to Monir’s

family.

The additional police superintendent of Louhajang, Mahbub Latif said that police did not torture

Monir. He was a drunk and a lunatic. Even the people used to call him lunatic Monir. He insisted

that Monir died after taking excessive alcohol.

Victim: 

Charged person:

1.  BDR, present at the time of incident

2.  Police, present at the time of incident

Place of occurrence:

East side of the Phulbari Jamuna Bridge

Legal action:
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Subject of fact-finding Three people were killed by police shooting in Phulbari

Source Various national dailies on August 27, 2006

Date of occurrence August 28, 2006 Fact-finding No. 23

Date of fact-finding August 27, 28, 29, 30, 2006 File No. 23

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

1. Amin 14 Male
Killed by police

shooting
Carpenter

Father-

Hasan Ali

Jorar Par,

Nawabgonj,

Phulbari

2. Abu Saleh

Md. Toriqul

Islam

21 Male
Killed by police

shooting
Student

Father-

Hamid

Chandpara,

Phulbari,

Dinajpur

3. Salekin 20 Male
Killed by police

shooting

Bakery

worker

Father-

Moklesur

Rahman

Barkona,

Phulbari,

Dinajpur

No legal action was taken by thevictim’s family. Police lodged a GD and handed over the dead

bodies to the family



Fact finding made by other organizations:

Concerning documents:

1.  Photocopy of the 6 points demand

2.  Photocopy of the memorendum of settlement 

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar carried out a fact-finding mission on the basis of reports headed ‘Five people were killed

by BDR shooting in Phulbari, Dinajpur’ published in different national dailies on August 27,

2006. During the fact-finding, Odhikar talked with the family of deceased, neighbours, local

journalists, local government agents, hospital staff and police administration. 

On 26 August 2006, a protest meeting was held around the Asia Energy office in Phulbari,

Dinajpur. Three people were killed and many injured when police and members of the

Bangladesh Rifles (BDR) opened fire on protesters. On 27 August 2006, Odhikar carried out a

fact-finding mission in the area, with the help of local human rights defenders.

Phulbari’s historical past is noteworthy.  It includes participation in the Quit India movement, the

Tebhaga revolution and the war of liberation (of Bangladesh). Phulbari has once again reared up

in protest, resulting in the death of 5 people, the injury of hundreds and the disappearance of a

few others.

In 1994, a foreign company ‘BHP’ prospected for coal in Phulbari. In 1998, for reasons unknown,

BHP sold its interest to a company called Asia Energy.  Asia Energy commenced work in the area

the same year. However, the people of Phulbari came to learn of Asia Energy and their real

activities only in the beginning of 2005. They learnt that the company had found good quality coal

beneath Phulbari and in three neighbouring sub-districts: Birampur, Nawabganj and Parbotipur.

In order to excavate the open pit mines, the people learnt that the company was planning to evict

about 100,000 people from the area.  Furthermore, 94% of the profits would be going to Asia

Energy, while Bangladesh would receive a mere 6%. 
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Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Mohon Chokchoka, Phulbari, Dinajpur

2. Dr. Sadek Ali Doctor, Dinajpur Medical College Hospital

3. Fazlul Huq Officer in Charge (OC) of Phulbari Thana

4. Muklesur Rahman Phulbari Municipality panel Chairman

5. Syed Saiful Islam
The local convenor of the National Committee
for the Protection and Safeguard of Oil, Gas,
Minerals, Energy and Ports



This situation lead to unrest among the people of the area. Their argument was that they would

never leave the historic place that their fathers and forefathers had fought to keep. They

questioned what would happen to the agricultural land, schools, madrassas, temples and mosques.

It is for these reasons that the people of Phulbari refused to comply with Asia Energy’s proposal

and were opposed to their plans to excavate open pit coalmines. 

These issues began the movement. The Phulbari Preservation Committee was formed. Many

environmental organisations lent their support. In order to nationalise the movement, the National

Committee for the Protection of Oil, Gas, Minerals, Energy and Ports joined in. The Committee

visited Phulbari several times and organised many programmes. At one such meeting, it was

decided that the offices of Asia Energy would be surrounded in protest.

On 2 August 2006, the Phulbari Preservation Committee filed a General Dairy at Phulbari Police

Station, stating that they were not a party to the forthcoming action to be held on 26 August 2006.

However, when riots broke out on 26 August 2006, the whole of Phulbari was affected.

Local leaders from Phulbari gave Asia Energy 24 hours to fulfil their demands. As a result, the

Deputy Commissioner of Dinajpur, Tahsinur Rahman met with the local representatives of the

National Committee for the Protection of Oil, Gas, Minerals, Energy and Ports on 27 August

2006, seeking to resolve the matter. There, he proposed the withdrawal of the staff of Asia Energy,

which was not accepted by the Committee. The Committee decided that they were not ready to

hold any talks without the participation of high ranking government officials and the withdrawal

of Asia Energy from Phulbari. At the same time, they extended the general strike and movement

for another three days.

Tahsinur Rahman, the Deputy Commissioner (DC), formed a one person committee headed by

the Additional District Magistrate, Kazi Hassan Ahmed, and ordered him to submit a report within

fifteen days.

It was learnt that, after police fired on protesters on 26 August 2006, Asia Energy became

concerned for the safety of its staff. With the help of the local administration, the staff were taken

away in the middle of the night under police and BDR protection.

Phulbari is still burning. Protest rallies are happening all over the town. Roads entering Phulbari

town have been barricaded with tree trunks, bricks and electric poles. On the third day of the

protests, agitators reached and set fire to the Asia Energy information centre, library and weather

office. The homes and businesses of known local supporters of Asia Energy received the same

treatment.

One eye witness, Mohon, said that he was at the rally on 26 August 2006. At 11 am that day,

people congregated at one point with sticks and other weapons. They were joined by members of

the Santal community. Thus began various protest rallies. At around 2pm that afternoon, at Dhaka

More, national leaders began their programme from the back of a truck. The huge rally then

started moving towards the Asia Energy office.

When the rally reached the Neemtala  More in the township, it was halted by police and members

of the BDR. The rally pushed through but was faced by an even larger contingent of police and

BDR personnel at the east side of the Phulbari Jamuna Bridge. When the rally broke through the

barriers set up by the BDR, members of the police and BDR began throwing tear gas shells and

firing rubber bullets. The rally disbursed and people began throwing brickbats at the police and
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BDR. At one point, they started sporadically firing into the crowd. The eyewitness Mohon also

told Odhikar that BDR personnel injured him severely with the butts of their rifles. Four

protestors who were shot in the gunfire were taken to the Phulbari Sub-district Health Complex.

Of the four, one was pronounced dead on arrival.

Another eyewitness, Shamser-ul Islam, told Odhikar that his left leg had been badly injured in the

clash. He said he had joined the rally out of patriotism. Shahidul of Birampur, said that his

grandfather had settled in the area from Chapai Nababganj many years ago. He understands the

feeling of the people who were going to be evicted by the Company. That is why he joined the

rally.

Dr. Sarwarul Islam was on duty at the Phulbari Sub District Health Complex on the day of the

incident. He said that at around 4 pm that afternoon, people brought in two dead and eight injured

protesters. Of the dead, one was identified as Tariqul Islam. He had been shot in the chest. Of the

eight injured, three were sent to the Medical College hospitals in Dinajpur and Rangpur because

of the severity of their injuries. One of the injured, who had been shot in the head, died before

reaching the Health Complex. 

Sohel Sarkar, an intern, told Odhikar that one of the several protestors admitted to the Health

Complex that day had to be sent to Dhaka for special treatment, as he had been hit in the spinal

cord by a bullet.

Dr. Sadek Ali of Dinajpur Medical College Hospital told Odhikar that, on the day of the incident,

one man was admitted with a bullet wound to the chest. Three had been admitted with bullet

wounds to the leg and, of them, one had to have his leg amputated. Another patient had been

admitted with a bullet wound to the head.

Officer in Charge (OC) of Phulbari Thana, Fazlul Huq, told Odhikar that he had been OC there

for one year and three months. During this time, all movements against Asia Energy had been

successfully controlled under his supervision. The National Committee for the Protection of Oil,

Gas, Minerals, Energy and Ports had announced the programme against Asia Energy almost a

month ago. Foreseeing the disruption to law and order on that day, he voluntarily spoke with the

Committee’s two national leaders, Prof Anu Muhammad and Engineer Sheikh Shahidullah. They

told the OC that this was not a political movement, and that it would be conducted in a peaceful

manner. The OC told Odhikar that the first leg of the programme was supposed to take place at

the Shujapur High School grounds. However, at the request of the OC, it was shifted to the Dhaka

Moore, which was closer to the Thana. 

The OC said that 300 policemen and 4 platoons of BDR personnel were deployed on 26 August

2006. According to him, although BDR had opened fire on the protestors, police had only lobbed

tear gas shells. Three magistrates and the Phulbari Thana Nirbahi Officer, Hassan Sarwar were at

the place of incident as well. The OC further stated that about 25/30 thousand people from

Phulbari, Birampur, Nawabganj and Parbatipur were present at the meeting at Dhaka Moore and

that the police and BDR were grossly outnumbered. He said that when they were surrounded by

the protester’s rally, the police and BDR had no alternative but to open fire. He said that the police

had filed a General Diary relating to the incident even though no one had been arrested and that

the bodies of the 3 people killed had been handed over to their relatives.

Fourteen year old Amin was among the dead. He was the eldest of 3 siblings. His father is a day

labourer. On the day of the incident he left the house to watch the rally. He was hit by a bullet
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near the Phulbari Jamuna Bridge. On 27 August, late at night, 80/90 police came and handed his

body over to his family for burial. His mother told Odhikar that Amin used to say, “I will give my

blood and my life but not a coalmine”.  

Phulbari Municipality panel Chairman, Muklesur Rahman also lost a son that day. Abu Saleh

Mohammad Tariqul Islam was a first year student of Rajshahi New Government Degree College.

He came home to take part in the protest rally. He was hit by a bullet and died near the local tempo

stand.

On 27 August, in the evening, the police came and handed his body over to his family. His father

has spoken to lawyers and is preparing to file a case against the BDR.

Syed Saiful Islam is the local convenor of the National Committee for the Protection and

Safeguard of Oil, Gas, Minerals, Energy and Ports. His younger brother Royal told Odhikar that

his brother had not returned home since the day of the meeting and rally for fear of police

harassment. 

The Odhikar fact-finding team moved around the locality and talked to different people who had

several demands for Asia Energy.  These include scrapping the agreement between Asia Energy

and Bangladesh, stopping the excavation of coal in an open mining system and urging the

government to make Asia Energy leave the country. The people of Phulbari told Odhikar that their

protest movement would continue until the agreement was scrapped and Asia Energy out of

Bangladesh.

At the time of writing this report, new information has been published in the local papers,

including the fact that the government had agreed to the demands made by the National

Committee for the Protection of Oil, Gas, Minerals, Energy and Ports.    

Victim:
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Subject of fact-finding An ASI attempted to rape a girl in Satkhira

Source Published in the Daily Manabzamin on August 31, 2006

Date of occurrence August 28, 2006 Fact-finding No. 24

Date of fact-finding
August 31 and
September 01, 02, 2006

File No. 24

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Dolly 13 Female Attempted rape House-maid Subol Das 
Kalaroa,

Satkhira



Charged person:

ASI Mokbul

Place of occurrence:

House of SI Somerondro (Gordo Police Post, Kalaroa, Satkhira)

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar, conducted a fact-finding mission on the basis of a report published in Manbjamin on

August 31, 2006 headed ‘Attempted rape on a house maid by an ASI’. During the fact-finding,

Odhikar talked with the victim, the mistress of the house and the local police authority. 

During fact-finding, Sobi Rani, wife of Sub Inspector Somorendro, told Odhikar that she and her

husband had been living in Gordoh, Satkhira for a long time. About 6 months ago her husband

was transferred to Satkhira Sadar Police Station from Kalaroa Police Station. At the time of the

fact-finding he was on departmental training in Tangail. She said that Dolly, the victim, was their

housemaid. Her home district was Netrokona. While describing the incident, Sobi Rani said that

she sent Dolly to close the door of their kitchen at about 10 pm on August 28, 2006. As Dolly did

not return, she went looking for her and heard a scream.  Sobi Rani said that she followed the

scream and found Dolly with her dress torn down one side.  She saw ASI Mokbul fleeing from

the spot. 

Sobi Rani told Odhikar that she made a verbal complaint against ASI Mokbul to the Officer in

Charge of Kalaroa Police Station but he took no action against him. She said that she later tried

to lodge a formal complaint against ASI Mokbul at Kalaroa Police Station but that the Officer in

Charge refused to take notice of this. No case was filed against ASI Mokbul in connection with

the attempted rape. No medical test was done of the victim, Dolly. 

Dolly (13) informed Odhikar that, when she went to close the door of the kitchen on the night of

August 28, 2006, ASI Mokbul put his hand over her mouth and took her outside. Her dress was

torn in the scuffle that ensued. Finding no alternative, Dolly shouted for help and her mistress then

went to rescued her from the spot. 
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Police did not take either a verbal or a written complaint

Name Addresses

1. Sobi Rani, Wife of SI Somerondro Kalaroa, Satkhira

2. Officer in Charge, Kalaroa Police Station Kalaroa, Satkhira

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



SI Mofijul Islam told Odhikar that he was not on duty on August 28, 2006 but that he came to

know about the incident some days later.

ASI Mokbul told Odhikar that the allegations against him were totally false and had been

fabricated. He said that he was the victim of a conspiracy but he could not say what it was or why

he had been targeted.

The Officer in Charge of Kalaroa Police Station told Odhikar that he could not provide any

information about the matter. He refused to respond to a question about whether ASI Mokbul

would face any departmental action in connection with the incident.  He suggested that Odhikar

contact the Superintendent of Police as ASI Mokbul was closed to the Superintendent of

Police’s Office in Satkhira. 

Victim: 

Charged person:

1.  SI Shofiqur Rahman, Chokoria Police Station

2.  ASI Nurul Huq, Chokoria Police Station

Place of occurrence:

Police Custody of Chokoria Police Station

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:
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Subject of fact-finding A politial leader died in Chokoria Police Custody

Source Various national dailies on August 31, 2006

Date of occurrence August 30, 2006 Fact-finding No. 25

Date of fact-finding September 03, 04, 05, 2006 File No. 25

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

SM Nurul Alam 55 Male Strangling Business

Father-

Soiedur

RAhman

Puisoliapara,

BM Chor, Cox’s

Bazar

No legal action was taken by thevictim’s family. Police filed an unnatural deah case

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



Concerning documents:

1. Photocopy of the application applied by victim’s brother

2. Photocopy of the recommened application of the officer in charge of Chokoria Police

Station

3. Photocopy of FIR

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted a fact-finding mission on the basis of a report published in Ajker Kagoj on

August 31, 2006 headed ‘an Awami League leader died in Chokoria Police Custody’. During fact-

finding, Odhikar talked to the victim’s wife, the authority of the Local Government, local political

leaders and the police authority.

Odhikar discovered that SM Nurul Alam, Awami League President and former chairman of BM

Chor Union, was arrested by Chokoria police on August 29, 2006. Police took his body to the

Chokoria Health Complex on August 30, 2006. 

When SM Nurul Alam was still the chairman of BM Chor Union in 1999, he and a follower, union

council member Shaidul Islam, handed over one Abdul Hakim and certain arms that were in his

possession to the police. Abdul Hakim was charged as a result and a lower court later made an

order for him to be punished. Abdul Hakim’s family appealed against the decision to the higher

court and a fresh hearing was conducted.  The court gave its verdict some days later and ordered

that Abdul Hakim be released and that Chairman Nurul Alam and Union Council member

Shahidul Islam be arrested. A case was filed against these two men on August 29, 2006 in the

Chokoria Police Station under section 19 (ka) (cha) of the Arms Act. The case no was 22, date

August 29, 2006. 

Naima Muktadir Nuran, wife of Chairman Nurul Alam, told Odhikar that two police officers and

a group of constables went to their house late at night on August 29, 2006. They said that they

had an arrest warrant and arrested Nurul Alam. On August 30, 2006, Naima Muktadir Nuran came

to know that her husband had died. In answer to a question, she said that she did nothing regarding

this as she was thinking of the future of her children. 

The relatives of Shahidul Islam told Odhikar that they were close friends with Nurul Alam and

were very shocked by the news of his death.  They declined to discuss it. 

Salahuddin Ahamed, General Secretary of Awami League in Cox’s Bazaar district, told Odhikar

that Nurul Alam was beaten to death as a result of a move to wipe out activists and leaders of

Chokoria Awami League. He said that Nurul Alam was dead and in handcuffs when police took

him to hospital and that there were marks of torture all over his body. 
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Name Address

1. Naima Muktadir Nuran, Victim’s wife Puisoliapara, BM Chor, Cox’s Bazar

2. Salahuddin Ahamed General Secretary,  Awami League, Cox’s Bazar

3. Ohidur Rahman PPM OC, Chokoria Police Station

4. SI Shofiqur Rahman SI, Chokoria Police Station



SI Shofiqur Rahman told Odhikar that Nurul Alam had a heart attack and that he was unconscious

when they took him to hospital. The duty doctor declared him dead on arrival.

Ohidur Rahman, Officer in Charge of Chokoria Police Station, told Odhikar that Nurul Alam was

not tortured by police. 

SI Shofiqul Islam told investigators that Nurul Alam died before they reached his house and that

they had taken him to the hospital. 

SI Nurul Huq told Odhikar that he knew senior police officials but that no one could do anything.

He declined to comment on the circumstances of Nurul Alam’s death.

Jafar Alam, Nurul Alam’s brother, applied to the authority to request that Nurul Alam be buried

without post mortem. SI Shafiqur Rahman recommended the application but altered it before

forwarding it to the district magistrate.  In his application, Jafar Alam mentioned that his brother

was ‘about to die’ before police reached their house but police amended this to read ‘was dead’

instead.

ASI Kishor, GRO of Chokoria Upazila Magistrate Court, confined all the papers regarding this

case as per the instruction of police. 

Through the course of investigations, Odhikar came to know that police put pressure on Nurul

Alam’s family to make them keep quiet about the incident. They received threats to stop them

from taking any action. Upazila Chattro League arranged a symbolic hunger strike and a protest

meeting in Boroytola on August 31, 2006. At the meeting, leaders demanded judicial inquiry into

Nurul Alam’s death and punishment of the guilty police officers.

An unnatural death case was filed in the Chokoria Police Station on at 2.30am on August 29, 2006

under case no.06.

Odhikar came to know that Nurul Alam’s family were reluctant for an autopsy to be undertaken

as they suspected that he might have died as a result of drinking too much and that the results

would have a bad effect on his children.  Besides, the victim’s brothers were closely related with

Chokoria Police. A number of cases had been filed against them and two brothers were directly

involved with the BNP party.  It was therefore assumed that the victim’s brothers would not take

any action against police.

Report 2007

133

Subject of fact-finding Night guard of Pabna Judge Court was tortured by Police

Source Published in The Daily Ittefaq and Manabzamin on September 02, 2006

Date of occurrence August 31, 2006 Fact-finding No. 26

Date of fact-finding September 07, 08, 09, 2006 File No. 26



Victim:

Charged person:

4.  Constable Enamul including 12 police Constables of Pabna police Line

Place of occurrence:

On the bridge on river Isamoti

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted an on spot fact finding mission on the basis of news paper reports published

in various dailies on August 31, 2006 regarding a worker who was tortured by the police.  During

the fact finding, Odhikar’s fact-finders talked with the eye witness, the victim, police

administration and the hospital authority.

Eye witnesses of the incident, Sadekh and Salam told Odhikar that Harun-Ur-Rashid was a night

guard of Pabna Judge Court. About at 8 pm on August 31, 2006 the three of them were crossing

the bridge on the river Ichamoti by bicycle. A constable in civilian clothes was on a bicycle

coming towards them. Harun-ur-Rashid and that police constable crashed into eachother. As a

result the constable’s bicycle was damaged and the constable also injured. As the constable’s

house was near the spot, his wife, on hearing the ensuing raised voices, came on the scene and

then informed the police line that her husband, Santi Chakma was being beaten severely near

Ichamoti bridge. Harun-Ur-Rashid requested Sadekh and Salam to settle the problem and left the

place as he was late for his duty at the Pabna Judge Court. 

Sadekh and Salam took Shanti Chakma to the nearby doctor, Abdul Mannan. After his primary

treatment they paid his medical expenses and requested him to take tk. 100 towards the damage

done to his bicycle, but he refused that. After a while they came to know through a cell phone call

that Harun-Ur-Rashid was beaten up in the Pabna Judge Court yard by 10/12 police personnel.

They both rushed to the Paban Judge Court and found Harun-Ur-Rashid on the ground, being

kicked indiscriminately 10/12 police. After that they dragged him to their police line. His friends
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Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Harun-Ur-

Rashid
36 Male 

Tortured by

kicks and

beatings

LMSS

Pabna

Judge Court

Nur

Muhammad

Bepari

Kacharipara,

Pabna Sadar,

Pabna

No legal action was taken by the victim, Harun-Ur-Rashid but 12 police constables were closed

in Pabna Police Line

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not Known

Date of fact-finding



informed the District Judge Mofidul Alam of the matter, who instantly informed the District

Commissioner, who in turn, contacted the Superintendent of Police. The SP went to the police line

without delay. At that time the police constables were about to send Harun Ur Rashid to the Pabna

Police Station by police van. Superintendent of Police took Harun-Ur Rashid to the house of the

District Judge. At that time two Assistant Judges of Pabna Sadar and Ishwardi were preset in the

District judge’s house. They had witnessed the beating. After that the Superintendent of Police

admitted him in the Pabna Sadar hospital under his observation. 

Odhikar’s fact-finding team visited Paban Sadar Hospital to observe the latest condition of

Harun-Ur-Rashid. It was found that three police constables had been engaged to guard Harun-Ur-

Rashid him. They forbade Odhikar from talking to Harun-Ur-Rashid and requested the fact

finders not to do anything which could go against police. However, the fact finders persisted and

Harun-Ur-Rashid informed them that he was injured all over. He showed them a number of marks

and bruises in various places on his body.  He said that he did not file suit against the police as

the Superintendent of Police and later the District Judge requested him not to do so. District

Judge, Mofidul Alam assured him that he himself would settle that matter, he added.

Duty Doctor Iftekharul Islam Mahmud informed Odhikar that the patient is out of danger but it

would take time to be cured.

Officer in Charge of Pabna Sadar Police Station told Odhikar that as the matter was being dealt

with by the Superintendent of Police, he would not make any comment.

Superintendent of Police, Abdullahel Bari informed Odhikar that the 12 police constables who

were responsible for beating Harun-Ur-Rashid are closed in Pabna Police Line.

Update:

Harun-Ur-Rashid is now staying in Dhaka for better treatment. He is under the observation of

doctors, due to the severity of his injuries.

Victim:
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Subject of fact-finding Saber Hossain Chowdhury critically injured in police attack

Source The Daily Star, Prothom Alo, Ittefaq on June 07,2006

Date of occurrence September 06, 2006 Fact-finding No. 27

Date of fact-finding September 07, 2006 File No. 27

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation
Name of

Gurdian
Address

Saber

Hossain

Chowdhury

45 Male 
Beaten by

police 

Awami League (AL)leader

Sheikh Hasina’s political

adviser and organizing

secretary of AL



Charged person:

7.  O.C. Nurul Islam, Sherpur Police Station

8.  S.I. Ataur Rahman, I.O. of the case.

9.  Duty Officers (On duty from June 06- 08, 2006 until 5.45 p.m.)

Place of occurrence:

The south corner of Rapa Plaza in Dhanmondi, Dhaka

Legal Action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar made an on-the-spot fact-finding into the police attack on politician Saber Hossain

Chowdhury which left him seriously injured.  This fact-finding was made on the basis of

newspaper reports published in various national dailies on 07 September 2006.  During fact-

finding, Odhikar talked to Saber Hossain Chowdhury, his relatives, Awami League (AL) leaders

and activists, and hospital and police authorities.

In the course of fact-finding, Odhikar came to know that the Awami League-led 14 party alliance

organized a program to lay siege to the Election Commission (EC) Secretariat and other election

offices across the country on 06 September 2006.  Before marching towards the EC Secretariat,

opposition leaders and activists gathered at Russel Square in Dhanmondi where a meeting was

chaired by Mofazzal Hossain Chowdhury Maya. At around 12.25 p.m. the opposition coalition

held a rally and vowed to resist the upcoming election if electoral reforms were not implemented

before the polls. 

To thwart the opposition’s programme, police barricaded Mirpur Road near the Road No.27

intersection in Dhanmondi. While AL leaders and activists tried to break the barricade, police

charged with batons in an attempt to disperse them. During this time, angry demonstrators pelted

brickbats at the police and sporadic clashes erupted. Police mercilessly beat up Saber Chowdhury,

AL leader Sheikh Hasina’s political adviser and organizing secretary of AL. Police continued

attacking him until he fell to the ground at the south corner of Rapa Plaza in Dhanmondi. Saber

Chowdhury’s bodyguards, Humayun and Ariful, tried to rescue him but were also injured.

Although their heads were bleeding, police continued charging on them with batons.  In the mean

time, MP Asaduzaaman Noor came to the spot and rescued Saber Chowdhury. Later that day, AL

leaders and activists took Saber Chowdhury to Bangladesh Medical College Hospital. Saber

Chowdhury’s bodyguards were initially admitted to Bangladesh Medical College Hospital but

were later moved to the Appollo Hospital. 

Saber Chowdhury, who was moved from Bangladesh Medical College Hospital to Appollo

Hospital for further treatment, informed Odhikar that he and a small group of supporters had

stepped aside from the crowd as the clash erupted but that police chased him and beat him
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No legal action was taken

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding



mercilessly. He alleges that the police were fully aware of his identity and had hurt him

intentionally.

Saber Chowdhury’s wife, Rehana, informed Odhikar on 7 September 2006 that her husband had

been bed ridden since the day of the police attack and that he was still unable to eat food, although

he had drunk a cup of soup for lunch that day. He was also unable to urinate on his own. She

informed Odhikar that her husband was going to be taken to Singapore for better treatment.

Odhikar attended a press briefing regarding Saber Chowdhury’s condition at the Appollo Hospital

on 07 September 2006.  At the briefing, the director of the Appollo Hospital, Dr. Proful B Pawar,

discussed Saber Chowdhury’s condition and said that he was being treated by Dr. Anisur Rahman

and Dr. Wahiduzzaman.  He confirmed that doctors had conducted several diagnostic tests on

Saber Chowdhury, including a CT scan of his brain, and that the results had been normal. Doctors

therefore recommended that he take bed rest. In response to questions from journalists, Dr. Pawar

said that it was for Saber Chowdhury’s family to decide whether he should go abroad for better

treatment.

A number of AL leaders and activists present at the Appollo Hospital informed Odhikar that Saber

Chowdhury had been at Russel Square in Dhanmondi when a clash flared up and police suddenly

swooped on him and beat him mercilessly.

On 08 September 2006, national daily Prothom Alo reported that, although Saber Chowdhury’s

condition had improved slightly since he was admitted to the Appollo Hospital, he was still unable

to sit-up in bed or in a wheel chair and that it would therefore be difficult for him to be sent abroad

for better treatment. On 09 September 2006, national newspaper the Daily Star reported that Saber

Chowdhury had been sent to the Gleneagles Hospital in Singapore for better treatment.  

However, on 11 September 2006 Saber Chowdhury vomited and doctors therefore thought he

might have sustained critical head injuries.  They also discovered that he had been suffering from

double vision. On 12 September 2006, national daily Bhorer Kagoj reported that Saber

Chowdhury’s bladder had also been injured in the police attack and that he had therefore been

suffering from a urinary infection. 

On 17 September 2006, a national daily The Daily Star reported that according to family

sources, doctors of Gleneagles Hospital in Singapore diagnosed damage to the third cranial

nerve due to trauma in the head, causing him to have double vision. He left for London on

September 16, 2006 for further neuro-opthalmological tests and appropriate treatment.

Odhikar tried several times to contact DC Kohinoor Mia and the Officer in Charge of Tejgaon

Police Station in Dhaka, who were on duty during the AL-led siege program at the Election

Commission on 06 September 2006. However, at each attempt, Odhikar was informed by the

Duty Officer at Tejgaon Police Station that they were in a meeting and that he did not know when

it would end.
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Victim: 

Charged person:

1.  Shaidar Rahman, OC of Mandha Police Station

2.  SI Toffazal Hossain, Mandha Police Station

3.  SI Shakil Ahamed, Mandha Police Station

Place of occurrence:

Police Custody of Mandha Police Station

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses
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Date of occurrence September 07, 2006 Fact-finding No. 28

Date of fact-finding September 08, 09, 10, 2006 File No. 28

Sagor’s nepew filed a case but police did not record that case in the registar. Police filed an

unnatural death case

serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Md. Mohsin Reza Chairman Mandha Sadar Union, Naogaon

2. Solayman Kaligram, Mandha, Nawgaon

3. Shahidur Rahman OC, Mandha Police Station

4. Marjina Alam Shah Deceased’s mother

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address

Monoarul

Islam Sagor
28 Male Police torture

Father- Late Azizul

Alam Shah

Kaligram,

Mandha,

Nawgaon

Subject of fact-finding A young man died in Mandha police custody, Naogaon

Source News bulletine of Channel I and ATN Bangla, September 08, 2006



Description of the occurrence:

On 8 September 2006, the electronic media ATN Bangla and Channel I broadcasted the news that

a young man named Monirul Alam Sagor died in Mandha police station of Naogaon. On the basis

of the news Odhikar made an on spot fact finding visit. During fact finding, the Odhikar fact

finder talked with the family of the deceased, villagers, local agents, police station, doctor of

forensic medicine and dome(morgue attendant) .

The Odhikar fact finder talked to the mother of deceased, Marjina Alam Shah. She said that on 6

September 2006 at around 3 am in the morning, Officer in Charge of Mandha police station,

Shahidur Rahman, SI Tofazzol Hossain along with other police came to her house for her son,

Sagor. She told them that Sagor had gone to his in laws house. So police left the place. Next

morning she came to know that Sagor had been arrested from his in laws house.  They tried to

find the whereabouts of Sagor but could not get any information. On the morning of 8 September

she came to know that her son Sagor was dead. She said that her son was physically fit and

claimed that police had beaten Sagor to death. 

The brother in law of Sagor, Motaher Hossain Bablu (38) said that after being arrested by police,

he tried to find the whereabouts of Sagor but Mandha police station did not give him any

information. He alleged that police claimed Tk 1, 00000 (1 Lakh) from him. He said that he gave

Tk 10,000 to the police so that they would not torture Sagor. He said that there were wounds all

aover Sagor’s body. He also said that Sagor was killed in the the room of SP Jamil. He said that

police tortured to death Sagor. On 7 September 3.00 a.m. SI Abdus Salam of Mandha police told

him the news of Sagor’s death via cell phone. He said that Sagor died at 11 p.m. but he got the

news at 3.00 am. He lodged a death case in Mandha police station.  Police filed the Ejahar
however the case was not recorded.

Jannatul Ferdouse, Sagor’s wife said that they had been married for about 2 months and 7 days.

Sagor was arrested from her father’s house. Police did not tell them the whereabouts of her

husband. She wants punishment for the killers.

Odhikar fact finder talked to the the Union Parishod Chairman of Mandha, Md Mohsin Reza. He

informed Odhikar that Sagor was a family man and was not involved with any political party. 

After the death of Sagor, Detective Branch Inspector Md Tamijuddin had been given the

responsibility of running Mandha police station instead of Officer in Charge, Shahidar Rahman.

Md Tamijuddin told Odhikar fact finder that on 7 September 2006 Sagor was produced before the

court under section 54 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.  He died of a heart attack while OC

Shahidur Rahman was bringing him from Monda court to Monda police station.

After Sagor’s death OC Sahidur Rahman, SI Tofazzal Hossain and SI Shakil had been withdraw

from the Mandha police station.

However, the former OC Shahidar Rahman, who had been closed, was found at the Mandha

police station on 9 September 2006. Odhikar fact finder talked to him. He said that on the basis

of the confessional report of two persons, Nurul Islam Shaheen ( Manager, Kaligram Branch) and

Zahirul Islam (Farm Manager, Boubaria Branch) of an NGO named CRB, who were the accused

persons of the 25 August 2006 killing of a policemen at Boubaria Haat and the hijacking of arms,

mentioned Sagor’s name, leading to his arrest. However, police were unable to find the hijacked

arms with information given by Sagor, at Tanore, Niyamatpara and Porsha. While they were
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returning to the police station, Sagor felt a pain in his chest and was immediately taken to the

Mandha Upazilla health complex, where emergency doctors declared him dead. Later, his post

mortem was done at Naogaon Hospital. The report was in the office of SP.  Sahidar Rahman, who

also told the fact finders that the post mortem report stated that Sagor had died by heart attack.

First class magistrate Shafiqul Islam did the inquest report. In the inquest report there was no

mention of any injury on Sagor’s body. On 8 September 2006 the body of Sagor was handed over

to his brother in law.  Regarding this death an unnatural death case was filed (case #41, date 8

September 2006). Shahidar also said that Sagor was a good man and that he had been used as a

scapegoat by the local manager of the NGO, CRB. There was no case or General Diary filed

against Sagor.

Resident Medical Officer (RMO) of Naogaon Modern Hospital Dr. Ikhtian Hossain Chowdhury

declined to talk to Odhikar’s fact finder. Odhikar talked to the 2 domes (morgue assistants, who

also help in post mortems and autopsies) who were involved with the post mortem. Dome Sri

Mithu Bosak (28) and Sri Giku Bosak (45) informed Odhikar that on 7 September around 3 am

he did the post mortem of Sagor.  They said that the face, hands and legs of the body had marks

of wounds.

However, the agitated villagers told local MP Salek Ahmed and MP Shamsul Alam,  on 8

September 2006 that they would not let anyone bury Sagor before another inquest was held. So

the two MP’s contacted the District Commissioner and the Superintendent of Police. Two

magistrates came from Naogaon. 1st class magistrate Shafiqul Islam performed the inquest for the

second time. This time, however, he mentioned that Sagor’s leg was broken and there were some

marks of injury found on the body. These were du ly put in the Inquest report as well.  

Victim:

Charged person:

Khalispur Police

Place of occurrence:

Wonderland Park area, Khalispur Housing colony
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Subject of fact-finding A Jute mill laborer died after being shot by police

Source Various national dailies on September 08, 2006

Date of occurrence September 07, 2006 Fact-finding No. 29

Date of fact-finding September 11, 12, 13, 2006 File No. 29

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Nur Mohammad

Jasim
21 Male

Died by police

shooting
Mill worker

Father-Md. Siraj

Sheikh

Khulna Jute

Mill



Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

A report about a jute mill labour in Khulna, who died when hit by a police bullet, was published

in different national dailies on 9 September 2006. On the basis of the news paper report, Odhikar

made a fact finding trip to the area. During fact finding, the team talked to the family of the

deceased, eye witnessed, police administration and local people.

Father of the deceased Nur Mohammad, Md. Siraj Sheikh, informed Odhikar that there were

deadlocks in the Khulna, Jessore Jute Mills for a long time. Due to long term losses, the

government had announced either lay offs for mill workers and/ or close those mills. However

Doulatpur Jute Mill and Khulna Newsprint Mill had been closed. He said that due to

mismanagement and decentralization by the government, the mills were facing losses. Labourers

of the jute mills formed the Jute Mill Shongram Parishad to ensure their 8 point demands and

other interests of the workers. Some of the demands were: payment of arrear bills, buying of jute

in the jute season, re-opening the closed mills, permanency of job etc.

Md. Siraj Sheikh also informed Odhikar that on 5 May 2006, at the Khulna Circuit House and in

the presence of Jute Minister Shahjahan Siraj, a contract between the government and jute mill

leaders was signed, that stated that with in 7 September 2006, 40 Crores unpaid bills would be

paid and from 1 August 2006 Doulatpur Jute mill would resume functioning. Unfortunately,

Doulatpur mill did not resume working and the unpaid money was not paid by the government.

On 5 September 2006 a meeting of labourers had been held where it was decided that from 6

September 2006 eight Government jute mills of Khulna, Jessore would be closed sine die.It was

also decided in the meeting that during the labour movement, if any labourer died, the labourers

of 8 jute mills would pay one days wages to the family of the deceased and if any one was injured

he would get compensation. After this announcement the labourers became very aggressive. On

7 September 2006, at one point of the movement, blockading labourers demanded the withdrawal

of the police and started pelting stones and bricks on them. The situation became uncontrollable

and the police threw tear sheels, rubber bullets and at one point opened fire. As a result Crescent

Jute Mills substitute labourer, Nur Mohammad (Jasim)  succumbed to a head injury.
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Name Address

1. Siraj Sheikh, Victim’s father, Khalispur , Khulna

2. Shafiqul Islam Khalispur , Khulna

3. Selina Begum Housewife, Khalispur, Khulna

4. Md. Nazrul Islam OC, Khanjahan Ali Police Station

No legal action was taken by the victim’s family

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not Known

Date of fact-finding



Odhikar fact finder talked to an eye witness, assistant teacher Jahanara Begum (54) of Platinum

School. She said that at around 12.30 p.m. the labours procession came to the spot and started

pelting brickbats on policemen.  At one point, police started firing tear gas shells and the area was

covered in smoke. People fled from the spot. Due to the ensuing quietness, she could hear

someone groaning. She came out of hiding and found a young man aged 25/26 lying on the street

covered in blood. She also saw that the left side of his head was critically wounded and something

that looked like brain tissue lying near him. She could not stand this scene anymore and arranged

for some people to send him to the hospital.

Another eye witness Md Shafiqul Islam (31) told Odhikar that he owned a shop near the incident

spot. When clashes erupted he closed his shop and went to the roof of his house to view the

situation.  He saw police chasing the labourers and a young man running towards a broken public

toilet. Policemen saw his legs and dragged him out and started beating him. After that 3 police

held his hands and legs tightly and shot him in the head.

Another eyewitness of the incident Selina Begum (45) informed Odhikar that she was also on her

roof and saw the laborer shot by the police.

Labour leader Rowshan Yajdari said that due to the fear of police atrocity, Jasim had hidden

himself in the toilet, but could not save himself from police. Two policemen held him tightly and

another one shot him in the head.  Labour leaders Hafizur and Motahar informed Odhikar fact

finder that after Jasim’s death, the Police Commissioner formed a committee with 3 members.

During fact finding, AC Nazrul Islam of the Khalishpur, Dowlatpur, Khan Jahan Ali area

informed Odhikar that during incident there was no magistrate on the spot. But to save

government property and life police have permission to open fire. He said that on the day of the

incident around 16,0000 labours attacked the police. So police had no option except to open fire.

Two cases was filed against 7000/8000 labourers. The plaintiff of the case is ASI Hafizur

Rahman, Case # 06, Date 6 September 2006 and Case # 8, Date 7 September 2006.

Victim: 
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Subject of fact-finding Microbus driver died in Baijid Bostami police custody, Chittagong

Source Various national dailies on September 11, 2006

Date of occurrence September 09, 2006 Fact-finding No. 30

Date of fact-finding September 14, 15, 16, 2006 File No. 30

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Md. Masum 39 Male 

Killed by

indiscriminate beating

with a broken motor

bike handle

Microbus

driver

Father: Md.

Rusthom Ali

Hawoladar

Tagore,

Pirojpur



Charged person:

1.  OC, Ziul Kabir, Baijid Bostami Police Station, Chittagong

2.  SI Das Samanto, Baijid Bostami Police Station, Chittagong

3.  Constable Jasim, Baijid Bostami Police Station, Chittagong

4.  Constable Humayun, Baijid Bostami Police Station, Chittagong

Place of occurrence:

Baijid Bostami police custody, Chittagong

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Concerning documents:

1.  Photocopy of FIR

2.  Photocopy of Unnatural death case application by SI Shawokat Ali

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted a fact-finding investigation on the basis of reports published in a number of

national dailies on September 10, 2006 that ‘a microbus driver was killed in Chittagong Police

Custody’.  During fact-finding, Odhikar talked with the victim’s family, neighbours and the police

authority.

At 4pm on September 6, 2006, a microbus (chotto metro 51-077) was travelling from the main

KDS Garments office, carrying Tk.2,093,654 which was to be given to production workers at the

factory. Inside the microbus was Anjuman Ara Begum, executive officer of the accounts

department, who was holding the bag and Masum (19), a professional microbus driver who had

worked for KDS Garments for 6 years. He was driving the vehicle.  When the microbus reached

the main gate 3 or 4 miscreants attacked it and snatched the money. 
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No legal action was taken by the victim’s family but police filed an unnatural death case

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not Known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Md. Nurul Amin (29) 236 Mohammadnagar, Baijid Police Station

2. Nazrul Huq (38) Just beside Baijid Police Station

3. Fazor Ali (60) Just beside Baijid Police Station

4. Ziaul Kabir OC, Baijid Police Station

5. Fazle Rabbi Doctor, Chittagong Medical College Hospital

6. Humayan Constable, Baijid Police Station

7. Md. Selim Co arrestee, when Masum was in custody



Abul Kalam Azad, a KDS worker, filed a case at the nearby Baijid Bosthami Police Station on
September 6, 2006. Masum was arrested the following day and died between 11 and 12 pm on
September 9, 2006. 

At 4pm on September 7, 2006, Mr. Jafor, a KDS officer, telephoned SI Ranjan Das Samanto to
tell him that they had caught three people suspected of involvement in the robbery; a security
guard called Alam, Md. Salim and Masum the driver. He asked for police to be sent to collect the
suspects.  Without delay, SI Ranjan Das Samanto went to the office with a number of other police
personnel, arrested the suspects and took them to the police station. The next day they were taken
to court and the police applied for 7 days remand. The court granted 4 days remand. Masum died
on the last day of the remand period. 

During fact finding, Odhikar found that all of Masum’s relatives had travelled to Pirojpur for his
funeral and that only Nurul Amin (29), son of Md. Nurul Islam a distant relative, had stayed in
Chittagong. He said that Masum was a pious man who said his prayers everyday and led an honest
life. He said that he could not believe that such a man would be involved in a terrorist gang. He
also said that, although he lived just 50 or 60 yards from the police station, he had only heard of
Masum’s death on September 10, 2006. Police had informed him as they could not find anyone
else to tell the news. He said that he did not believe that Masum had committed suicide in the
police custody bathroom as there was not enough space for this to be possible. He said that police
had fabricated this story and that he firmly believed Masum died as a result of torture. 

Nazrul Huq (38), son of Nasrul Abedin, lives next door to the Police Station. He told Odhikar that
he heard a sharp shout from the police station at about 10.30 pm on September 09, 2006 and that
the next morning he came to know that an accused had died in custody. 

Fazor Ali (60) provides food for arrestees at Baijid Bosthami Police Station. He told Odhikar that
while he was giving food to the arrestees at 12 am on September 09, 2006 he saw the Officer in
Charge and Constables Jashim, Kashem, Shah Alam and Humayan gathering in the female
custody cell.  They forbade him from looking into the cell but he assumed something had
happened. 

A neighbour of Masum, Delowar Mia, son of Nurul Alam, told Odhikar that police showed them
Masum’s body hanging 20 feet from the ground with one hand tied to the water pipe on the
morning of September 10, 2006. He noticed no signs of hanging but saw a hole in Masum’s throat
that had been bleeding. 

During the course of the fact-finding, it was noted that the police station compound and custody
cell were satisfactory but it that it was too small in size. Investigators did not find any material
that could have been used by an adult man to commit suicide. 

Md. Mohiuddin Al Faruk, special Mahanagar Hakim and Magistrate of the Power Development
Board, prepared an inquest report regarding Masum’s death. He told Odhikar that Masum’s body
was found on the floor of the custody cell with one hand tied to a pipe with a rope.  He said that
a deep hole had been found in Masum’s throat and that blood had flowed from this onto his
clothes. 

Dr. Fazle Rabbi, professor at Chittagong Medical College prepared the post mortem report. He
said that it seemed Masum had died as a result of blood loss as his vocal cord had been cut.
However, he said that he could say nothing more until getting the post mortem report (it must be
noted here that he is the person responsible for writing such reports). The dome (morgue attendant
who also helps in dissecting dead bodies) told Odhikar that Masum’s throat had been injured by
a hard object and that he probably died as a result of blood loss. 
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Md. Ziul Kabir, Officer in Charge of Baijid Bosthami Police Station, told Odhikar that he visited
the custody at 11.30 pm on September 09, 2006 and then left the police station. He came to know
that Masum had committed suicide the following morning. In answer to a question he said that,
as long as someone has the will to commit suicide, they can do it anywhere at any time and do
not need a special environment. 

Ranjan Das Samanto, Investigation Officer, told Odhikar that Masum was in good condition when
he left the police station at 11 pm on September 09, 2006. He came to know that Masum had
committed suicide at 11am the following morning. He declined to give any more information but
swore in the name of God that the police had not touched Masum. He then requested Odhikar to
leave the police station.

Constables Jasim and Humayan, bodyguards of the Officer in Charge, also supported the stories
of the Officer in Charge and Investigation Officer and said that they had only slapped the victim.

Md. Salim was arrested on the same allegation as Masum. He informed Odhikar that the Officer
in Charge called Masum and Salim to his room at around 8pm on September 09, 2006 and
threatened to kill them in crossfire if they failed to give up the stolen money. They were taken to
the female custody at around 8.45pm and the Officer in Charge, Ziul Kabir, SI Nironjon and
Constables Jasim and Humayun entered the room at around 9pm. The OC was holding a broken
motor bike handle and told Masum and Salim that he would kill them if they failed to give the
missing money to the police. Jasim, Humayan and the SI then started to beat them
indiscriminately. The OC beat Masum with the motor bike handle. After a while, Masum was
taken to the bathroom by Humayan, Jasim, SI and the OC and then Salim heard Masum make a
sharp shout. The four men then left the bathroom and Salim noticed that the motorbike handle and
Jasim’s shirt were stained with fresh blood. Salim told Odhikar that he and Masum were ordered
not to shout and were left in the custody cell with the door to the bathroom closed. At that time
Masum was in the bathroom. At 12 am, Jasim and Humayan entered the custody while the OC
and SI Nironjon waited outside. Jasim and Humayan entered the bathroom and closed the door
from inside. After sometime they came out and told the OC that Masum had committed suicide.
Then the other police officers and constables entered the custody cell. 

Twenty-two arrestees were being held at the police station during the time of the incident,
including 3 in the female custody cell and 19 in the male custody cell. Alamgir and Salim, who
were both being held on that day, told Odhikar that Masum was beaten with a motorbike handle
and that one end of the handle had penetrated his throat. Although there were signs of bleeding
from the hole, the police had taken no steps to block the wound. As a result, Masum died from
blood loss but the police announced that he had committed suicide. 

An unnatural death case (no. 16, September 10, 2006) was filed by the Duty Officer ASI Md.
Shawkot Ali on the night Masum died. In the report, the Duty Officer noted that a sentry had told
him that one of the 3 arrestees in the female custody was in the bathroom from a long time but
did not come out even though the other 2 arrestees were knocking on the door. Hearing the news,
the Duty Officer said that he immediately went to the custody cell with a number of other
constables. With the help of other constables he broke down the bathroom door and found Masum
hanging from the water pipe from a torn strip of his lungi (Bangladeshi traditional dress).
Constable 3505 told Odhikar that he checked the 3 arrestees in the female custody cell at 11.30
pm and that it was therefore assumed Masum committed suicide between 11.30 pm and12.10 am.

SI Ranjan Das Samanto did not want to meet with Odhikar. He failed to keep his appointment
thrice but was finally found at the Police Station at 12.30 pm on September 15, 2006. He declined
to say anything as he did not have the investigation report but he assured Odhikar that Masum
was not tortured. 
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Victim:

Charged person:

BDR of Sonabari Camp

Place of occurrence:

Gangpar, Village Nawoakot on the bank of river Bairong

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:
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Source Various national dailies on September 17, 2006

Date of occurrence September 16, 2006 Fact-finding No. 31

Date of fact-finding September 18, 19, 20, 2006 File No. 31

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address

1. Gias Uddin 90 Male Killed by BDR not known not known
Bahadurpur,

Chatak

2. Barik Bayes 40 Male Killed by BDR Business 
Mother-

Surjabannessa
Bahadurpur,

Chatak

3. Abu Taher 35 Male Killed by BDR Business not known
Bahadurpur,

Baishakandhi

4. Sirajunnessa 60 Female Heart attack
Husband late 

Chan Mia
not known

No legal action was taken by the victim’s family or BDR but BDR threatened to file suit against

the villagers as some police kits were missing.

Wounded habildar, Sahajan filed a suit against 32 people including 75 years old woman.

serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Ayesha Bibi (Deceased Gias Uddin’s wife) Bahadurpur, Chatak

2. Abdul Khaleque (Deceased’s younger brother) Bahadurpur, Chatak

3. Habildar Nazrul Islam Bahadurpur, Chatak

4. Executive officer Nazrul Islam Bahadurpur, Chatak

Subject of fact-finding
Four people were killed in a clash between BDR and Villagers

at Chatak Border, Sunamgonj



Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar made an on the spot investigation into 4 deaths that resulted from a clash between

villagers and the Bangladesh Rifles (BDR) on the India-Bangladesh border at Chatak.  This

incident was reported in the daily Prothom Alo and other national dailies on September 17, 2006.

During fact-finding, Odhikar talked with local people, BDR-administration, representatives from

local government and families of the victims.

Conflicts exist between the statements given by BDR and villagers about how the incident started.

A BDR source said that they were patrolling the bank of the river Bairong following a tip-off that

stolen goods were going to be smuggled across the border into Bangladesh. In the morning, BDR

found some smugglers with eight cartons of Nasiruddin Bidi (bidi- rolled tobacco leaves made

into indigenous cigarettes) at Bahadurpur in the border area. A clash ensued regarding the seizure

of the smuggled items. 

On the other hand, local people said that a boat loaded with Indian Nasiruddin Bidi entered

Bangladesh along the river Bairong at around 4am on September 16, 2006. They said that people

came across the boat near Bahadurpur village when they were going to say their Fazr (dawn)

prayers. They seized the boat and reported the incident to the police station. Meanwhile, members

of BDR from the Noakot Camp went to the spot and wanted to get control of the contraband items

but the villagers protested as they wanted to hand them over to the police. An argument ensued

that led to a clash between BDR and the villagers. The villagers complained that, for some reason,

BDR had not seized the boat when it went past the Noakot BDR Camp. 

Gias Uddin (90) died on the spot when BDR opened fire on the villagers at around 7am.  Barik

Bayes (40), who was wounded in BDR firing, succumbed to his injuries at the Osmani Hospital.

Abu Taher (35), who was shot and injured, also died in hospital.  Sirajunnessa (60) died from

heart attack as a result of the shots fired by BDR.

Ayesha Bibi, wife of deceased Gias Uddin told Odhikar that, on the day of the incident, her

husband had gone to open his shop in Shardi Bazar after Fazr prayers. He rushed to the bank of

the river Bairong on hearing sounds of gun fire and was then hit by bullets. He succumbed to his

injuries after he was moved to his house. Ayesha Bibi burst into tears when she was asked about

the incident. She could not answer any more questions but kept wailing and demanding the trial

of those who killed her husband.

Surjabannessa, mother of deceased Abdul Barik Bayes, was crying during her interview with

Odhikar. She blamed the BDR for killing her son and demanded justice. She claimed that her son

was never involved in smuggling. She also said that she had received several threats from

Mukhliss, the ringleader of the smugglers.

While talking to Odhikar, Abdul Khaleque, younger brother of deceased Abu Taher, said his

brother was in no way involved in the smuggling incident. He was injured by a bullet when he

went to the spot after hearing the sound of gun fire. Taher’s family demanded a speedy trial of

those involved in the murder. When asked about the present situation, Nazrul Islam, a Habilder

of Noakot BDR Camp, said that the situation was gradually settling down and that the seized

articles had been handed over to the police station.

AKM Lutfar Rahman, Upazilla Nirbahi Officer of Chatak, said that there were conflicts between

statements given by BDR and villagers.  He said that the villagers did not agree with BDR claims
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that they had only opened fire on the smugglers and commented that the incident was abominable.

He added that the true events of the day in question would become clear through a proper

investigation.

Shafiqur Rahman, local UP Chairman, blamed the BDR for the incident and demanded judicial

inquiry into the events that took place on September 16, 2006 He also demanded that the culprits

be punished. The Chairman told Odhikar that BDR was indiscriminately arresting villagers and

that he had called the BDR administration to demand they stop harassing innocent people.

A committee of 7 members headed by Subedar Muksedul Alam has now been formed to

investigate the case. 

A protest rally was organised by local people on September 19, 2006. At the rally, speakers

declared the following five-point demands which were to be met by the Government within three

days:

1.  A judicial inquiry committee be formed to investigate the incident;

2.  Families of the victims receive compensation;

3.  The false case filed by the BDR be withdrawn;

4.  Exemplary punishment be given to the BDR members involved in the incident; and

5.  Mukhliss, the smugglers’ gang leader, be arrested. 

Four people have died as a result of this incident and 22 people, including 7 BDR members

injured.  Habildar Shahjahan, who was injured in the incident, has filed a case against 32 people,

including a 75 year-old woman, with the Chatak Police Station under case number 9.

Victim:

Charged person:

RAB – 3, Dhaka
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Source Various national dailies on September 20, 2006

Subject of fact-finding A madrasa student killed in cross fire

Date of occurrence September 19, 2006 Fact-finding No. 32

Date of fact-finding September 21, 22,  2006 File No. 32

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address

Aminul

Islam Raju
16 Male Killed by firing Student

Father-Tofazzel

Hossain

Block- B, Road

No. 3, House No.

7, Rampura,Dhaka



Place of occurrence:

385/3 Rampura, Dhaka

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted a fact finding mission of an incident based on a news item published in the

national dailies with the headline “Madrassa student killed in cross-fire with RAB”. During the

fact finding, Odhikar team talked to the victim’s parents, brothers, sisters, local people,

eyewitness and police.

Victim’s father Tofazzol Hossain told Odhikar that Raju was a class nine student of Maghbazar

Nayatola Senior Madrassa in Dhaka. On Tuesday at 6.30 pm, he went to a private tutor’s house

located at Nayatola. While returning home, he was killed in cross-fire by RAB personnel who

were allegedly trading fire with  ‘criminals’. Tofazzol Hossain claimed RAB deliberately killed

his son who was not involved in any criminal activity at all and there is no case or general diary

(GD) against him in any police station. He demanded punishment for RAB personnel responsible

for this incident.

Raju’s elder brother Anisur Rahman, elder sisters Beauty Begum and Rita said, “We will file case

against RAB personnel responsible as they committed the killing of innocent Raju without any

reason.”

On the other hand, One of the eyewitnesses, Ripon, who is also owner of an under-construction

house (385/3) opposite Otithi Community Centre at West Rampura said a group of five miscreants

gave a cell phone number to his maternal cousin Shipu. They brandished arms while asking that

the owner of the under-construction building talk with their leader ‘Nasir Bhai’ for permission to

continue construction work. Otherwise, they threatened dire consequences.

Ripon added at 4am on September 19 2006, when the construction of the floors of the rooms had

to be done, two miscreants Imon and Helal came to threaten him for not calling ‘Nasir Bhai’.
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No legal action was taken by the victim’s family

serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not Known

Date of fact-finding

Name Address

1. Md. Ripon Owner of the house where the incident was occurred (385/3 Rampura)

2. Moniruzzamn Second Officer, Khilgaon Police Station

3. Sumi Proprietor of Ma General Store

4. Beaty Begum Victim’s sister



They were chased away by around 20/25 labourers who beat up one miscreant and the other fled

away . Later, miscreants threatened to retaliate at night. After that at 8.30pm a number of 10/12

unknown strangers jumped over the back wall of the house and took position before the gate

therein. They beat up one labourer and opened fire. Meanwhile, two labourers who were actually

RAB personnel, working in disguise, fired back. At that time, Raju was seen firing at the under-

construction house. At one stage Raju was killed in cross-fire with RAB, who later recovered one

revolver and three rounds of bullets from his body. The other criminals managed to flee away as

there was no electricity in the area that time.

The question then arises that if Raju was a Madrassa student, why did he come to this area? His

journey home should have been confined to the areas between Rampura TV centre bus stand and

Hajipara Madrassa.  

Some local eyewitnesses, seeking anonymity said that cross-fire actually took place between

RAB and criminals. But it is not sure whether RAB correctly identified Raju as a criminal. Some

people said Raju was really a ‘rising criminal’ and some people said he was not because he had a

school bag full of books with him when he was killed. At last the principal of Nayatola AUN

Senior Kamil Madrassa at Maghbazar claimed that Raju was not a criminal and he was a brilliant

student. “But we do not know if Raju was involved in criminal activity outside the Madrassa

premises”, the principal stated.

Victim:
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Date of occurrence 30 September 2006 Fact-finding No. 33

Date of fact-finding 03 – 05 October 2006 File No. 33

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address

Masood

Alam

(decease)

Male 

Marks of beatings

on the back,

electrical burns on

the hands and feet,

kicked with boots,

crushed testicles,

deep grazes on the

knees

Business 
Liton Bhuyan

(father. Deceased)

Village

Maligaon,

Daudkandi,

Comilla

Shahina

Akhtar
Female

Brusing and cuts

on legs. Allegation

of electric shocks.

House wife
Abdus Salam

(father. Deceased)
As above

Subject of fact-finding
Death of an accused person in the custody cell of Daudkandi

police station in Comilla

Source
The Daily Jai Jai Din, the Daily Janakantha of 02 October 2006 and

other national dailies



Charged person:

1.  Shaheed Sharawardi, Sub Inspector of Daudkandi police station and in charge of the

Gowripur Police Line.

2.  Accompanying police force

3.  Jalal Uddin, Officer in Charge of Daudkandi police station

Place of occurrence:

Custody cell of Daudkandi Police Station

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of interviewees/ eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar carried out a fact finding mission regarding the death of a young man, Masood Alam, in

police custody. Odhikar learnt of the incident from the daily papers (Jai Jai Din, Janakantha,

Amader Shomoy, Ittefaq, etc) dated 02 October 2006. Odhikar interviewed the deceased relatives,

local residents, the morgue assistant (dome) and police personnel. Masood Alam (23) was the son

of late Chan Mia Bhuyan of Maligaon village under Mohammadpur Union of Daudkandi Police

Station in Comilla. News reports stated that the police claim he had committed suicide by hanging

himself. However, locals believe that he was beaten to death.

Through fact finding it was learnt that Abdus Salam, son of late Mawla Bux Bhuyan of Milgaon

village, had been living in Saudi Arabia for the last five years.  His wife, Shahina Akhtar and two

sons, resided in Milgaon village. Masoon Alam was Abdus Salam’s cousin (his father and

Masood’s father were brothers) and neighbour.  It was learnt that in Abdus Salam’s absence, his
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The Duty officer and the Sentry present at the time of the incident have been ‘closed’

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

A news agency has carried out its own fact

finding.  However, Odhikar could not find

its name or address

Date of fact-finding

not known

Name Addresses

Habibur Rahman Habib Gowripur Bazaar, Daudkandi, Comilla

Shamim Raihan
Shuvechcha Telecom, Daudkandi Bazaar,

Comilla

Fakrul Islam, Ahmed Rauf Bhuyan, Sattar

Bhuyan, Abul Kashem Bhuyan, Hasina Begum

Maligaon village, Shonakandi, Daudkandi,

Comilla

Halima Begum, Jewel Daudkandi, Comilla

Mosharraf Hossain Gopalkandi, Matlab, Chandpur

Dukhai (dome/morgue assistant) Daudkandi police station

Babul Mia North Hamchadi, Laxmipur



wife, Shahina Akhtar, and Masood Alam had begun an affair.  When this was known in the

village, a mediation was held, but to no avail.  It was learnt through the fact finding that the two

often spent nights at local hotels, posing as husband and wife. Masood Alam and his cousin’s wife

Shahina Akhtar, frequently spent nights at a hotel called Shonali, situated on Kandir Paar Road in

Comilla.  The police recovered a receipt dated 17 July 2006, for one night spent at that hotel,

costing Taka 140.  

After five years away in Saudi Arabia, Abdus Salam returned to Milgaon Village only to be

confronted with his wife’s affair with Masood Alam.  It was learnt that the two had even plotted

to kill Abdus Salam and that on 20 September 2006 Shahina Akhtar surreptitiously gave her

husband some medicine, causing him severe dihorrea and giving him headaches.  He became very

weak.  When he was lying down, Shahina Akhtar contacted Masood Alam by cell phone and the

two of them took Abdus Salam to the nearby path where they hit him over the hear with a shovel,

stabbed him indiscriminately and left him dead.

That same night, Shahina returned home and Masood Alam left for Jessore. The investigating

officer and Sub Inspector of Daudkandi Police Station, Shahid Sharawardi ( who is also In Charge

of the Gowripur Police Camp), through sources and a network of informants, managed to arrest

Masood Alam from the Kotowali Police Station area of Jessore. Shahina Akhtar was arrested from

her home.  

On 29 September, Masood Alam was taken to Daudkandi Police Station. The next day, he was

presented before the court and the police were granted three days remand.  It was learnt by the

fact finders that even before he was taken into remand, Masood Alam had been tortured.  It was

also learnt that Sub Inspector Shahid Sharawardi had asked Masood’s family for five lak Taka to

stop the torture.  Odhikar fact finders also learnt that in order for Masood to talk to his elder

brother in the United States of America, the constable at the police station brought him a cell

phone with ISD facilities.  Unfortunatly, Masood’s brother in the States, Ferdous Alam, said that

it would take some time for him to send the money, leading to another bout of torture on Masood.

The torture in remand was worse and at one point, both his testicles were crushed. On the other

hand, Shahina Akhtar confessed that she and Masood Alam had killed her husband, Abdus Salam.  

On the day of the incident reported in the national dailies, Masood Alam’s neighbours in the

adjoining cell were Mosharraf (24)  of Gopal Kandi Village in Matlab and Babul Mia of

Hamchadi Village in Laxmipur, who had been arrested in a forgery case.  Sometime between four

and six in the morning, absolutely demoralised and guilt-ridden due to torture, his lover’s

confession, his family’s shame and the pain he was in, Masood Alam took of his pants, balanced

himself on the tap and water pipe and used his pants to hang himself from the iron ventilation

grille.  

At seven that same morning, acting Officer In Charge, Jalal Uddin was notified of the alleged

suicide and called Shahid Sharawardi to the police station from the Gowripur Police camp.  The

duty officer and sentry on duty were ‘closed’ immediately and later on, Superintendent of Police

of Comilla District, M.A. Mannan and the Officer in Charge of the police station arrive to

investigate the incident and sent Masood Alam’s body to the morgue for post mortem.  The

question did arise in the minds of the locals regarding the fact that even though there were two

arrestees in the adjoining room and two police personnel in the station at that time, no one heard

a thing.
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Regarding this matter, Odhikar fact finders were able to talk to Mosharraf and Babul Mia, who
had been in the adjoining custody cell at the time of the alleged suicide.  They were incarcerated
in Comilla central Jail when Odhikar interviewed them.  They said that they were unable to see
anything since it was really dark ( there had been a power cut at four in the morning) and they
were unable to hear a thing because of the noise of rushing and splashing water from the tap in
Masood’s cell.  They were, however, convinced that Masood had committed suicide, and justified
that if it had been torture, there would have been police outside their cell at that time.  

Shamim Raihan, a report for the daily Bhorer Kagoj, had the opportunity to see the body.  He told
Odhikar that Masood Alam’s name had not been on the charge sheet for the murder of Abdus
Salam.  Channel-I reporter Habibur Rahman Habib, who also witnessed the body hanging,
commented that the body was hung such a way that it seemed as if Masood had been killed
elsewhere and then tied and hung up. Masood’s sister-in-law, Israt Jahan Shikha and a neighbour
Vasudev Ghosh commented that since the police were unable to get the taka five lakh demanded
from Masood’s family, they killed him.

Mosharraf Hossain, a distant cousin, told Odhikar that he had gone to visit Masood in the police
custody the day before the incident.  He said that Masood told him that the police had been
torturing him and that they might even kill him.  Masood’s paternal uncles told Odhikar that
Masood worked in a library in Jessore and did not come home frequently.  There was also talk of
arranging a marriage between him and Shahina Akhtar’s niece.  His uncles also commented that
if Masood had really killed Shahina’s husband, Abdus Salam, there was a court and laws to deal
with the matter. It was wrong for the police to kill him and then hang his body.  His uncle’s want
retribution.

The morgue assistant/attendant or dome, who helped in the post mortem of Masood’s body told
Odhikar fact finders that he was at the police station at the time of the incident. He claimed that
he saw SI Shahid Shawardi give Masood electric shocks, kicks, punches and hit him repeatedly
with a rod when Masood was in remand.  He also claimed that when he was cutting the body, it
looked as if it had been boiled from the knees up to the waist.  The whole back was bruised and
cut and there were signs of strangulation around the neck.  However, suicide could not be
determined.  The dome, however, was quite sure that Masood had committed suicide. When asked
about Masood’s alleged accomplice, Shahina Akhtar, the dome replied that he had accompanied
her to Comilla Central Jail.  On the way, he claimd that Shahina showed him all the places she
had been tortured, even lowering her salwar to show him her bruised and battered legs.  He also
said that Shahina told him that the police had verbally abused her and given her electric shocks
on the sensitive parts of her body.  

Sub Inspector Shahid Sharwardi told Odhikar that Abdus Salam had returned home from Saudi
Arabia after five years.  His wife and her lover, Masood Alam, killed him.  When investigating
the murder, their names came up and they were arrested.  He claims that after skilful questioning,
they both confessed and gave him the details of the murder they had committed. He claimed that
the two had not been tortured.  On the day of the alleged suicide, he had left for Gowripur Police
Camp and Shahina Akhtar and Masood Alam were in the police custody cells.  At seven the next
morning,t eh Officer In Charge fo the police station called him to give him the news of Masood’s
suicide.  He categorically denied torturing Masood Alam and even allowed Masood to talk to his
brother in the States on a cell phone.  The SI also denied asking for taka five lakhs and stated that
Masood had committed suicide. The acting officer in charge of the police station, Jalal Uddin
echoed the same comments as Shahid Sharawardi, adding that he allowed newspaper reporters in
to witness the body hanging in its cell. He also confirmed that Shahina Akhtar was incarcerated
in Comilla Central Jail.
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Victim: 

Charged person:

1. Rapid Action Battilion RAB – 5, Rajshahi

Place of occurrence:

RAB-5 Headquarters, Rajshahi

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of Interviewees/ eyewitnesses:
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Date of occurrence 28 October 2006 Fact-finding No. 34

Date of fact-finding 10, 11, 12 November 2006 File No. 34

Subject of fact-finding Journalist tortured at RAB headquarters in Rajshahi

Source The Daily Prothom Alo, 30 October 2006

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address

Shafiqul

Islam

Shafiq

Male 

Undressed, hung

upside down and

beaten with an iron

rod, given electric

shocks

Journalist 
Mohammad Akbar

Ali

Kalapara,

Kamarbari,

Rajshahi

No legal action has been taken

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Addresses

Atiqur Rahman Gowripur Bazar, Daudkandi, Comilla

Duty Officer, Bagmara Police Station Bagmara Police Station, Rajshahi

Duty Officer, Manda Police Station

Motiur Rahman Officer in Charge, Bagmara Police Station



Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar carried out a fact finding mission regarding the reported torture of journalist Shafiqul
Islam Shafiq by the hands of RAB-5 officers in Rajshahi. Odhikar learnt of the incident from the
daily paper Prothom Alo dated 30 October 2006. Odhikar interviewed Shifiq’s brother, local
residents, local journalists and police officers.

In the evening of 28 October 2006, RAB – 5 officers from the local Atrai Camp in Naoga picked
up local journalist Shafiqul Islam Shafiq from a tea stall in Shikdari Bazar in Bagmara.  They
blindfolded him and took him first to the Atrai Camp and then to the RAB-5 headquarters.  When
the fact finders visited the Rajshahi Central Jail, he told them that RAB officers had tortured him.
He also said that they had threatened to implicate him in the case of the death of a police officer
at Chowbaria in Manda and kill him in ‘cross fire’.  He was allegedly hung upside down and
beaten with an iron rod.  He was also given electric shocks.  Some of his fingers and toes were
brused and battered.  Finally, on 29 October 2006, almost unconcious, he was made to sign a
blank sheet of paper and then sent to Baghmara police station. He also told Odhikar that when he
was produced before the magistrate, Julia Moin, on 01 November 2006, his plea for bail was
granted.  However, on that same day, the Officer in Charge of Manda police station made an
application to take him in for questioning regarding the matter of the killing of four police officers
at Chowbaria Haat and he was not freed.

The officer in charge of Baghmara police station told Odhikar fact finders that when Shafiq was
brought into the police station by RAB, they aslo handed over a statement signed by him which
alleged that Shafiq had connections with an extremist group.  He also said that there was no case
against Shafiq at the Baghmara police station.  He was sent to court shown arrested under section
54 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. When the fact finders visited Manda police station, the
officer in charge said that on 28 October 2006, a request for remand was made to the court, which
was granted. 

Md. Atiqul Islam, Shafiq’s brother, told Odhikar that it was a violation of his brothers rights
because RAB had tortured him inhumanely without any cause.  He demanded an unbias trial for
this.

On 30 October 2006, a protest rally was organised by the Rajshahi Journalists Union (RUJ) which
set off from ‘Zero Point’ at Shaheb Bazaar at 11 in the morning. Later on an open meeting was
organised, where The Chairperson and General Secretary of RUJ, the Chairperson of Rajshahi
Press Club the Organising Secretary of the BFUJ, the Joint Secretary of the Metropolitan Press
Club, General Secretary of the Rajshahi Photojournalists Union gave statements.  Dr. Syed
Shafiqul Alam, General Secretary of the Shommelito Shangskritik Joyte was also present to show
solidarity.

Lieutenant Colonel Shamsuzzaman of RAB-5 told Odhikar fact finders that Shafiq’s cell phone
held proof that he was in contact with extremists. He however denied all allegations of torture and
said that Shafiq was not even a journalist, though people said he was.

Update:

On 04 December Odhikar contacted Shafiq’s brother, Atiq.  He said that Shafiq was incarcerated
in Naoga Jail. He was not being given any proper medical treatment there. Manda police station
made anothe request for his remand, but it wwas rejected by the court.  Shafiq’s family succeeded
in getting his case transferred from the Magistrate Court to the Manda District Court, but they are
yet to secure his release.  His brother stated that the police did not allow him any visitors.
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Victim: 

Charged person:

AC Giasuddin, Tejgaon Zone

Place of occurrence:

SAARC Fountain, Kawran Bazar, Dhaka

Legal action:

Fact-finding made by other organizations

Concerning documents: 

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

The Awami League and its allies (the 14 – party alliance) had called for a continuous strike to
commence on 12 November 2006. They had a nine-point demand, which included the resignation
of the Chief Election Commissioner, Justice M. A. Aziz and a reconstitution of the Election
Commission. The first day of the strike was relatively violence-free, even though the protesters
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Subject of fact-finding A political activist run over by a police van, Dhaka

Source Electronic Media including Channel I, ATN Bangla on November 13, 2006

Date of occurrence 13 November 2006 Fact-finding No. 35

Date of fact-finding 13-14 November 2006 File No. 35

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Waziullah

Sarker
40 Male 

Ran over by

police van

Transport

worker

Father: Late Abdul

Motin

403/04 Tejgaon

truck stand, Ekota

club Slum area,

Dhaka

No legal action has been taken

Not found

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not found

Date of fact-finding

Name Addresses

Constable Rakib Riot police

Sobuj Egg seller, Kawran Bazar area

Salam Rickshaw pullar, Kathalbagan Mosjid



set fire to a train compartment in Tongi and a bus on the Dhaka-Aricha highway near
jahangirnagar university.  However, on the second day the police became violent and used batons,
water canons and rubber bullets on the protesters while violence escalated.  Police and 14 Party
Alliance activists clashed near the SAARC fountain at Karwan Bazaar and at one point a police
pick-up ran over part of the rally, killing 40 year old Waziullah, an Awami League spokesperson
for Ward 37, Union 2 Tejgaon.  Ashikul Alam (33) and Selin (25), both Awami League activists
were injured.

On the evening of 13 November 2006, Odhikar fact finders talked to PC Rakib, who had
witnessed the incident.  Standing next to the SAARC fountain, he said that a rally had approached
the area from the direction of the Film Development Corporation area and had stopped near the
fountain.  Then the bed of a truck was converted into a stage and local 14-Party Alliance leaders
began to make speeches. 

Police requested those gathered to lift the strike, but they refused.  The police then used a water
cannon to disburse the rally As a result, thousands of strikers/protesters began to throw brickbats
on the police, who then commenced with a baton charge.  At that time, a police pick-up truck
delivering food to the the police force was advancing up the road from the Farmgate area.  It got
stuck in the middle of the melee near the Farmgate underpass and the activists began stoning it
too.  At one point, it accelerated and ran over three people.  One person died instantaneously and
two were taken to the hospital in a police ambulance.  

Fact finders found that at 5:30 pm on the day of the incident, two platoons of Bangladesh Rifles
personnel had been deployed at the SAARC fountain.  PS Quamrul, whom the fact finders talked
to at the SAARC fountain, told them that her was not present at the time of the incident and
commented that it ewas a tragic incident.  Odhikar also talked to a member of the BDR, Toffazel,
who said that on 3 November 2006 they were called to Dhaka from Barisal to set camp at
Rajarbagh Police Line.  He arrived at Karwan Bazaar after the incident and fround the road empty.

The security guard, Shah Alam, of the Bangladesh Shilpa Rin Shangstha office at Karwan Bazaar
told Odhikar that a group of young men set fire to a police van parked at Karwan Bazaar and ran
off through the ally next to the bazaar mosque. The fire brigade arrived after the van had been
completely guted.

According to Abdus Sattar, the elder brother of the deceased, Waziullah had been a leader of the
Tejgaon Labour Association.  He was the third of four brothers.  He hailed from Foarchar village
in Chandpur.  He was also a member of the Awami League.  Abdus Sattar alleged that the police
had yet to hand over the body of his brother to the family.

Waziullah’s widow, Rabeya Begum said that on the morning of the incident, her husband had
taken their eldest son, Jasim, to participate in the Awami League programme.  She learnt of his
death from the ATN channel news and from neighbours.  Jasim told Odhikar that he worked at a
truck stand and had attended several political meetings with his father.

Odhikar tried to contact police who had been in the area at the time of the incident, but to no avail.
However, Kohinoor Mia, Assistant Commissioner of Tejgaon Zone told Odhikar that he never
gave the order to drive through the rally.  He said that the police driving the pick up van panicked
and tried to rush through the crowd to escape the brick bats being thrown at the vehicle.  As a
result the van hit several people.

A three member investigation team has been fromed at the police head quarters to look into the

matter.
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Victim: 

Charged person:

Major Shaheen and other RAB members

Place of occurrence:

The incidect occurred between Mandal filling station and a hatchery farm at Mollategharia village

on the Kushtia Rajbari highway.

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar investigated the incident “The young man died by RAB in Jessore: 14 party alliance

brought out a procession with the dead body’’. During fact finding Odhikar talked to the father of

deceased Khademul Islam Masum (27), family members, witness, local people, local

administration and journalists.

During the fact finding Odhikar monitor talked with the father of deceased Shafiul Islam (55).
According to his conversation, on 20 November 2006, his son went outside from the house at
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Subject of fact-finding Death of Masum in RAB Custody in Jessore

Source The Daily Prothom Alo and other different national dailies

Date of occurrence 20 November 2006 Fact-finding No. 36

Date of fact-finding 23-26 November 2006 File No. 36

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Khademul Islam

Masum
27 Male

Severely beaten

with hockey

sticks

Private

Service

Shekhorhatti,

Miabari,

Jessore

Not Applicable

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Addresses

1. Shahidul Islam Shekharhatti, Miabari, Jessore

2. Rabiul Islam (32) same

3. Nazrul Islam(30) same



noon and came back home around 10 p.m. Again he left the house around 10.15. At 10.25 p.m.,
he rushed outside the house hearing screaming of his son and found that four RAB men forcibly
let him wear handcuffs and beating him indiscriminately with hockey sticks. The RAB men beat
his son and dragged him towards a tea shop and also continued threating to kill him. Masum’s
father also said that from High court Moar to Taraganj Road around 200/250 people were the
witness of that severe beating. The RAB men were beating him and constantly asking him the
whereabouts of Abbas who was a miscreant. They had broken two hockey sticks on Masum and
one moment of beating he fainted and RAB men took him to their petrol car. He tried to contact
several time to RAB-6 at Jessore by the help of influential former minister and Awami League
Leader Khaledur Rahman Tito, but it went in vain. At the morning on 21 November 2006, from
Jessore Kotawali police station they received a cell phone call that Masum died and his dead body
had been kept in the hospital. He went to the hospital with his relatives and leaders of Awami
leagues, where they found his son’s dead body’s post mortem had already been done. Agitated AL
leaders and activists brought out a procession along with the dead body of deceased and demand
the exemplary punishment of killers.

Deceased Masum’s mother Nargis Begum (48) told Odhikar that due to November 20’s blockade,
Masum did not go outside the house. Normally he used to return home everyday within 10.00
p.m.  Even on the incident day he was not late returning home and after a while he went outside,
where he was caught by RAB men who started beating him. She rushed to them and wanted to
know the reason for beating her son. They verbally abused her. The next day police told her about
the death of her son, Masum, through their neighbour’s cell phone. She also said that Masum was
an activist of Awami League youth front. 

The uncle of Masum, former chairman and BNP leader Sirajul Islam (65) informed Odhikar that
there was no case filed against him. But few days before his death, Masum started mixing with a
miscreant Abbas. His family kept pressurizing him not to do so. Abbas was also involved in
hijacking a motorbike in Satkhira recently. Masum’s uncle Sirajul Islam did not know whether
Masum was also connected with that incident or not. He said that it was such a brutal activity of
the RAB men who had beaten Masum indiscriminately in front of his relatives and hundreds of
people.

On the other hand eye witness of the incident Masum’s uncle Shahidul Islam (48), uncle Rezaul
Islam Reza (46), Aunt Selina Parvin (30), Aunt Talia Islam Rupa (30), tea shop owner Rabiul
Islam (32), neighbour Nazrul Islam (30), Masud Rana (19),Abdur Rahim (28),Kabir hasan
(26),Golam Sarwar Hero (28), Shona Mia (80), Mizanur Rahman (47), Nilufar Begum
(33),Amena Begum (30), Anjuara Begum (35), Abdur Rahman (45)  said that on 20 November
2006, Masum was at the tea shop belonging to Rabiul which was in front of Miabari at
Shekherhat. Two unidentified men talked with him there at 9.30 p.m . Abbas also arrived there
several times. Around 10 p.m. Masum went home. 15/20 minutes later he came out from the
house again and was suddenly attacked by RAB men who compelled him to wear handcuffs and
started beating him indiscriminately with hockey sticks. Masum screamed loudly, which gathered
many people to the place. However, the RAB men threatened the public that if they did not leave
that place, they would shot them. During beating RAB men continued asking about the
whereabouts of Abbas and motor cycle. After a while Masum fainted due to the severe beating
and 2/3 hockey sticks were broken too.  Then RAB members picked him in a white microbus and
went away.

Shop owner of a tea stall Rabiul Islam said that two unidentified men came to his shop who were

discussing with Masum about the motor cycle. That time Abbas was there too.
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Emergency officer Jahangir Hossain of Jessore 250 bed Hospital informed Odhikar fact finder

that on 20 November 2006 around 2.30 a.m. RAB members admitted Masum to the hospital by

saying that he was suffering from respiratory problem. There were several bruise marks found on

his body. That night around 3.55 a.m. Masum died. On 21 November Dr Ehtashamul Haque Parag

and Dr. Harun –Ur- Rashid did the post mortem of deceased. Therefore AL men and his

neighbours came and took the dead body along with procession.

Dr. Ehtashamul Haque, who did the post mortem of the dead body of Masum, said that some

injury marks were found on his body.  On the post mortem report it was mentioned that Masum

died due to brain hemorrhage. Dr. Parag added that he was too young to die of brain hemorrhage.

The Office in Charge of Kotowali police station, Kader Beg informed Odhikar that he had joined

the police station recently. He told Odhikar to talk to Investigation Officer SI Mizanul. However,

Mizanul had also been transferred from that police station earlier. The Second Officer of the

police station SI Manirul Islam Monir informed Odhikar that on 21 November there filed a

General Diary regarding the death of Masum at hospital. Dr Harumur Rashid and Nurse Rashida

Begum filed the General Diary, (the General Diary number is 1555/06). It was mentioned in the

GD that around 2.30 am midnight RAB admitted sick Khademul Islam Masum to the hospital and

at around 3.55 a.m. he died.  There was an unnatural death case filed in Jessore Kotwali police

station on the basis of the General Diary. The case number is 209/06.The unnatural death case was

filed by Sub Inspector Abdul Hye Sarker. After the post mortem SI lodged another General Diary

which’s number is 1578/06. All these incidents happened before 21 November.

On the other hand on 21 November at 11.30 p.m. Azizul Islam of Babulia, Kadamtala, Satkhira

filed a FIR (First Information Report) case against Masum. The number of the case is

69/21.11.06. In that FIR he mentioned the reasons collection of tolls, hijacking of a motor bike

and threatening the plaintiff. The case was filed under sections 342, 386, 379, 411, 506 of the

Penal Code. Investigation Officer of that case was Sub Inspector Mizanul Huq. He was

transferred and new Investigation Officer PSI Maruf Hossain took over the responsibility.

Besides that on 4 December 2006 there was a case filed against Major Saheen along with nine

RAB members by Masum’s father Shafiul Islam. The case number was P-/1793/06

Victim: 
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Subject of fact-finding Businessman allegedly killed in RAB crossfire

Source The Daily Songbad and other different national dailies

Date of occurrence 22 November 2006 Fact-finding No. 37

Date of fact-finding 26-29 November 2006 File No. 37

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Mesbahuddin 37 Male
Killed in

crossfire
Business

Father- 

Late Atibuddin

Village:

Kumarpara, BISIC,

P.S. Kushtia,

Kushtia



Charged person:

Major Hasib and 12 other RAB members

Place of occurrence:

The incidect occurred between Mandal filling station and a hatchery farm at Mollategharia village

on the Kushtia Rajbari highway.

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Mezbauddin (37), son of late Atibuddin was shot and killed in an incident of ‘cross fire’ at the
Mondol Filling Station, Mollateghoria, on the Kushtia – Rajbari highway.  The crossfire was
initiated by members of RAB – 12. The deceased’s family stated that RAB did this deliberately,
since there was no case against Mezbauddin.

Abdul Kalam, shopkeeper of a small grocery stand near the incident site was an eye witness.
Other eye witnesses include one Siraj and Sajim (the manager of the Mondol Filling Station).
They told Odhikar that at 1:30 in the aftermoon of 22 November 2006, they were suprised by the
sound of gun shots.  The noise went on for approximately five minutes and then RAB officers
passed by in a vehicle. The witnesses did not see anyone else around. Habibur Rahman,
headmaster of the local primary school, and Mominul Islam a local resident and freedom fighter
were also interviewed.  they said they wanted justice for Mezbauddin and his family.

Family sources state that on 22 November at 10:30 in the morning, Mominul Islam, a close friend,

accompanied Mezbauddin to court in order to learn of the status of a case filed against him.  After

that, they got onto Mominul’s motercycle and he dropped Mezbauddin off in front of the

Bangladesh American Tobacco factory, about 2 kilometers from the court and on the Kushtia-

Jhenidha section of the highway. The gateman of BAT, Azizul, told Odhikar that at around 1:00

in the afternoon, a vehicle with RAB officers came by and picked Mezbauddin up and sped away.

After that, it is believed that the RAB took Mezbauddin to the Mondol Filling Station at

Mollategharia, pushed him out of the vehicle and shot him.
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Police filed a case

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Addresses

1. Selina Khatoon (Victim’s wife) Vill: Kumarpara, BISIC, P.S. Kushtia, Kushtia

2. Abul Kalam Grocer, Mollategharia

3. Sajim Mandal Filling Station, Mollategharia

4. Siraj Grocer, Mollategharia

5. Azizul Gateman of BAT

6.S I Mahbooba SI of Kushtia local police station



Odhikar fact finders visited the home of the complainent of the abovementioned court case,

Rashida.  She had filed the case against Mezbauddin after he alleged assaulted and beat up her

husband, Shaheen.  Rasheda said that her husband was not at home and did not know where he

was or when he would return.  She refused to comment on the incident.  RAB – 12 headquarters

also refused to make any comment and told the fact finders to make enquiries at the local police

station.  Odhikar visited the police station but the Duty Officer, Sub Inspector Mahbub refused to

comment on RAB activities. He did, however, say that Rashida, who lived int he same locality as

Mesbauddin, had filed a case against him on the charge of assault and battery on her husband.

The case was filed on 11 November 2006.  

Hospital sources told Odhikar that two bullets were found lodged in the body of Mesbauddin.

Mesbauddin’s wife, Selina Khatun and elder brother Ekhlas Uddin, told Odhikar that Mesbauddin

ran a petty business and to kill him in such a menner was utterly inhuman. They alleged that he

had not been affiliated to any political party or had any enemies.

Victim: 

Charged person:

1.  Sub Inspector Nizam Shikdar, In Charge of Barodi Police Line under the Meherpur Sadar

police station.

2.  Four police constables who were with SI Nizam Shikdar at the time of the incident.

Place of occurrence:

Khokon’s house

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations;
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Subject of fact-finding Farmer beaten to death by Police

Source Ajker Kagoj, Amar Desh and other national dailies. November 27, 2006

Date of occurrence 25 November 2006 Fact-finding No. 38

Date of fact-finding 27 November 2006 File No. 38

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Khokon 30 Male Beaten by police Farmer
Dulu Sheikh

(father)

Kulpara,

Alamdanga,

Chuadanga

No legal action was taken by the victim’s family, since the deceased wife has been told not to do so.

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not known

Date of fact-finding



Name and addresses of eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar carried out a fact finding mission on the incident of a farmer who died as a result of
police atrocities in Alamdanga, Chuadnaga.  The incident had been reported in various national
dailies on 27 November 2006. Odhikar interviewed relatives of the deceased Khokon, local
residents, hospital sources and the local police.

On 24 November 2006, at around 2:00 am, a group of 10 – 12 police from the local police line
came to Khokon’s home.  The forcibly entered his bedroom and dragged him out of the house.
They demanded that he tell them the directions of his brother-in –laws (sister’s husband) house.
Khokon’s sister and her husband live in the neighbouring village of Khadimpur.  Khokon’ s
mother told Odhikar fact finders that when her son refused to tell them the address, they tied his
legs and waist with ropes, threw him on the ground and began kicking him with their heavy boots.
On hearing his cries, neighbour Idris Ali (25) and his mother Momena (45) and others in
neighbouring homes closed around the scene and witnessed the beating.  The police then put
Khokon into their car and drove off. At Gokulkhali More, they pushed him out of the car and Sub
Inspector Nizam began hitting him with the butt of his rifle.  Rebecca, the wife of one Mannan,
who lives next to the Gokulkhali More spoke to Odhikar.  She saw the beating and said that when
Khokon became still, the police put him back into the car and drove off. When they saw the
Khokon’s condition had seriously deteriorated, they took him to Doctor Haibat Ali in Gokulkhali
Bazar.

Haibat Ali told Odhikar that Khokon was dead when the police brought him to see the doctor.

Eyewitness and local residents, Khaleq, Lalon and Mannan and others told Odhikar that they had
never heard any news or rumour about Khokon’s name attached to any case. They added that
Khokon had never been involved in any terrorist or criminal activities.

The Barodi Police Line, where the police who took Khokon away were from, is situated in the

district of Meherpur while Khokon’s village is in the district of Chuadanga. Odhikar fact finders

visited the police camp and came to know that SI Nizam had been transferred to the Bamundi

police stations’ s Kumuridanga police line. The present In-charge of the Barodi police line was

Sub Inspector A. Shahi, who was not in his office at the time. The Officer in Charge of Kushtia

Sadar Police Station, Abdus Salam, commented that all he knew was that Khokon had died of a

heart attack.

The new Superintendent of Police of Meherpur District, Khondokar Rafiqul Islam talked to

Odhikar fact finders via the telephone.  He said that he had heard of the incident and has sent ASP
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Name Address

Delowar (55) (Victim’s father) Kulpara, Alamdanga, Chuadanga

Idris Ali (25) (Neighbour) Kulpara, Alamdanga, Chuadanga

Khaleq, Lalon, Mannan (Neighbour) Kulpara, Alamdanga, Chuadanga

Rebecca (20) Gokulkhali, Kulpara, Alamdanga

Haibat Ali (Doctor) Gokulkhali, Kulpara, Alamdanga

Khondokar Rafiqul Islam Superintendent of Police, Meherpur



(Circle) Jainuddin to investigate the matter.  He also stated that if there was enough evidence that

the incident had actually taken place, the culprits would be severely punished.

Doctors Shadat and Said-Ur-Rahman, who carried out the post mortem on Khokon stated that

there were many wounds and bruises on the body, especially on the neck and lower torso.  

Khokon’s father, Delowar (55) told the Odhikar fact finders that they have yet to file a case

regarding Khokon’s death.  He said that the local Chairman has told the family not to lodge a case

and that he ( the Chairman) would take steps to try and settle the matter. When contacted by

Odhikar, the said Chairman said that the Officer in Charge of Chuadanga police station was trying

to silence the family by giving them money.

Khokon had been married for only nine months. His wife, Nilofer, told Odhikar that she wanted

to go to court and see the police punished for murdering her husband.  She added that local

influential people were pressurising her husband’s family not to file any case.

Victim: 

Charged Person:

1. Shafiqul Islam, Sub Inspector, Nabiganj police station 

2. 10 other constables 

Place of occurrence:

At an area called Bashir Bari, next to Paler Bazaar on the Nabiganj-Habiganj main road.

Legal action:
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Subject of fact-finding Transport worker dies due to police atrocities

Source Ajker Kagoj, Ittefaq and other national dailies on November 27, 2006

Date of occurrence 25 November 2006 Fact-finding No. 39

Date of fact-finding 28 November 2006 File No. 39

Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Harun Mia 30 Male

Beaten with rifle

butts, shot and

seriously

wounded on the

left side of his

chest, elbow and

ear.

Driver
Dewan Akhlas

(elder brother)

Village Gandha,

Ward-1 of

Nabiganj

Municipal area,

Nabiganj,

Habiganj 

No legal action has been taken



Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of Interviewees/ eyewitnesses:

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar carried out a fact finding mission on the incident of a driver who died as a result of police

atrocities in Habiganj. The incident had been reported in various national Dailies on 27 November

2006. Odhikar interviewed relatives of the deceased Harun Mia, local residents and the local

police.

Odhikar fact finders learnt that on 25 November 2006, Sub Inspectors Shafiqul Islam and Badrul

Islam, ASI Amanullah Sharkar, ASI Abdus Salam and 10 constables went to the village of

Umarpur with a warrant to arrest a criminal. They requisitioned a pick-up van (Dhaka Metro Ma

– 02-1997) from the Nabiganj Transport Owners Association to help them in their work.

Mohammad Harun Mia was the driver of that van. The police told Harun Mia to turn the vehicle

around and park on the side of the Nabiganj-Habiganj road near the village of Umarpur and left

to arrest the wanted criminal. Later the police returned with three apprehended persons. When

they saw that Harun had not turned the van around, they began to verbally abuse him. When

Harun Mia began to argue with them, they began to beat him. At one point, he died. The police

hid the body under water hyacinths in a neighbouring pond, and pushed the van into the water as

well. They then tried to write the incident off as an accident.

Harun’s wife, Momota Begum told the fact finder that Harun had no enemies in his village of

Gandha and that they were financially hard up. She said that her husband’s assistant (called a

‘helper’) told her that at around mid night on the day of the incident, police requisitioned

Haroon’s van to arrest some culprits. After crossing Paler Bazaar, the road became a dirt track and

Harun refused to proceed any further. This started an argument between Harun and the police, and

at one point he was hit with the butt of a rifle, which made him lose consciousness and die.  When

the police realised that the helper, Oli Mia, had been a witness to the whole thing, they went to

attack him too, but he fled.  According to Momota Begum, Oli went to the police station to file a
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serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not Known

Date of fact-finding

Name Addresses 

Dewan Akhlas (elder brother) Village Gandha, Nabiganj, Hobigonj

Abdur Rahim (paternal uncle) As above

Abdur Rahman (paternal uncle) As above

Md. Ashraf Ali (relative) Village Laharajpur, Nabiganj, Hobigonj

Mst. Momota Begum (wife) Village Gandha, Nabiganj, Hobigonj

Shoraj Mia (paternal cousin) As above

Badrul Rashid Chowdhury Chairperson of the Nabiganj Jeep Owners Association

Eattur Mia Chariperson of Nabiganj Workers Union

Kacha Mia Secretary of Nabiganj Workers Union

Saiful Islam Sub Inspectgor, Nabiganj Policestation



case, but the police refused to take it.  Harun’s wife said that she has three young daughters, Ruma

(8), Taniya (4) and Sadia (8 months). She worries for their future.

Oli Mia (17) could not be contacted for an interview. His family told Odhikar that he has been

missing since the night of the incident. Local journalists speculate that the Transport Workers

Union have hidden him. It must be noted here that the day after the incident, Oli Mia did go to

see the journalists and narrated the incident to them. According to the journalists, Oli told them

that at around one in the morning of 25 November 2006, He approached the van that was parked

at Paled Bazaar on the Habiganj-Nabiganj highway, and saw Harun taking a drink from a bottle

of alcohol.  At that time, he heard the police call Harun a son-of- a-bitch and heard Harun reply

in the same language. Oli witnesses the police beat Harun with the butt of their rifles, and saw

Harun fall to the ground apparently dead.  He fled the scene.  The journalists also said that Oli

told them that the police had hidden Haroon’s body under the water hyacinths.

Harun’s elder brother, Dewan Alkhas (450 told Odhikar that the police were trying to keep them

silent by offering them money. Badrul Rashid Chowdhury, Chairman of the Nabiganj Jeep

Owners Association, told Odhikar that the police has planned to kill Harun and are now making

stories to cover up their misdeed.  Ssecretary of the Nabiganj Workers Union, Eattur Mia

commented that the police were wholly responsible for Haroon’s death.  He was totally convinced

that Harun had died due to police brutality.  If he had died in an accident, then the police would

have notified Haroon’s van stand and his family.  Eattur Mia was of the opinion that the silence

of the police only proves their guilt.

Saiful Islam, Second Officer of Nabiganj police station, told Odhikar fact finders that on the day

of the incident, the police team had gone to arrest a criminal and on getting out of the van, had

told the driver to turn it around and park it.  When they returned after apprehending the criminals,

they found the van overturned.  When the police could not find the driver or his helper, they gather

the locals and tried to pull the van upright by using a truck.  Later on, they returned to the police

station by other means.  The next morning they were informed that a dead body had been found

and wn\ent to bring it back to the police station.  The police assumed that after backing the van

into the pond, the driver and his helper had fled.  

Odikar visited the scene of the incident.  They observed that there was about three feet of water

in the place where Haroon’s body had been found.  It was not possible to drown in such little

water. Haroon’s post mortem report stated that there are marks of injuries in several places on the

body, especially around the shoulders and on the head near the ears.
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Subject of fact-finding A Commissioner was alleged tortured to death by RAB in Kushtia

Source Various national dailies on 19 December 2006

Date of occurrence 18 December 2006 Fact-finding No. 40

Date of fact-finding 19-22 December 2006 File No. 40



Victim:

Charged person:

Flight Lietenant Ahamed Foisal including other RAB members

Place of occurrence:

RAB Camp, Kushtia

Legal action:

Fact finding made by other organizations:

Name and addresses of eyewitnesses

Description of the occurrence:

Odhikar conducted a fact-finding into the killing of Awami League leader and Kushtia Pourasava

Commissioner, Jahidul Islam Jahid by the Rapid Action Battalion (RAB).

The incident covered by local daily ‘Dainik Desh Tothya’ on December 19 2006 was later

investigated by Odhikar. In this regard, Odhikar collected statements of family members of the

victim, eyewitnesses, local people, administration and journalists. 

According to the victim’s wife Noorjahan Begum,  RAB arrested her husband from the house of

neighbour Askar Ali at 10am on December 10, 2006. At that time 7/8 activists of BNP and the

younger brother of Jahid’s political opponent, Milon were with the RAB team. In the name of

recovering arms RAB beat Jahid mercilessly and in the evening, Jahid was handed over to police

with serious physical injuries. He was sent to the court and then to jail. The next day it was heard

that Jahid had succumbed to his injuries in Kushtia Sadar Hospital.
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Name Age Sex Type of torture Occupation Name of Gurdian Address 

Jahidul Islam 36 Male tortured Business
Abdul Hamid

Pramanik

Village:

Chorbadh

para Milpara,

Kushtia

Police lodged a General Diary

Serial no Name of the person or organisation

Not known

Date of fact-finding

Name Addresses 

Abdul Hamid Pramanik (Victim’s father) Village: Chorbadh para Milpara, Kushtia

Noorjahan Begum (Victim’s wife) Village: Chorbadh para Milpara, Kushtia

Doctor Hossain Imam Medical Officer, Kushtia Sadar Hospital 

Alamgir Hossain (Businessman) Milpara, Kushtia



Noorjahan Begum further said that RAB killed her husband for political reasons and that he was

not involved in any underground politics. In the last Pourasava election, Jahid contested from

theAwami League (AL). His opponent was candidate Kamruzzaman Bila who contested from the

Bangladesh Nationalist Party (BNP) and was defeated. Moreover, Jahid campaigned for AL

candidate Anowar Ali for the post of Chairman. This infurated the defeated candidate from BNP,

Kutub Uddin. As a consequence, the Sharif murder case of Horisankarpur, Kholil murder case of

Seuria , a murder case in Aruapara, case of clashes in Lohapotti, case of house ransacking and

other allegedly false cases were filed against Jahid. Her elder daughter Bristi could not sit for her

scholarship examination due to the murder of her father. 

Jalal’s father, Abdul Hamid Pramanik said he does not know if Jahid was involved in underground

politics. He had a hardware business in Kushtia town and was involved in AL politics and had

enemies. His father said that dozens of cases were filed against him. He was sentenced to 14 years

imprisonment in a case. After this, he went into hiding to avoid arrest. The common people liked

Jahid. This infuriated some influential persons in the area. Abdul Hamis Pramanik demanded

justice of the murder of his son.

Mother, Hamida Begum said her only son Jahid was falsely labeled by his enemies as a drug

baron and outlaw leader.  Several cases were filed against him. He went into hiding 4/5 years. At

times, he came to meet family members and stayed in the house of neighbour.  She demanded

punishment of the RAB members for killing her son.

Relatives, eyewitness and neighbour Laksmi Begum, Sufia Begum, Hassan Ali, Sahar Ali Mistri,

Swapna Begum and Rabiul Islam said that Jahid came to the area on December 17, 2006. He

stayed at the house of neighbour Askar Ali. Next day, plain-cloth forces arrested and beat him up.

Later, local people knew that the plain cloth forces were not police but RAB.  The reason for his

death was that Jahid was tortured physically in Kushtia police-line. Most of the cases against

Jahid were false, they alleged. After his arrest, the local people brought out a procession

demanding his release.  

Neighbour Askar Ali said on that day he went to his daughter’s house and Jahid Commissioner

forcefully stayed at his house. As he went into hiding, he used to reside in the house of any

neighbour he liked when he came home. He does not know whether Jahid was involved in

underground politics, but said he carried arms with him. Three or four murder cases were filed

against him, he added. 

Village doctor Mobarek Hossain (47) and businessman Alamgir Hossain(50) who are accepted

and honoured in the area said Jahid was involved in drug business. He was a miscreant, but his

extra-judicial killing cannot be accepted.

Purasava Chairman Anowar Ali said, “Jahid campaigned for me in the last election. He was

elected Commissioner from AL. So, he was exposed and vulnerable to the attacks from BNP

supporters. He carried arms and collected tolls. His relation with the drug business was known,

but I do not know if he was involved in underground politics.”

Ward-master of Kushtia Sadar Hospital said Jahid was shifted to the hospital at 11:30 pm in a

critical condition. He received a lot of injuries to his body. He was unconcious. He succumbed to

his injuries at 11:45 pm. Dr Hossain Imam treated him. On December 19, autopsy of his body was

carried out. Dr Hossain Imam said “ Jahid bore signs of many injuries in his body. For this reason

he fell sick and might have died of a heart attack.”
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Second officer of Kushtia Sadar thana said Jahid was transferred by RAB to the police station at

6:20 pm when he was very sick and could not stand up. Many cases were filed against him. In a

case for realisation of toll, Jahid was sentenced to 14 years imprisonment. “He was a listed arms

cadre, out law and drug smuggler, ” he added. Major Hasib of Kushtia-RAB said a group of RAB

members went to arrest Jahid under the leadership of Captain Faisal. Sensing RAB, Jahid tried to

jump over the wall and flee. This caused him his injuries. Later, he was engaged in squabble with

RAB and received more injuries. Three murder cases and other cases were filed against him.

Kushtia jail authority said at 8 pm on December 18 Jahid was sent to jail with injuries on his legs

and hands. His fingers were stained with blood. Immediately, the jail doctor who is also doctor of

Kushtia Sadar Hospital, Abu Yusuf treated him. As his condition deteriorated, he was admitted to

Sadar Hospital at 11:30 pm. At 11:45 Jahid died. After autopsy, his father received his body.

The editor of local daily Anado Bazar, Manjur Ahsan Chowdhury said Jahid was Jubo League

leader who initially spoke against crime but later became involved in criminal activities. People

initially liked him enough to elect him their Commissioner. Gradually Jahid became an armed

cadre and drug trader. Mr. Chowdhury also said that Jahid had links with the outlawed Biplobi

Communist Party’s regional leader Gama, but was not sure whether he actually murdered anyone.

The murder cases against him might be fabricated by Kushtia thana.
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ANNEXTURE 2

Keynote paper for Roundtable
Meeting on ‘Police Behaviour in

Crowd Management’ 
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A Human Rights Perspective of Police 

Behavior in Crowd Management

Elyus Rahman*

T
he attitude of the Government and its law enforcing agencies in tackling public agitation is

getting violent. In this paper Odhikar has chosen four incidents where crowd management

by the law enforcing agencies was scrutinized, giving rise to several questions regarding

lack of accountability on the means and methods that are used in tackling public agitation.

Case Study-1

Kansat tragedy in Shibgonj, Chapainawabgonj

Golam Rabbani, the Convener of the Palli Biddyut Unnayan Sangram Parishad (the Action

Committee for Rural Power Development), was once the President of the Palli Biddyut Samity
(association of clients who receive electricity from the Rural Electrification Board) and thus he

knew about the alleged misdeeds of the association. Once leaving the presidentship, he discussed

this matter with the people of his locality and raised some demands and claims. The local people

expressed their solidarity with Golam Rabbani. Rallies, processions and a meeting were

organized to establish their demands. These continued until 4 January 2006 when police fired on

an allegedly peaceful procession in front of the Palli Biddyut Office and killed 2 people. Police

allegedly killed 7 more people on 23 January 2006 when they protested against the killings of 4

January (as reported). Nine people were reportedly killed and hundreds were wounded in the two

successive incidents. The government reportedly did not take action against the police, but 9

people, including Golam Rabbani were arrested. The people of the locality burst into agitation.

The government was compelled to release the detainees, including Golam Rabbani after six days

of non-stop agitation and strike, and agreed to discuss their demands. The demands were accepted

but no readiness was seen on behalf of the government even after a week of the meeting. Finding

no other alternative, the people returned to agitation. They arranged an assembly in Bekir Moar
on April 06, 2006. As thousands of people were going towards Bekir Moar in a procession, some

activists, belonging to the camp of the local MP, along with police forces allegedly resisted them.

As a result, a clash occurred. By that time, four people had been killed and some hundred others

reportedly injured. On April 12, 2006 the agitated mob went to besiege the Shibgonj Police

Station for the realization of their 14 point demands. Police reportedly shot at them and 4 agitators

were killed. Police tortured other agitators and treated them inhumanly. People were compelled

to leave their houses for fear of the police. They had to spend several nights in the open field, in

mango groves and also in the woods.

The Officer in Charge of Shibgonj Police Station told Odhikar that he could say nothing about the

incidents that took place on April 06 and 12, 2006. He also stated that they had no information
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about the 6 people who were murdered on April 12, 2006. No suit was filed in that regard and no

one complained to the police station about the incident.

The Police Superintendent of Chapinawabganj told Odhikar that he did not know whether the post

mortem of the dead bodies had been performed or any case of unnatural death had been filed.

On scanning published reports of the incidents Odhikar found that a total of 19 people had died

during the four successive incidents.

Case Study: 2 

A movement by the people of Demra, Dhaka

On May 6, 2006 in Demra, a clash between an agitated mass and the police took place. The people

of the area were suffering from want of water and power supplies as load shedding occurred 8 to

9 times a day. When the local people barricaded the Dhaka-Chittagong Highway, police allegedly

attacked them. More than one hundred people (including 14/15 police officers) were reportedly

injured during this clash. 

In protest, the agitated people blockaded the Dhaka-Chittagong Highway demanding a smooth

supply of water and power. Local BNP parliamentarian, Salahuddin Ahmed, came to the area at

around 11 am and asked them to leave immediately.  However, the residents and locals wanted

specific promises from the law maker regarding their demands before they would leave the

demonstration. As the situation was getting out of control, MP Salauddin asked the Officer-in-

Charge of the local police station, Abdul Gaffer, to open fire on the demonstrators. They were

enraged by his behavior and started pelting brickbats at the MP and chasing him. Policemen

charged the mob with batons and fired teargas shells and rubber bullets to disperse the unruly

crowd. The agitated people took control of the Dhaka-Chittagong Highway again and reportedly

damaged more than one hundred vehicles. 

Odhikar’s fact-finding team talked to the Duty Officer, SI Kohinur, of Demra Police Station who

said that no case had been filed by or against the local people and no one had been arrested. About

14/15 police constables were injured in that incident, she added.

Case Study: 3

Attack on journalist at Chittagong Stadium

Cricket took a back seat on the opening day of the second Test match between Bangladesh and

Australia, as police swung into action against the on-duty journalists, injuring at least 20 media-

men of different national dailies and satellite televisions at the Chittagong Divisional Stadium on

April 17, 2006. 

Anurup Titu of the Daily Purbokon and two other journalists, Ruhul Amin Rana of Jai Jai Din and

Rabi Shankar of Ajker Kagoj were wounded critically. 

Scenes of pandemonium enveloped the field of play during the lunch break as the police, led by

DC (Port) Ali Akbar, set themselves upon journalists, who were demanding an unconditional

apology from Sergeant Anwar — the man in uniform responsible for beating up Shamsul Haque

Tenku, photographer of the Daily Prothom Alo in the morning. The second assault started as

Akbar suddenly punched aged photojournalist Jahirul Haque in the face and kicked him. As
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Jahirul fell down on the ground, the police became more furious and launched a full-scale attack

on the reporters and photographers present there. 

The situation turned so violent that the journalists ran into the Bangladesh dressing room for

safety where the members of the cricket team provided them with first aid and tried to console

them. 

Police also attacked the journalists who held a protest meeting at the Chittagong Press Club and

who had decided to boycott the coverage of the cricket match on that day. The boycott continued

until measures were taken against the perpetrators. 

It has been reported that a government committee has recommended Tk. 14,36,397 as

compensation for the 20 journalists who were injured.

Case Study-4

Opposition sit-in in front of PMO

Awami League (AL) and its 14-party allies planned to stage a sit-in outside the Prime Minister’s

Office (PMO) on April 19, 2006 to press the demand for electoral reforms. A 24 hours ban on

gathering around the PMO was imposed by the government the previous night.

The Dhaka Metropolitan Police termed the Opposition program a “security threat” to the PMO

and announced the imposition of section 144 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, which bans any

kind of gathering, in the area around the PMO.

The ban was placed in areas from Mohakhali crossing to Shaheed Jahangir Gate, Public Service

Commission to Parjatan crossing, Bijoy Sarani to Aeroplane crossing, Rokeya Sarani to Shishu

Mela crossing to the eastern side of Mohammadia Supermarket via Mirpur Road, Dhanmondi 27

(old) to Square Hospital on Panthapath to Shelley crossing via Hotel Sundarban crossing, from

Free School Street and Bangla Motor Link Road to Maghbazar intersection to Tongi Diversion

Road up to Rainbow crossing and from Satrasta crossing to Mohakhali via Nabisco crossing. All

roads, lanes and by-lanes under the above mentioned areas were also under the ban.

Police put up barricades on the Mohakhali fly-over, at Mohakhali-Gulshan crossroads and

Nabisco crossroads. They also had diverted many buses at Kuril crossroad on Airport Road to

Badda since early morning, forcing thousands of people to walk to reach their destinations. The

law enforcers did not remove the barricade on the fly-over until 2:30pm.

Around 12 thousand law enforcers including 400 members of the Bangladesh Rifles (BDR) and

400 members of the Armed Police Battalion were deployed on the city streets from morning to

thwart the movement of the14-party leaders and activists towards the PMO for the sit-in there. 

Movement of all modes of vehicles was stopped at the17 concerned roads. Temporary barbed-

wire barricades were also set up at different crossings on those roads. Around 4,000 policemen

were brought into the city from outside Dhaka. The police had armored cars, riot cars and vehicles

equipped with water canons at their disposal. While trying to break through the barriers and

advance towards the sit-in venue, Opposition activists locked horns with some 15,000 law

enforcers including police, the Rapid Action Battalion (RAB) and Bangladesh Rifles (BDR) in a

number of areas including Dhanmondi, Bangla Motor, Mirpur, Jigatala, and Farmgate.
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At least 100 people, including some law enforcers, were injured in the pitched battles spanning

several hours, when police lobbed teargas shells, fired rubber bullets and charged with batons on

Opposition pickets, who counter-charged by hurling brickbats. On the eve of the Opposition’s

program, the police went on a blanket-arrest drive. The lockups in the city police stations were

reportedly sardine-packed with Opposition activists and apolitical arrestees the day before the

Opposition’s program in front of the PMO (The Daily Star, April 19, 2006).

Police vans crammed with arrestees moved back and forth between the Chief Metropolitan

Magistrate’s Court, Dhaka and elsewhere in the city all day long. Family members of the arrestees

crowded the court premises as their relatives were produced before the court. Talking to the

newsmen, most of them claimed their relatives were innocent and victims of police harassment.

The above-mentioned case studies have indicated violations of the following human rights by the

law enforcing agencies. These are:

� Freedom from arbitrary arrest and detention

� Freedom of movement

� Freedom of assembly

� Freedom of press

In case study-1, the people of Kansat were struggling for a long time for want of an uninterrupted

electric supply and people revolted against the highly irregular supply of electricity which cost a

reported twenty lives under police firing. As usual, women and children were used as vanguards. 

In case study -2 at Demra the agitated citizens were demonstrating against the non-availability of

water and the interrupted supply of electricity which are the basic elements for living and

obviously it is the responsibility of the State to provide these services and take necessary steps to

maintain these services uninterrupted. 

After the Kansat tragedy, the same agitation and police action took place in Shanir Akhra, Demra.

In both cases police charged with batons and lobbed teargas shells on the reportedly peaceful

demonstration. Interestingly, it was political pressure that instigated the police to open fire. 

Nowadays, using police for political interest is a common trend and it also raises questions

regarding the accountability of the law enforcers. 

Article 31 of our Constitution states that, “....to enjoy the protection of the law, and to be treated

in accordance with law, is the inalienable right of every citizen, wherever he may be, and of every

other person for the time being within Bangladesh, and in particular no action detrimental to the

life, liberty, body, reputation or property of any person shall be taken except in accordance with

law.”

In case studies 1 and 2, the law enforcers acted as per the instructions of the local lawmakers

with total indifference regarding their commitment towards the people.

The Police Regulation of Bengal, 1943 (PRB) which is the key code of conduct for the police

officials, states a few sections regarding the role of using fire arms and police behavior. Section

153 of PRB permits the use of firearms for the following three purposes only: 
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� to exercise the right of private defense of person or property, 

� for dispersal of unlawful assemblies and 

� to effect arrest in certain circumstances. 

Section 33 (on behavior towards public) states that, (a) No police force can work successfully

unless it wins the respect and good-will of the public and secure its cooperation. All ranks,

therefore, while being firm in the execution of their duty, must show forbearance, civility and

courtesy towards all classes, officers of superior rank must not only observe this instruction

themselves but on all occasions impress their subordinates with the necessity of causing as little

friction as possible in the performance of their duties. 

a. Rudeness, harness and brutality are forbidden; and every officer of superior rank must take

immediate steps for the punishment of any offenders who came to his notice.

b. No officer should be recommended for promotion who habitually disregards the above

instructions.

c. Every officer, especially an officer of or above the rank of Deputy Superintendent, shall be

easily accessible, both at Headquarters and when on tour, to gentlemen, whether officials

or non- officials, and to other respectable persons and shall encourage them to

communicate their opinions to him freely. 

d. Officers responsible for training a Probationary Assistant Superintendent shall impress

upon him the necessity for showing courtesy towards gentlemen and teach him how to

conduct himself towards them. 

Apparently, a vast difference between what is written in books and what is practiced has been
noticed as is evident from the above incidents. 

In case study-4, “Police exercised maximum tolerance”, commented DMP Deputy
Commissioner (South) Mazharul Hoque after the skirmishes. “We dispersed the opposition
workers only when they broke the police barricade and hurled brickbats on us, violating the ban,”
he added (The Daily Star, April 20).

However, the Opposition leaders reportedly claimed, “Police baton-charged us indiscriminately,
and lobbed teargas shells and fired gunshots on our leaders and workers, when we were trying to
make them understand that this is a peaceful sit-in program.”

On freedom of assembly, Article 37 of the Constitution states, ‘Every citizen shall have the right
to assemble and to participate in public meetings and processions peacefully and without arms,
subject to any reasonable restrictions imposed by law in the interests of public order or public
health.’ This provision upholds that the right to peaceful assembly should not be denied except in
situations of national security or public safety. However, international standards limit the use of
force by authorities in controlling peaceful or non-peaceful assemblies. International standards
require that the law enforcement officials should use force only as a last resort, in proportion to
the threat posed, and in a way to minimize damage or injury. 

Besides, ‘right of association’ covers the right of individuals to ‘associate’ together and establish

associations. Some countries have sought to hamper the ability of individuals to form associations

by a variety of means: by claiming they do not agree with the political purposes of the

associations; by denying legal personality which would be essential for day to day running and

for taking on contractual relationships; by imposing cumbersome and partial registration
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processes; by imposing financial constraints. The right of association not only applies to

individuals who wish to form associations but also guarantees associations so formed to have

rights to operate freely and without interference. In the incidents mentioned above, this right was

totally ignored.

That day, AL and 14 party alliances had planned a sit–in, in front of the PMO to show their protest

and the Home Ministry and the police department created a kind of curfew situation. The traffic

system of the capital city collapsed as all the main roads surrounding the PMO was closed. It

hampered the right to movement of the people and the harassment was immense.

Discussing some relevant provisions of the Police Act 1861 may be relevant in this regard. (The

translations mentioned below are unofficial)

Section 30 

i)   Police Superintendent or Assistant Police Superintendent of the district can regulate any

meeting, procession or assembly on public road and can also specify the roads where and

when the assembly or procession should be held.

ii)  The district magistrate can compel the conveners of a procession or an assembly to take

license if he suspects any type of breach of peace in the assembly or procession.

Section 30 (a)

i)   If the conditions of the license are violated, any magistrate, police super, assistant police

super or inspector or officer in charge of the police station can stop the procession or order

for dispersion.

ii)  If the assembly or procession fails or denies maintaining the order, the assembly would

be considered an unlawful assembly.

Section 30, says that the authorized officers are entitled to regulate where and when a meeting

would be held but it does not mention how they fix the schedule of such events without discussing

the matter with the concerned parties. This section can thus be easily abused. Very often they

whimsically obstruct peaceful assemblies just to make the political patrons happy. However, this

is obviously not democratic.

In section 30 (a), the means by which police will a disperse procession is not mentioned. In the

name of ‘dispersal’ they use bullets where the situation might be tackled easily by tear shells,

baton charging or water canons. It has been noticed that no law enforcer has died whereas more

than fifty people have reportedly been killed by the law enforcers in the name of crowd

management in recent times. 

Unfortunately the term ‘unlawful’ is not signified clearly either and thus there exists the

opportunity for the law to be misused.

Section 31

It is the responsibility of the police to maintain law and order in places where people gather or

move regularly. Police should ensure that any procession can pass along the road peacefully and

that no obstacle is made baring the movement of the common people.
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This provision is silent about recourse in case of failure of police to perform its responsibility.

There are numbers of laws and regulations but no check and balance is available and specific

provisions on ways of crowd management are absent. 

The freedom of assembly in order to protest sometimes conflicts with laws intended to protect

public safety, even in democratic countries: in many cities, the police are authorized by law to

disperse any crowd (including a crowd of political protesters) which threatens public safety. The

idea is to prevent rioting. Often local law requires that a permit must be obtained in advance by

protest organizers if a protest march is anticipated; the permit application can be denied.

Sometimes this bureaucratic power is abused by lawmakers if the protest is not a popular one in

the community.

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights has provisions that everyone has the right to peaceful

assembly and association (Article 20). As a resolution, it itself is not legally binding despite

common assumptions to the contrary. However, the UDHR did establish important principles and

values which were later elaborated in legally binding UN treaties. Moreover, a number of its

provisions have become part of customary international law.

The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights follows in the same foot steps, as in its

Article 22. It is to be noted that as a party to the Covenant, Bangladesh is obliged to implement

its contents.

UN Basic Principles on the Use of Force and Firearms by Law Enforcement Officials (1990) in

its principles 12, 13, 14, has set standards which emphasize that police must not interfere with

lawful and peaceful assemblies, and prescribes limits on the ways in which force may be used in

violent assemblies.

In the last few hartals it was noticed that the demonstrators were seriously barred by police in

performing their activities. It has also been observed that many of the female police officials are

ruder and more aggressive than their male colleagues. It is alleged that the police authority use

them to turn on the female demonstrators and that they are merciless in the matter of battering

female activists. 

In case study -4, freedom of movement of the people was seriously hampered as most of the

intersections near the PMO were blocked. Students, pedestrians and professionals were the

greatest sufferers. If the streets were closed on the pretext of security concern, the authority

should have declared a holiday otherwise close all schools, offices or institutions in those areas.

The traffic system of the capital collapsed and the residents of Dhaka faced untold sufferings. 

In case study -3, it was noticed that the journalists were the most vulnerable in the face of police

atrocities. Article 39.2 (b) of the Bangladesh Constitution guarantees freedom of the press but

personal security and freedom of pressmen is endangered in Bangladesh. A free press is also the

key to transparency and good governance. The press can facilitate the protection of human rights

and the rule of law. By highlighting acts of commission and omission, the press makes the

government accountable to people at large.
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Recommendations:

From the observations made on the given incidents, some recommendations can be drawn in order

to improve the crowd management capacities of the police. 

• In the background of increasing controversy over police behavior, the existing rules,

regulations and guidelines need to be revised and developed.

• A monitoring body can be set up to monitor overall police behavior 

• Human rights orientation of police personnel, particularly those who are deployed in the

field has become essential.

• Police Regulations, 1943, Police Act, 1861 and other relevant laws need to be amended in

the perspective of emergence of new situations and circumstances and in light with

international human rights norms.

• Political use of the police force by parties in government must be stopped immediately.
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On Fundamental Challenges of South Asian

Human Rights Defenders
Pitfalls of uncritical assumptions

Farhad Mazhar*

W
e are here to discuss security and law from south Asian perspective this is the theme of

the regional discussion meeting. Within this broader context of security and law we

intend to address our challenges as human rights defenders.

The framing of the theme already shows a couple of assumptions. One of the assumptions is that

we know what we mean by ‘security’ and ‘security’ as such or its emerging theoretical, political

and legal configuration is some how related to law, but it is unclear what are our positions with

regard to their relation. Does security ensures law or law ensures security? If law is inherently

unjust could it deliver security? Why are we shy to discuss security and justice? Why we are silent

on justice? Could we conceive any notion of human rights defenders without evoking the notion

of justice?

That there is a problem in the notion of security is evident from the need to conceive the notion

of ‘human security’ separate from conventional assumptions about ‘national security’. Human

security is relatively new concept and now widely used to describe the complex of interrelated

threats associated with civil war, genocide and displacement of civil war, genocide and the

displacement of populations. National security focuses on the defence of the state from external

attack; human security is about protecting individual and communities from any form of political

violence. The need to separate individual citizens from state is a very significant phenomenon

since it argues that secure national states do not automatically mean secure peoples. Protecting

citizens from foreign attack may be a necessary condition for the security of individuals, but it is

not a sufficient one. The fact is during the last 100 years far more people have been killed by their

own governments than by foreign enemies. 

So, human security protects individual from states, and such concepts are used to intervene

military into a state in the name of ‘humanitarian’ intervention disregarding the conventional

notion of sovereignty and United Nations charter. Nevertheless there is also debate what

constitutes ‘human security’ proponents of the ‘narrow’ concept of human security, which

underpins the Human Security Report, focus on violent threats to individuals, while recognizing

that these threats are strongly associated with poverty, lack of state capacity and various forms of

socio-economic and political inequity. In contrast proponents of the ‘broad’ concept of human

security articulated in the UN Development Programmes 1994, Human Development Report, and

the Commission of Human Security’s 2003 report, Human security now, argue that the threat

* Advisor, Odhikar and President of the Editorial Board, Monthly Chinta
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agenda should be broadened to include hunger, disease and natural disasters because these kill far

more people than war, genocide and terrorism combined.

So we see we cannot accept a notion uncritically and we need to remain attentive to its genealogy

as well as its use. From our theme we have also excluded deliberately or unconsciously the

discussion between violence and law despite the fact the rsion in theoretician. Militarisation and

suspension of civil and human rights in the North Eastern States, Kashmir, insurgency of the

revolutionary left, continuation of the violence and brutality against the dalits, ‘pushing back’ the

so called Bangladeshis and rampant extra judicial killing in the border area some of the examples

of the instability caused by India and concerns of human rights defenders, India increasingly

mirroring the behaviour of USA and its defence, security, agricultural and educational

entanglement with Israel and the USA is definitely is a security concern of the peoples of South

Asia. While it is easy to bring other states into disciplines, it is not easy to force a large and

powerful state like India to abide by the international norms of human rights.

The point we are making is not that we should or could resolve this debate now, but rather to argue

that as human rights defenders we can not uncritically assume a category or a theme and start

discussion as if we know we what we are talking about.    

Also let us think beyond the obvious? Why should we frame our horizon as “South Asia?” Why

not Asia for example, or the world? Is it because we do not want to talk about Palestine, about the

recent brutal, violent and barbaric aggression by the state of Israel against the people of Lebanon?

Killing of women, children and unarmed civilians? Is it because we can remain silent when

peoples of Palestine are being punished by the international community because they have voted

Hamas to power? Is it because we could remain silent on the popular resistance against the

brutality of US-Israel aggression against Lebanon led by Hizubullah since aggressor states termed

them as ‘terrorists’ organization? As Human Rights Defenders we must condemn human rights

violation of the both sides but we can not remain silent on the injustice, war, violence and rampant

killing by certain powerful states violating all diplomatic norms, ethical values and international

conventions for which we stand. We immediately violation s and their defiance to remain above

the global community as well as the ethical realms where we all stand together irrespective of our

origin, colour, country, religion or for that matter any particular identity.       

So, our primary challenge is indeed achieving clarity on the complexity of various categories,

concerns and issues and situating them within the framework of human rights in order to

undertake activities that are critical and urgent.

Imperial war, violence and racism

Challenge of human rights Defenders starts from squarely addressing the issue of violent and

brutal from of imperial war we just observing as being staged one by one in Palestine,

Afghanistan, Iraq and Lebanon that goes beyond all diplomatic norms and global system of the

sovereign states and directly affects all individuals irrespective of where they are situated

geographically or to which community or state they belong. We must refuse to discuss singular

acts of terrorism without bringing the global context of state terrorism. Discussing security and

law as if our problem is merely the terrorism of the non-state actors within our countries and

political boundaries is simply to talk side with neo-cons of Washington and taking side with rabid

racism.
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Although we know inequality in wealth, political power and erosion of personal dignity because

of consumerist culture has been creating serious security problem all over world but we all more

or less agree that the events of September 11, 2001, the US led ‘war on terror’ has been

fundamentally transforming the global political orders. The reconfiguration of the global order

thus the dominant security discourses are based on the following assumptions:

1. It is articulated and presented as an ‘eternal’ war to fight the ‘evil’ forces of militant Islam.

A ‘non-state’ evil that is faceless and can be digitised and constructed in the media as wished

by the west. The crux is that Untied States is in war to gain control of, and access to, the vast

and valuable natural resources of the Middle East and Centre Asia is hidden behind such

strategic deployment of war propaganda.

2. The ‘war’ has resurfaced and reintroduced the old colonial constructs that west is ‘civilized’

and the white world must be protected from the `barbaric’ ‘Other’. It is only the West that is

committed to ‘democracy’ and whatever they do must be considered ‘good’ and they are

fighting against of the it has reintroduced the idea of the good modern ‘west’, committed to

democracy and freedom, against a ‘fanatic’, ‘irrational’ and irredeemably medieval ‘Islam’.

3. The targeted other the constructed evil of the west is Islam. The quintessential  other of the

‘West’, as always and everywhere violent and oppressive. So, women of Islam must be

emancipated by the west through war as we saw in Afghanistan.

This is the reason why Sunera Thubani, the well know feminist activist of Canada has recently

said the following in a woman’s meeting in Vancouver the following.

“Today’ ‘Muslim’ operates as a racialised category, not only as a religious identity. It is equated

with a hatred of civilization, rationality and modernity. The only ‘good’ Muslim today, as

Mahmood Mamdani has pointed out, is the one who readily prostrates her/himself before the idea

of the superiority of the west. The only good Muslim is the one who readily supports the global

and imperial ambitions of the United States and its allies, which includes Canada. Every other

Muslim is suspect.”

However, it would be a grave mistake to define the racism that informs this war as shaped only

by the older, historical patterns of past colonial conquests. This war is remaking anew the

recialised divisions within the global order, and most particularly, the recialised division between

the ‘white’ populations of the countries of the ‘west’ and their co-inhabitants. the war is a

remarking of white supremacy, but a remaking that not only looks to its past glories, but one

which is forward looking, and  which seeks to shape the future of the global order by redrawing

what WEB DuBois called the colour line.The banal and endless exaltations of ‘western’ culture

and racial divides which have been greatly intensified since the launch of the war.’

So, the premise for the discussion of security and law can not be abstract legalism without any

context. It is increasingly becoming clearer to the human rights Defenders around the world that

the radicalisation of Islam and Muslim Community has become the fundamentals concern given

the ongoing imperial war to ponder the non-renewable energy to secure the unsustainable

industrial societies of the west and brutal profiteering activities of the trans-national corporations.

From this premise one could also draw the following conclusions:

From national sovereignty and security point of view the major concern is the imperial ambitions

of the United states today in seeking to assert its national sovereignty as a globalise sovereignty.
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The doctrine of-emption and pre-emptive war developed by the bush Administration claims to

proactively defend U.S. interests possible future actions by its opponents is the major security

concerns for us. The alliance of this doctrine with new-conservatives, a certain section of

Christian evangelists and zionism has increased the threat to a point of polarization of the world

that must be taken into account in human rights activism anywhere in the world.

In South Asia recent shift of Indian policy from non alignment and absconding of it progressive

policy of supporting anti-imperialist national liberation movements towards USA and Israel and

willingness of India’s ruling class to become the regional proxy for USA and Israel poses the

greatest threat of security and stability in the region.

How USA and Israel would like to deal with ‘other’ has been exemplified by the nature of

destruction and killing of the civilians in war in Palestine, Afghanistan, Iraq and Lebanon and the

way they are dealing so called ‘enemy combatant’ in Abu Gharib, Guatanamo Bay. These events

reveal clearly the nature of the power that the U.S. intends to impose upon the populations in

subjugates and bring under occupation. Empire is its own law, and that law is violence and the

racial killing.

The point I am trying to raise is not to say that there is nothing wrong in Muslim communities or

nothing wrong in the available dominant discourse of “Islam”. But I strongly suspect any such

discussion that does not bring out the overall context and simply discuss these problems as if they

are independent and can be dealt independently. Like any religion and any community in the

world Islam and Muslims definitely have serious problems and must be dealt concretely.

Similarly like any religion or culture there are contesting interpretations corresponding to the state

of class struggles in a society. Islam is not homogeneous. As a Human Rights Defenders our task

is not interpret Islam, or endorse any of its contesting interpretations. It is up to Islam and the

Muslims to live up to the global ethical realm of universal human rights that we endorse and fight

for. While we stand for universal principal we must not lose sight of the contexts and realities.

There must be dialectical relation between our struggle to establish universal ethical principles

and the realities within which these principles take shape.

Report 2007

186



The Nature and Scope of Security Laws and Effects
on Human Security: A Regional Perspective

Niza Concepcion* 

Introduction

O
n October 26, 2001 US President George Bush enacted Public Law No. 107-56, which is

infamously known as the US “Patriot Act”. It is the American version of a national

security law whose provisions we are all too familiar with in Asia. It has much of the same

restrictions and incursions into individual lives as we have here. American civil society has never

been as afraid of their own law as they were of the Patriot Act. A direct impact to Asia had been

the rush towards legislation, strengthening and application of national security laws as well as

emergency rule in more Asian countries. 

Interestingly we observed a curious silencing of official American protests to the human rights

practices of countries in the so-called coalition of the willing, members whose security laws have

accompanied their zealous participation in the global war on terror. An increase of several

millions of dollars in military and intelligence assistance especially in the Southeast Asian region

was also observed.

In a submission of the Asian Legal Resource Center (ALRC) to the Commission on Human

Rights in 2003, the group asserted that the historical purpose of Asian security laws was to

obstruct political opposition and prevent criticism of government. The Center further pointed out

that the current ‘global war against terror’ has become a latest pretext for introducing new laws

to stifle democratic dissent.1

The Special Rapporteur on the Protection and Promotion of the right to freedom of opinion and

expression Mr. Abid Hussain, in his report to the Commission on Human Rights in 1999, cited

his concern about the manner in which “anti-terrorism and national security laws can, on
occasion, be misused by officials to violate both the right to freedom of opinion and expression
and the right to seek, receive and impart information.”2 The observation of the Special

Rapportueur highlighted only one among many threats of internal security laws on human rights

and human security in the region. 

Report 2007

187

* Program Coordinator, FORUM-ASIA
1 E/CN.4/2004/NGO/49  Geneva, 5 April 2004
2 E/CN.4/1999/64 New York 29 January 1999

“The taking of measures to combat terrorism is not new. They always existed and they always

posed problems for human rights. But the problem has intensified. September 11 gave a sort

of legitimacy. Where states once criticized these measures, now what we find is a kind of

tolerance.”

U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rights Mary Robinson



Purpose of Security Laws

National security laws are of basically two kinds, emergency decrees, usually an administrative

order or executive acts, and long-standing legislation passed by parliament. 

National Security Laws were supposed to be addressing the following threats: 

(a) Insurgency

(b) Criminality

(c) Terrorism

The outcome are always almost the same: 

(1) strengthening of powers of law enforcement bodies, their auxiliary bodies, and the

military,

(2) centralization and heightening of state control over the determination, apprehension,

prosecution, punishment, and prevention of suspected illegal acts

(3) creation of an atmosphere of fear among the community in the hopes that criminal

elements, so-called terrorists and insurgents are not supported nor encouraged

However as in the case of Southern Thailand, Nepal and Sri Lanka, the result have mostly been

the opposite, with emergency rule flaming violence and pushing peaceful options farther away.

Methods and Apparatus

One of the biggest legal disasters in this region is that national security laws, supposedly

emergency measures, time-bound and should only address specific situations with specific

responses, have been in force for decades in many countries, with the entire police and military

apparatus operating under these security measures as if the countries are permanently in peril. 

Another is the confusing interpretation of national security, loose interpretation of what is a

‘terrorist’ and often with no distinction between legitimate critics of government policies and

criminal elements.  These are what keep the state in constant direct confrontation with democratic

movements.

Asia’s experiences in the application of security laws since the Cold War have always been of

human rights breach, without accountable infrastructures to address the excesses of security

measures. Citizens have had no voice in setting the security agenda of their countries and

therefore became mere observers of security measures if not outright victims of them. Instead of

ensuring the free exchange of information and constructive debate about security laws and their

application, curtailment of parliament and censorship of the press often accompany them, thereby

further limiting citizen’s participation in their own security.

Centralized state security machinery - the police and military, often failing to distinguish real

suspects from legitimate dissenters of government operate under a general sweep and

apprehension of people, zoning of villages, disruption of daily life. When military tribunals take

over trials of civilians, judicial systems are often too weak to protect the rights of people against

abuse. 

In the case of Malaysia and Singapore, British legacy of the ISA are basically preventive

detention measures for suspected ‘enemies of the state’, a complete disregard for the principle of

clear and present danger. ISA has been notorious for allowing torture of detainees not only for

extraction of information but also to punish known or suspected critics of government. 
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In a joint statement by UN Special Rapporteurs and Independent Experts in 2003 during their

annual meeting in Geneva, they expressed alarm at the growing threats to human rights by the

‘multiplication of policies, legislation and practices being adopted by many countries in the name

of the fight against terrorism which affect negatively the enjoyment of all human rights.3 The

ALRC cited the strengthening of security laws in Malaysia, Nepal, Korea, India, Indonesia and

Burma. There are further indications of renewed emergency decrees in countries such as Sri

Lanka, the Philippines, Thailand, Singapore and Bangladesh.

Human Security vs. National Security

Human Security as a concept grew popular sometime after it was introduced in the 1994 Human

Development Report by the UNDP and was first influential as a concept at the 2005 World

Summit on Social Development in Copenhagen. A series of humanitarian disasters highlighted by

Rwanda, Yugoslavia, East Timor and Sri Lanka accelerated the need to practice human security

on the ground as opposed to the traditional concept of national security.

Human Security, for our purposes here, rejects the notion of national security as a preservation of

the state, and asserts that government, for it to retain legitimacy, has a responsibility to protect its

citizens from fear and from want. What does this mean? Essentially that if security apparatuses

focus on protecting the individual citizens and groups from real threats to their survival rather

than on perceived threats to the nation state, the realization of security for all would be complete. 

Contrary to the traditional object of security which is preservation of the government, or the

notion of public order or keeping of values, human security focuses on getting people themselves

to define what threats to their security are. It is empowering people to participate and benefit from

the security measures. Poverty, deprivation, sickness and injustice must be understood as the more

real threats to the security of people because they remove people’s confidence in their well-being.

Re-orienting the security sector towards addressing health, food, environmental or personal

security makes national security people-oriented not state-imposed.

For instance a farmer working on a farm is arrested and tortured; he will be unable to continue

work to provide for his family. The resulting impact on the security of livelihood and well-being

of his family is immediate and severe. Without state intervention in these cases the insecurity

would be permanent. Imagine a multiplication of such a case by a thousand-fold in a military-

ruled country like Burma. Human security entails governments to protect the farmer from fear of

being apprehended and tortured, and protect his family from fear of going hungry due to the loss

of their livelihood, even under emergency rule. 

In conclusion, the application of human security would necessitate the repeal of most national

security laws as they exist now from China to Sri Lanka. At the minimum, there are meticulous

guidelines provided by international human rights law asserting that non-derogable rights be

protected at all times. 

Several important mechanisms must be adopted towards ensuring the people’s security. A free and

dynamic mass media is essential to monitor and attract attention to the weaknesses of the security
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system. The role of parliaments, national human rights institutions and the courts are crucial for

accountability and providing remedy to abuses. An empowered civil society and vibrant

democracy would prove to be effective partners in implementing human-centered  security

regimes. Combined with a genuine professionalization of the law enforcement apparatus towards

ensuring physical, political and environmental safety for the citizenry, human security can be a

more potent answer to threats of terrorism, domestically and globally.
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Human Security, Human Rights and Development
Prof. Buddhadeb Chaudhuri*

Let me start providing certain facts of the 20th Century:

1. In this period, some 100 million people were killed in armed conflicts and further 120

million dead as a result of politically related violence where religion or race or ethnicity

or political background was the main factor.

2. At the start of the century, during armed conflict, 5% if the casualties were civilians, at the

end of the century, 90% of such casualties were civilians.

3. Over 120 million land mines were deployed in more than 64 countries and most of the

victims were civilians (Venkatachaliah, 2002).

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights adopted around fifty eight years back was a great

step of eliminate conflict and establish equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human

society, rich or poor, regardless of status, race, religion, colour, sex or political background.

Nevertheless, the world has seen the barbarous inhumanity during the two world wars. Prof. Rene

Cassin, the noted French Jurist, who was connected with this Declaration, was offered the Nobel

Prize after 20 years in 1968. Once he said, “Men are not always good.”

In the evolution of Human Rights, the western powers were more interested to give priority to the

Civil and Political Rights, often referred as “First Generation Rights”, while the Socialist

countries were interested in the Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, often referred as “Second

Generation Rights”. The concept of “Third Generation Rights” was also introduced afterwards to

refer the rights of the people or groups including right of Self-Determination, Development and

Environment. The Vienna World Conference on Human Rights, 1993 reaffirmed that the Civil,

Political, Economic, Social and Cultural Rights are “Universal, interdependent and indivisible.”

It has been observed:

“Human Rights best understood as part of law, part of philosophy and part of political movement.

The values which drive the idea of human rights owe almost as much to poetry and music as they

do to legal principles. They owe nearly as much to the spirituality of all the great religions and to

the eternal quest for righteousness as they do to revolutions and the demand for freedom from

state tyranny..... The idea of rights has changed over time because people have acted together to

claim rights in different circumstances and with varying goals in mind...... In other words, in the

history of humans, distinct periods arrive when new rights come into prominence as a force of

change. That does not make Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and other rights any way less

important than Civil and Political Rights.” (Ms. Klug)
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It is really interesting to note the contribution of International Human Rights regime in the last

few decades. The development has profound impact conceptual and practical issues. In

International Law, the sovereign states were the  subject of international law and main actors.

International human rights regime has projected on the centre-stage the individual. This has

interesting implications in the context of scope of human rights and human security. 

The concept of “human security” has initiated the debate – what “security” means and how to

achieve it. The concept has been defined and pursued in different ways by different nation states

as – as a means of reducing the human costs of violent conflicts, as a strategy to enable

governments to address basic human needs and offset the inequities of globalization and as a

means to provide social safety nets to impoverished- marginalized people. The discussion on

disarmament- development nexus that took place in various UN forums in response to the Cold

War arms race contributed in the understanding of human security. Besides a number of

Commissions like Brandt Commission, the Brunt land Commission and the Commission on

Global Governance helped to change the focus of security analysis from national and state

security to security of the people. Infect, subsequently there was a growing recognition of non-

military threats in global security debate. The Human Development Report of UNDP (1994)

provided seven separate components of human security: 

1. Economic security (assured basic income)

2. Food security (physical and economic access to food)

3. Health security (relative freedom from disease and infection)

4. Environmental security (access to safe water, clean air and a non degraded land system)

5. Personal security (security from physical violence and threats)

6. Community security (security of cultural identity) and 

7. Political security (enjoyment of basic human rights and freedom)

Some have criticised the above scope and definition of human rights too broad. However, others

feel that a more broad definition is necessary and desirable considering linked it more explicitly

to human rights and humanitarian law. This marked a shift in the norms of state sovereignty with

particular reference to human rights protection. Canada criticised the scope of human security as

provided by UNDP for focusing more emphasis on under development and ignoring human

security resulting from violent conflict. (DFAIT,  1999) The varied nations and concepts of human

security initiated an interesting debate in the context of national security and human security and

“freedom from want” and “freedom from fear”. It is interesting to note that some Asian thinkers

and governments see human security as yet another attempt by the West to impose its values and

political institutions on non-western societies. Others have pointed out the non-military threats to

human security as a reality in many countries and emphasized the need of a collective human

security agenda. Canada focused human security as “security of the people” which was also

supported by Norway and the two countries have formed a Human Security Partnership

identifying a nine-point agenda of human security covering, land-mines, formation of an

International Criminal Court, human rights, international humanitarian law,  women and children

in armed conflict, small arms proliferation, child soldiers, child labour and northern cooperation.

The observation of Japan in the context of perception of human security may be mentioned here.

“In Japan’s view, however, human security is a much broader concept. We believe that freedom

from want is no sell critical than freedom from fear. So long as its objectives are to ensure the
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survival and dignity of individuals as human beings, it is necessary to go beyond thinking of

human security solely in terms of protecting human life in conflict situations.”  

To understand human security, Astrid Suhrke (1999) emphasized the issue of “vulnerability” with

reference to three categories of victims- those of war and internal conflicts, those living at or

below subsistence levels and victims of natural disaster. Dr Sverre Lodgaard (2000) of Norwegian

Institute of International Affairs advocated for a narrower scope of human security which he felt

should not be mixed up with human development. Thus the debate of human security arises from

the varied perception, the western usage reflects the individualistic ethos of liberal democracy

which conflicts with the Asian approach to human rights which, as felt by Asian thinkers should

cover the different cultural contexts and historical experiences of Asia. The human security calls

for a shift of security considering from state security to security for the people, which includes

both individuals and communities considering the survival and well-being of all communities.

The observation of Prof. Amartya Sen (1999), a Nobel Laureate and a Member of International

Commission on Human Security is worth mentioning here who pointed out the crucial link

between  freedom from fear and freedom from want. Human security gives emphasis on human

dignity without ignoring the rights of societies and non-political rights. Safety and dignity of

individuals or people can not be compromised. Infect, in the human security paradigm, the

tolerance of human rights violation for economic development or social stability is not

acceptable. 

Democracy, Human Security and Development:

In the last twenty years alone 81 more countries of the world have moved towards democratic

practices, some 33 of them had their military regimes replaced by civil governments. Democratic

Governance and human development have an intimate interrelationship. Participatory decisions

are at the heart of human development. Authoritarian regimes often argue that they have

advantages in building strong states that can make though decisions in the interests of people.

They also argue that democratic processes create disorder and impede efficient management—-“

that countries must choose between democracy and development, between extending political

freedom and expanding incomes.” Human Development Report 2002, however provided the

opposite picture.

“..... There are good reasons to believe that democracy and growth are compatible. With just two

exceptions, all of the world’s richest countries - those with per capita income of more than

$20,000 (in 2000 purchasing power parity) - have the world’s most democratic regimes.... In

addition, 42 of the 48 high human development countries are democracies.... A systematic study

by Adam Prezeworski and other of 135 countries from 1950-90 discredits the notion of a trade off

between democracy and development.”

It has been further noted that democracies are better than authoritarian regimes in managing

conflicts and catastrophes. Democracy provides for political space and institutional mechanisms

for debate and change,  particularly in managing sudden turn downs that threaten human survival.

Human Development Report says: 

“..... In India famines were common under colonial rule.-for example 2 to 3 million people died

in 1943 Bengal famine. But since independence and democratic rule, there has been  no

recurrence of famine - despite sever crop failures and massive losses of purchasing power for

large segments of population as in 1968, 1973, 1979 and 1987. Each time the government acted
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to avoid famine. Food production fell largely in 1973 during drought in Maharastra, but famine

was averted partly because 5 million people were put to work in public works projects....” 

Justice equality and human dignity are the watch words of human rights discourse. But the

inequity of the international economic order has produced unacceptable levels of inequality, both

internally and internationally. In USA (1994) itself the poorest quintile of the population had 1.5%

of income and consumption while the top quintile had 45.2% In China (1995), the poorest 20%

had 5.5% share and the richest 20% had 47.5%. This reflects, in a non-trivial sense the anomalies

and inequities of the international economic order. Inequaly between and amongst countries has

also increased. The income gap between the fifth of the world’s people living in the richest

countries and the fifth in the poorest was 74 of 1 in 1997, up form 60 to 1 in 1990 and 30 to 1 in

1960. (World Development Report 1999). Over the 30 years from 1960 to 1990 the affluent 20%

of the world have enhanced their share of incomes and consumption from 70.1% to 86% while

the poorest 20% have had thief share reduced to 1%. This is the manifestation of a growth which

is ruthless, rootless, voiceless, jobless, and futureless.

By the late 1990s the fifth of the world’s people living in highest-income countries had: 

� 86% of world GDP – the bottom fifth just 1% 

� 82% of world export markets – the bottom fifth just 1% 

� 68% of foreign direct investment – the bottom fifth had just 1% 

� 74% of world telephone lines, today’s basic means of communication – the bottom fifth

just 1.5% 

� income of the richest 5% of the world is 114 times that of the poorest 5% 

� Richest 1% has as much income as the poorest 57% 

� In more personal terms, just three richest men, Bill Gates, Warren Buffet and Paul Allen

have wealth equal to the income of 48 poor countries, consisting of over a billion people.

Since independence India has made some impressive achievements. Particularly significant has

been the increase in agricultural production. Between 1950-2000, the index of agricultural

production increased more than four fold. Between 1960-2000 wheat production went up from 11

million tonnes to 75.6 million tones and the production of rice increased from 35 million tones to

89.5 million tones. This is no mean achievement for a country that relied on food aid until the

middle of 1960s. 

The most significant is in population growth. Kerala has a fertility rate of 1.7, which is equal to

that of Britain and France, is below 1.9 of China and 2.0 of U.S.A. This according to Prof.

Amartya Sen has been achieved “with no coercion, but mainly through the emergence of new

values- a process in which political and social dialogues have played a major part. The level of

literacy in Kerala, especially in female literacy, is higher than that of every province in China.

This has greatly contributed to making informed social and political dialogues possible.” 

In India life expectancy was just 20.9 years in 1910. In 2000 the life expectancy of the urban

female in Kerala went upto 80 years.

There is abundant empirical evidence of the inter-link between spread of education and economic

achievement. 
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“The lack of education is one of the major reasons for their unequal status of women in society.

Denial of access to organized knowledge to women from ancient times has contributed to the

increasing subordination of women.”

Maternal anemia in India is about 57%. It is nearly 71% for the deliths and underprivileged

sections. An international comparison of Infant Mortality and maternal mortality rates are given:

Within Indian society itself the intra-societal and inter-regional imbalances are significant. While

the infant mortality rate in urban Kerala is about 12, it is still as high as 146 in Kishangunj in

Bihar. One Human Development Report (UNDP) said that a child born in Kerala today can expect

to live longer than one born in Washington. Percentage of child births under skilled health staff is

93% in Kerala and 3% in Uttar Pradesh. 

The UNDP report of 1994 made a very interesting observation. In the developing countries nearly

65% of the diseases could have been eliminated if we could provide safe drinking water.

Unfortunately, it is not happening.

The main issues if Human Rights in Indian are education, prevalence of maternal anemia, low

birth-weight related neurological deficiencies, children’s education, particularly of the girl child.

Poverty is of course, the worst and most crucial human rights deprivation. 

Even in 1994, the Human Development Report of 1994,  in its chapter “New Dimensions of

Human Security” had said: 

“Fifty years ago, Albert Einstein summed up the discovery of atomic energy with characteristic

simplicity: “Everything changed”. He went on to predict. “we shall require a substantially new

manner of thinking if mankind is to survive. But five decades later we need another profound

transition in thinking-from nuclear security to human security”.

The report changed the concept of security from its earlier narrow connotation and attached it to

the legitimate concerns of ordinary people who sought security in daily lives. 

“For many of them, security symolizes protection from the threat of disease, hunger, political

repression and environmental hazards. With the dark shadows of the cold war receding, one can

now see that conflicts are within nations rather than between nations. For most people, feeling of

insecurity arises more from worries about daily life than from the dread of a cataclysmic world

event. Will they and their families have enough to eat? Will they lose their jobs? Will their streets

and neighbourhoods safe from crime? Will they be tortured by repressive state? Will they become

victim of violence because of their gender. Will their religion or ethnic origin target them for

persecution.” 
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Country 
Maternal mortality

(per lakh birth)

Infant mortality rate

- per 1000 births 

Births attended by

skilled health staff 

No. of women getting

prenatal care 

UK 7 6 98% 92%

USA 8 7 99% 94%

China 60 32 78% 79%

India 410 69 42% 60%



The U. N. Secretary General, in his millennium report said

“The century just ended was disfigured, time and again, by ruthless conflict........... Grinding

poverty and striking inequality persist within and among countries even amidst unprecedented

wealth. Diseases, old and new, threaten to undo painstaking progress. Nature’s life-sustaining

services, on which our species depends for its survival, are being seriously disrupted and

degraded by our own everyday activities.”  
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Nature and Scope of Security Laws and Effects on

Human Security in Nepal

Subodh Raj Pyakurel∗

Background

I
t is major duty of every democratic state to protect rights of the people, encompassing

freedom, feeling of brotherhood, fearless environment and maintenance of peace and

security. The constitution or law is scripted within the boundary of above mentioned basic

requirements which mainly aims at maintaining discipline in the society not to rule over it. This

ensures that each member of the society can live freely in secure and peaceful environment. 

Security law has quite an important place in the state. As rule of law has been a centre of

democratization, it is also a contentious issue to have better security and peace among the

people. In our brief exercise of the parliamentary democratic system, Nepal has been a party to

sixteen international human rights treaties, some ILO conventions and also abided by the UN

declarations. An avenue had been open up after the 1990 movement for democracy in Nepal for

the ratification of international human rights treaties and the voices of the people came across

the arena of public concern. Democratization, peace-building, ensuring human rights and

security have been the major concern at the present day Nepal. 

There are about 23 laws in Nepal relating to the security.1 There are 10 provisions in the Civil

Code and 20 Acts are relating to the security.2 Beside these, Terrorist and Disruptive Activities

(Control and Punishment) Ordinance/Act (TADO/A), 2002, Military Act, 1959; Police Act,

1955; Crime against State and Punishment Act, 1989; Government Cases Act, 1992, Arms and

Ammunitions Act, 1962; Explosive Material Act, 1961; Public Security Act, 1989; Some Public

(Offence and Punishment) Act, 1970 and Offence Relating to Illegal Detention, Homicide on

Civil Code and Evidence Act 1974 are the major security related laws in the country. 

The Civil Code is the general law of the land, provisions are widely covered by special laws,

and in that case the provision of special law applies otherwise unless anything special provision

is not made Civil Code applies whereas other security laws are of specific nature and enacted

for the purpose of maintaining the national security. 

Above mentioned security laws mainly deal about:a) investigation, prosecution, adjudication

and appealing authorities in the security laws, b) investigation, prosecution, adjudication and

appealing authorities in the special criminal laws and the criminal provisions of Civil Code, c)

some of the trail jurisdiction of Chief District Officer (CDO), and, d) Some of the quasi-judicial

authorities.
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Instigation of Security Laws in Nepal 

Public security legislation in Nepal has been always widely criticized. During the ‘autocratic’

Panchayati days, the Public Safety Rules of 1962 were used to control, imprison and prosecute

pro-democracy activists. These rules were replaced by the Public Safety Act 1990, amended in

1991. Significantly, under clause 14 of the Act, it was required to draft and enforce regulations

that were compatible with the then Constitution. However, on 4 June 2001, just a few days after

the massacre at the Royal Palace, the government issued Public Safety Regulations 2001.

These regulations empower the Chief District Officers (CDOs) or officials on their behalf to order

an individual or a group under solitary confinement or limit their movement to certain areas if

officials are ‘convinced’ that the suspects are about to harm the country’s sovereignty, integrity or

infringe law and order. Opposition parties have opposed this move saying that the government

was displaying an ‘anti-people dictatorial streak’ by bringing in these regulations.

Several other laws adopted during the Panchayat era and still in place today provide a basis for

arbitrary arrest and detention. For example, the vaguely worded Public Security Act allows the

authorities to keep a person who allegedly threatens the “sovereignty, integrity or public

tranquility and order of the Kingdom of Nepal” in preventive detention for a period of up to

twelve months, without specifying any criminal charge.3

King Gyanendra’s assumption of absolute power on February 1, 2005 blatantly violated the

Constitution of the Kingdom of Nepal, 1990. 

Some Laws Relating to Security
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Laws Main Features Application 

I. Terrorist and
Disruptive
Activities
(Control and
Punishment)
Ordinance/Act,
(TADO/A)

� A Special law which is to remain in force
for 2 years from the date of enactment

� Aim of TADA is to control and punish acts
of terrorism and other disruptive actions

� Under section 3 of the Act, a terrorist and
disruptive crime is defined as any activity
against the sovereignty, integrity, peace and
security of Nepal through intentional
disturbance or damage to property, lives or
health using weapons, bombs, explosive
substance of poison. It is also an offence to
threaten to do any of these things or to
produce or distribute weapons, bombs,
explosive substances or to train people in
these activities or to collect, loot cash
goods, or property for that purpose.

� Under section 5 the government or any
security officer can arrest any one
sufficiently and reasonably believed to be
involved in terrorist activities, search any
person, premise and use necessary force.

� The Communist Party of Nepal-
Maoist (CPN-M) and its front
organizations were declared terrorist
organizations.

� Journalists, academics, lawyers and
human rights defenders were arrested
and detained for long periods of time,
simply charging them of sympathetic
to the CPN-M.

� Within two months of the
proclamation of the ordinance, more
that 5,000 persons were arrested out
of which 2,800 were released after
several days or weeks in custody.

� As of late January 2002, only one
special court had been constituted in
Kathmandu, which raised major
concerns about delay in bringing
people to trial.

3 Report Submitted to the Special Rapporteur on Torture Office of High Commissioner for Human Rights On the
Situation of Torture in Nepal, Covered Period January 1992- March 2005, HRTMCC, June 2005
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Laws Main Features Application 

II. Public
Security Act
1990

III. Anti State
Crimes and
Penalties Act
1989

IV. Public
Offenses Act
1970

Orders for these purposes can be issued
notwithstanding any this contained in any
prevailing law.

� Under section 7, the government can
declare any person, organization,
association or group as a terrorist.

� Under section 9, if there is reasonable
ground to believe that a person may be
prevented from doing anything that causes
terrorist or disruptive activities, the
security force can issue order to detain
such a person for 90 days

� Cases under TADA would be heard in
special courts following the procedure set
out in the Special Court Act 2002, with an
appeal possible to the Supreme Court 

� Under section 20, Officers acting under
TADA are given immunity from
prosecution for any act done in ‘good faith’

� A Special law which together with its rules
provide for people to be held in preventive
detention for up to 90 days on the orders of
a local authority to prevent them from
taking any action which could have an
adverse effect, amongst others, on the
security and tranquility of the country.

� This period can be extended to 6 months
with the endorsement of the Home
Ministry.

� A further extension up to 12 months from
the original date of issue can be obtained
subject to the approval of the Advisory
Board established under the Act.

� Section 11 of the Act stipulates that no
order issued under the Act Can be
questioned in any court of law. 

� A special law providing for long prison
terms such as life imprisonment, for crimes
such as insurrection and treason.

� Controls crimes such as disturbing the
peace, vandalism, rioting, and fighting.

� The Act authorizes the CDO to order
detentions, to issue search warrants, and to
specify fines and other punishments for
misdemeanors without judicial review.

� Political activities, sympathizers of
Maoists, journalists have been
arrested under the Act in the recent
years. During democratic movement
April 6-24, 2006, 2979 peoples were
arrested. 

� In 2002 and early 2001 the police
frequently used the Act in an attempt
to prevent suspect’s release on bail
pending trial. 

� Used by the police to arrest and
charge members of Maoists front
organizations including women. 

� It has become more common,
particularly with the Maoists, to
arrest persons under the Public
Security Act.



As the United Nations Human Rights Committee has confirmed, the right to access the courts

must be available at all times, endmost elements of a fair trial, including the presumption of

innocence must always be guaranteed. But, there are cases where the existing security laws

contain provisions which are incompatible with Nepal’s obligations under the international

human rights treaties. Chief among these are the preventive detention provisions under the

TADO/A. The Treaty Act (1990) provides that international treaties are directly incorporated as

the law of the land of Nepal. The ICCPR requires that all detentions require judicial supervision

and that the duration of any detention must be restricted in time. The detention of large numbers

of persons without judicial review or criminal charge cannot be considered a necessary element

in the preservation of the life of the nation. 

Nature and Effect of Security Laws

Security legislations are meant for specific purposes. Generalization of such legislation against

the acts, those not to be exercised within the jurisdiction of such laws, is rampant. The state has

fallen short of observing the provisions of the security legislation as they are supposed to. In

pretension of security measures, the concerned authorities have abused their power to target

wrong people. In recent days, the security legislation has been misused as tools to reprisals and

prejudices and even to curtail democratic rights of the people. 

1. Gross violation of Human Rights

The national security laws should ensure that the enjoyment of full democracy and human rights

are fully in practice. But, the reality is different while these national security laws have their

origins in colonial emergency powers and traditional autocracies, they have continued to evolve

and been adapted by such local elites to perpetuate their rule. This the hidden motive of the states

to introduce such laws entirely seeking alternatives to find certain measures that can provide

authority with enabling sides for violating the rights of the people.

These ‘laws’, have paved way for genocides, massacres, extra-judicial killings, displacement,

disappearances, torture, detention without trial and shams of trials. The role of protection

mechanisms such as an independent judiciary, prosecution and police were fundamentally

undermined in either way. Peoples’ rights to food, health, education and other basic needs were

greatly reduced in the pretext of the

‘security’. But, if we look at the reality

the people have been exposed to terrible

insecurity.

In Nepal, arrests, detentions, torture and

extra-judicial killings were rampant

during the armed conflict as well as

during the King’s regime where more

than eleven hundreds people have been

disappeared and/or tortured and around

seven thousands were killed by the state

in connection with the internal armed

conflict since 1996. Widespread

impunity is one of the major

characteristics in this regard.
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Victims by State

Year 2002 2003 2004 2005

Killings 3296 1217 1606 815

Arrest 3431 2716 2589 3496

Year 13 Feb 1996- 31 Dec 2005

Disappearance
1295*

* Of the total disappeared, 144 were released and 4 were

killed. 1147 persons have been still disappeared.

Source: INSEC



2. Excessive Power to the Security Agencies

Nepali law does not provide a proper framework for establishing accountability for human rights
violations and redress for victims. The Police Act, which regulates the functioning of Nepali
police forces, does not include provisions to hold police personnel legally responsible for
unlawful detention, mistreatment of detainees, or any other violations of the rights of people in
police custody. It also introduces immunity for the CDOs or for any police personnel “for action
taken by him in good faith while discharging his duties.” 

The government further makes use of the military in civil conflict in Nepal. In these situations,
government suspends normal laws by way of security regulations and grants the military
personnel with significant powers to control the freedom of the people. In its current incarnation,
TADO/A, 2004 also provides Nepali security forces with immunity from prosecution for “any act
or work performed or attempted to be performed in good faith while undertaking their duties,”
effectively making them unaccountable for possible violations.4

These legislations are clear indications that the government of Nepal has surrendered its authority
to the military, and given it a green signal to continue with gross human rights violations
including arbitrary detentions, torture, disappearances, and extrajudicial and summary
executions. 

3. Abandoned to Rule of Law

Political will and power have a significant effect on the rule of law in any society. But, in an
authoritarian rule, those in power are much more interested in consolidating and retaining their
power than in promoting democracy. They are interested in promulgating laws and practices that
will help them do this, even if these are contrary to the principles of rule of law: societies
throughout Nepal live under various forms of internal security laws, as well as strict legislation
regarding contempt of court and criminal defamation.

The governments, even attempt to cover up such military abuse, further demonstrating its lack of
commitment to the law. In Nepal for instance, the government had gone so far as to help the
security forces to conceal grave human rights violations, such as killings, torture and
disappearances. Even the highest court of the country and the National Human Rights
Commission have been directed not to discuss violations committed by the military, thereby
denying any possibility of relief for the victims.

The security forces continued to ignore judicial orders to release those detained. Nepali human
rights groups have documented some 60 cases of people who were rearrested immediately after
they were ordered released by the courts5, basically during the king’s direct rule since February
2005.  

4. Vague and Ambiguous Definitions 

Vagueness and ambiguous definitions of the acts that have been terms as the tool for insecurity,
is another major factor the authorities try to escape from the accountability. The vague and
ambiguous definition of what constitutes a ‘subversive act’ in  security laws are contrary to the
principle of security of the person as defined in international human rights law.6 National security
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laws and regulations in Nepal provide an excuse for the abuse of state power and arbitrary
punishment of opponents, be they real or merely perceived. Overall, security laws seem in breach
of major fundamental human rights treaties. 

One of the cardinal foundations of any legal system requires that the definition of criminal
offences must be precise, unequivocal and unambiguous and criminal sanction must not be
applied retroactively. The definitions contained in TADO/A are riddled with difficulties in this
respect. For instance, under the terms of TADO/A, one who destroys or plans to destroy any
property, regardless of terror-related motive, maybe deemed a terrorist and detained
preventively(article 3 (1)). The government may also declare individuals or associations
“terrorist”(article 7(2)), which has adverse international legal implications for those so named.

That emergency, while declared, was deficient because the Government failed to provide

notification to the UN of its intent to derogate from ICCPR. Nepal’s Constitution (article 14 (7))

does provide that in respect of instances of preventive detention, the requirement to bring the

detained to a judicial authority within 24 hours or be thereafter detained without charge may not

be applicable. However, by virtue of the Treaty Act, these provisions cannot be interpreted in a

manner inconsistent with the ICCPR.

The United Nations Special Rapporteur on the Independence of the Judiciary has stated ‘that
vague and imprecise definitions are contrary to general conditions established by international
law.7 These laws have a devastating effect on the absolute prohibition on torture, an independent
judiciary and the rule of law, as they are used to bypass due process of law. 

Conclusion

As national security laws are “emergency” regulations, they deny the detainee basic rights under
domestic and international laws. These include rights to legal counsel and a fair trial. These
provisions of “preventative detention” violate international standards of fair representation, and
usually involve cruel or inhuman treatment or punishment in violation of the Convention against
Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment or Punishment, among other
international covenants.

Most national security laws in Nepal violate the basic tenets of the rule of law and undermine
institutions to uphold the rule of law, including the defense and the judiciary. The lack of an
independent judiciary together with the dismal role of the defense lawyer helps perpetuate corrupt
practices whereby the state controls the legal system and destroys any chance for criminal justice.

It is widely recognized that reforms in the existing laws has to uphold the principle of human
rights and rule of law. Democratic values and practices have to be upheld so as to ensure that the
national security legislations do not contradict to the international human rights and humanitarian
standards. As Nepal has been to the path of democratization and peace-building process, these
issues have to be realized to make these processes more sustained and legitimate with the rights
of the people.

At present, Nepal is undergoing transitional period of making radical changes in its political
structure. The initiation to democratize Nepal Army and bring all sovereign rights to the people,
the reinstated House of Representatives (HoR) has made declarations of far reaching impacts. In
this situation, Human Rights Defenders have to play pivotal role to support and further this
process.
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Recommendations

� In order for there to be the establishment of effective rule of law in society, there must

exist laws that serve the public and defend human rights principles. The purpose of all

laws must be to protect and defend the lives and liberties of people, not their repression.

In recent years, however, many fundamental principles to the rule of law are being slowly

eroded. These relate in particular to fair trial and judicial independence.

� Repeal or revise laws that undermine constitutionally guaranteed protections against

human rights violations. Those laws should be defined as per the spirit of the International

Human Rights Instruments ratified by Nepal.

� United Nations agencies must play a far greater role and develop the means for effective

intervention to prevent such laws from being enacted or exercised. The UN human rights

mechanisms must take many more steps to assist human rights organizations in

developing local initiatives to recognize the dangers early, and act swiftly to encourage the

kind of widespread criticism of national security laws needed to ensure change.

� In the immediate term, civilian government authorities should solicitant investigate

complaints of human rights violations, including extra judicial killings and torture. 

� Prosecutions should be carried out in open and transparent proceedings. 

� Military authorities should not investigate and prosecute cases of serious human rights

violations against civilians. 

� Complaints, reports and other information forwarded from the Human Rights

Organizations should be considered as a matter of priority. 

� Cases submitted by NHRC be pursued, or else a response should be given detailing the

reasons for failure to act.
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Security Law

South Asian and International Overview

Dr. Ahmed Ziauddin*

O
ne issue that states around the world have all been struggling with is security, to define

what constitutes national security, enact appropriate provisions, ensure applications and

to provide security. 

At the outset it is important to remember that the States have duties to protect their nationals and

those living within their territories including protection of their national frontiers. 

In this fast evolving world, nature and actors of threats to security change frequently and

unexpectedly. In fact, non-State actors, organizations, loose networks and even unconnected

individuals could pose grave national security threats than ever before in present days as opposed

to conventional threats emanating from another State or States which premised international

relations so far. States have responded very differently to traditional and to these new brands of

national security threats and concerns largely by introducing new laws and measures, and even,

on occasions, acting beyond laws. 

There are widespread legitimate concerns about impacts of floods of new laws both at

international and national levels on individuals and societies. Questions are abound whether, on

the one hand, laws intended to provide safety, security and freedom in reality are restricting

freedoms, or on the other hand, restrictive measures put in place deny space and freedom that in

turn create further or aggravate resentments.   

Many believe that the world changed on 9/11 in 2001 bunch of young men blew them and planes

they were on, use those aircrafts as weapons of mass destruction and killed numerous of

unsuspected civilians. These individuals and those associated with them committed a serious

crime under international law; crimes against humanity. 

Since 9/11 and even before, nations around the world experienced their own versions of 9/11,

UK’s 7/7 and in case of Bangladesh, the 17 August 2005, just about a year back, when, there were

synchronized bombings in all over Bangladesh, except in one district. Although some would

argue that enough early warnings were there but nonetheless, no country ever experienced what

Bangladesh did on that day, peace time bombings in all cities and towns in a widespread and

systematic manner.

South Asian nations, from Afghanistan to Bangladesh, Sri Lanka to Nepal, the region witnessed,

experienced and suffered one major incident after another, latest being bombings daily

commuters in Mumbai.
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The Security Council of the United Nation responded quickly following the attack on US on 9/11

and passed number of resolutions and set up a mechanism to monitor implementation. The

Resolution 1373 of 2001 established a Committee of the Security Council, consisting of all the

members of the Council, to monitor implementation by all States of the UN on measures against

terrorism. UN already had numerous resolutions and dozen or so treaties to combat terrorism,

which many States did not ratify. However, because of binding nature of Security Council

resolution, we notice proliferation of security laws including in countries in South Asia. This

Counter Terrorism Committee, which receives reports from the States and analyze compliance of

Security Council Resolution 1373 issues guidelines and shares expertise on counter terrorism

matters.

The new versions of security laws seen adopted in different countries have surprisingly common

features, such as, newer crimes, extra-territorial application of laws, civilians tried under military

commissions, monitoring of correspondences, wiretappings, preventive detentions, prolonged

and indefinite detention with or without judicial process, shifting burden of proof on the accused,

withholding identity of witnesses, making confessions before police admissible, giving

prosecutor power to deny bail, banning of organizations, allowing preemptory actions,

authorizing Governments to declare emergency, to designate areas for special measures, arrests

without warrants, detaining members of the families of the person sought, withholding details of

disappeared individuals, use of excessive force at the time of arrest, aggressive and invasive

search, shoot to kill, indemnity of security personnel against legal process, barring suspects freed

on bail to visit public places, sanction of tortures, contracting out tortures, aggressive interviews,

house arrest, limitation on travel within and out of the country, imposing restrictions or otherwise

banning media to report, vague, imprecise and wide definition of crimes, harsher punishments,

more death sentences, authorizing or tolerating extra-judicial executions, restricting fair trails,

denying judicial review, limiting access to judiciary, reduced accountability of security forces,

summery trials, trial in a day, reduced or denying defense rights, limiting access to lawyers and

families, silencing dissenting views, orders preventing entry to particular areas, banning of public

gatherings, criminalization of political and religious activities, sanction of custodial violence,

monitoring money transfers and transactions, restricting access to information and knowledge,

profiling individuals and communities, relaxing data protection laws etc, and if you like, this list

could go on and on and on. 

This illustrates how Governments around the world have responded to ensure national security

concerns to ongoing and new threats. It’s true that we live in a much more dangerous world than

anytime before, where, because of globalization, technology and other factors, smaller groups and

even individuals could cause havoc as people of Oklahama City experienced some years back,

when, a disgruntled loner brought down a federal building with fertilizers and other implements

and killed hundreds.

However, the challenge is, how to approach these threats coming form all directions mixed with

ideology, religion, nationalism, ethnicity, culture, economic and natural resources . One option is to

adopt all or some of the measures listed above, which, in fact, numerous States have already done so.

Such restrictive and repressive approach got two problems, firstly, its impacts are often for shorter

periods and threats not only persist, but in cases aggravate, which then requires even harsher

measures. 
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Take airline safety as an example, which, by the way, is still the safest mode of transport. In early

seventies, few individuals evaded security, boarded planes with guns and grenades and hijacked

airplanes. Off course, search and security was strengthened along with laws against hijackings.

Then the 9/11 hijackers hijacked the planes virtually without any significant weapons. Again, a

host of stringent laws followed and along with procedures to secure against hijacking.

Sophisticated scanners and secondary searches became routine practice, until revelation of

alleged plots to use liquid explosives to blow off transatlantic flights from London. It seems,

terrorists set the agenda and the Governments react with restrictive measures and new laws!

The second problem is, most of these security laws contravene international norms and laws that

evolved out of ashes of First and Second World Wars which resulted in monumental destructions

thankfully the world has not witnessed since. It appears that States to address such threats have

literally tossed off universally accepted norms, practices and mechanisms.

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political

Rights, the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental

Freedoms, the American Convention on Human Rights, the African Charter of Human and

People’s Rights, the Arab Charter of Human Rights fairly balances national security concerns and

fundamental freedoms, which these restrictive laws are intended to protect.

The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights provides derogating mechanism in case

public emergency. Article 4 states, ‘In time of public emergency which threatens the life of the

nation and the existence of which is officially proclaimed, the States Parties to the present

Covenant may take measures derogating from their obligations under the present Covenant to the

extent strictly required by the exigencies of the situation, provided that such measures are not

inconsistent with their other obligations under international law and do not involve discrimination

solely on the ground of race, colour, sex, language, religion or social origin.”

In other words, derogating measures must be of an exceptional and temporary nature. Moreover,

ICCPR requires that some rights cannot be derogated from under any circumstances whatsoever

such as, right to life (article 6), prohibition of torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading punishment

(article 7), the principle of legality in the field of criminal law (article 15), the recognition of

everyone as a person law (article 16), freedom of thought, conscience and religion (article 18) etc.

Torture, for example, is absolutely prohibited under Article 2 (2) of the Convention against

Torture and Other cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, which no creative

interpretation of law could justify. The provision is very clear, “No exceptional circumstances

whatsoever, whether a state of war or threat of war, internal political instability or any other public

emergency, may be invoked as a justification of torture”. Article 3 of the Convention also

provides an absolute prohibition on expelling, returning or extraditing a person to another State

where there is risk of torture.

The Convention on the Rights of the Child also applies in case of emergencies and in that, all

rights of the child meaning, persons under 18 years of age, must be protected even during

emergency periods.
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Internal Security Forces

In addition to looking at the security laws, it is important that security forces, which often apply

these laws, be examined. To address security concerns, Governments create new security forces,

remodeled or give extra powers to existing forces. Equally, most allegations of violations are

labeled against members of forces.

The United Nations Code of Conduct for Law Enforcement Officials adopted by the General

Assembly was intended to have universal applicability. It certainly is an important guideline with

which to measure the internal security forces, but there seems to be an absence of clearly defined

international standards for accountability and operations of the internal security forces, such as,

an International Convention on the Internal Security Forces.

The States obviously are duty bound to create institutions to promote and protect human rights,

which is what internal security forces are supposed to do, but such laws and institutions don’t

have minimum set standards to reach. Human rights and other norms have set parameters, but it

is important that a common universally acceptable standard is set for all, as other instruments

have done.

Such a Convention could elaborate on nature of internal security forces, its legal basis, provisions

relating to control of such forces, a code of conduct, recruitment and training, other operational

aspects, consequences of violations of rights, monitoring and accountability by the Government

as well as by media and other stake holders etc.

Both activists and experts present could take it up and discuss and endeavor to work for such an

instrument.  

In fine, both laws and security forces are there to protect rights and that should be operative part

of any legal measures, and examined accordingly. The measuring rod of a law should be, whether

it protect rights or not.
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Nature and Scope of Security Laws and Effects on human

Security: Sri Lankan Perspective

M R M Malik*

Introduction

A
s illustrated in Article 1 of the Constitution of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri

Lanka”Sri Lanka (Ceylon) is a Free, Sovereign and Democratic Socialist Republic and

shall be known as the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka” In the Republic of Sri

Lanka sovereignty is in the people and is inalienable. Sovereignty includes the powers of

government, fundamental rights and the franchise. According to the Article 4 of the constitution

“The sovereignty of the people shall be exercised and enjoyed in the following manner:-

the legislative power of the people shall be exercised by the parliament, consisting of elected

representatives of the People and by the people at a Referendum;

the executive power of the People, including the defence of Sri Lanka, shall be exercised by

the president of the Republic elected by the people;

the judicial power of the people shall be exercised by Parliament through courts, tribunals and

institutions created and established, or organized, by the Constitution, or created and

established by law, except in regard to matters  relating to the privileges, immunities and

power of Parliament and of its Members, wherein the judicial power of the People may be

exercise directly by Parliament according to law;

the fundamental rights which are by the Constitution declared and recognized shall be

respected, secured and advanced by all the organs of government, and shall not be abridged,

restricted or denied; and the franchise shall be exercisable at the election of the President of

the Republic and of he members of Parliament ,and at every Referendum by every citizen who

has attained the age of eighteen years, and who, being qualified to be an elector and has his

name in the register of the electors.

According to the directive principles of state policy and fundamental duties of the state enshrined

in chapter vi if the Constitution “The state shall safeguard the independence, sovereignty, unity

and the territorial integrity of Sri Lanka’. Also “The state shall strengthen national unity by

promoting co-operation and mutual confidence among all sections of the people of Sri Lanka,

including the racial, linguistic and other groups , and shall take effective steps in the fields of

teaching , education and information in order to eliminate discrimination and prejudice”. It is

mentioned “The state shall ensure equality of opportunity to citizens, so that no citizen shall suffer

any disability on the ground race, religion, language, caste, sex, political opinion or occupation.”
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Public Security

Provisions for public security in Chapter XVIII of the Constitution. Public Security Ordinance is

the piece of legislature that empowers the executive to impose emergency regulations whenever

necessary. According to the Article 155 (2) of the Constitution” The power to make emergency

regulations under the Public Security Ordinance or the law for the time being in force relating to

pubilc security shall include the power to make regulations having the legal effect of over-riding

amending or suspending the operation of the provisions of any law except the provisions of the

Constitution. ”As stated in Article 155(3) of the Constitution  ”The provisions of any law relating

to public security, empowering the President to make emergency regulations which have the legal

effect of over-riding, amending o suspending the operation of the provisions of any law, shall not

come into operation, except upon making of a Proclamation under such law, bringing such

provisions.”

The Public Security Ordinance of 1947 provides for ‘measures in the interests of the public

security and the preservation of public order” Part I of the Ordinance empowers the President  to

declare a state of emergency, thereby making Part II of the ordinance, which governs the  nature

of emergency regulations, effective. Section 2A (b) which says” Nothing in this section shall

prejudice the power of the President to make regulations under Section 5 during the continuance

of a proclamation under Section 2, or to amend, vary or revoke an such regulation, order or rule

in force, or deemed to be in force’ provides supreme authority to the President to issue any

emergency regulation under part II,. Section 5 of the Ordinance  grants power of authority to the

President to make  emergency regulations as they “appear to be necessary or expedient” The

criteria by which the President is authorized to enact Emergency Regulations are discretionary.

Section 5(2) of the Ordinance lists the authoritative opinions available to the president under

emergency regulations: detention of  persons; acquisition of private property, including land, on

behalf of the government; search and seizure of any property; amendment, suspension and /or

application of ‘any law’, granting supreme legal authority to emergency regulations issued by the

president over all other laws of the land(including those defined in the Constitution);

compensation accorded to any persons affected by an emergency regulation; apprehension and

punishment of the offenders of any emergency regulation. Section 6 of the ordinance enables the

president to bestow upon any person of authority, military or not, the power to make any rules or

orders pursuant to any Emergency Regulation. Section 7 reiterates the legal supremacy granted to

Emergency Regulations, or any order pursuit to Section 6, as stated in Section 5(2(d) and allows

for regulation to be inconsistent with exciting or future law. Section 9 protects any person acting

in accordance with any Emergency Regulation from any criminal or civil prosecution, subject to

revocation by the Attorney General. Section 10 provides that any document submitted as evidence

in a court of law and purporting to be an order issued by the President shall be deemed valid,

unless the contrary is proved. Section 11 grants the absolute legality of all Emergency Regulations

upon order of the President. A public announcement or print in an official document, such as the

government gazette, is not necessary for Emergency Regulations to become effective.

Part III of the Public Securities Ordinance refers to the special powers granted to the president when

part II of the ordinance becomes effective as per his order. Section 12 enables the President to call

out all or any of the members of all or any of the armed forces to maintain public order when the

police appears inadequate to deal with a situation. Policing powers are granted to all military

personnel. Section13 and 14 provide that military or security officers, restricted by rank, may size
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offensive weapons and substances from armed persons. Sections 16, 17 and 18 make provisions for

curfew restrictions on residents and related penalties.” Essential Services’ deemed necessary during

states of emergency could be demanded. Any attempts to obstruct or hinder the progress of such

service, physically, verbally, or via publication, is subject to punishment, arrest may proceed without

warrant.

During states of emergency, the president may institute Emergency Regulations to secure the

public order of the state. While the public Security Ordinance legislate the criteria of powers

bestowed of the president, Emergency Regulations must be instituted and renewed on a  monthly

basis to further clarify and specify the tactics to be used by the government to maintain order. Sri

Lanka has been in a constant state of emergency since 1983, with powers accorded to military and

the security personnel.

Limitations of freedom of speech

Censorship of the press deprived Sri Lankans and the international community information

regarding the unfolding violence. Emergency Regulations limits the voice of people who have no

other means of rallying national and international support than through public awareness. Also it

prohibits an editor of a publication or a broadcasting station reporting on any material pertaining

to the operations of the Sri Lankan army or police forces. Any one in violation of this regulation

may have his publication or broadcasting programme suspended, by order of President. 

Order of restriction

Emergency Regulations provide two types of preventive detention. One could be detained in his

own home in one hand and the Defence Secretary may order various restrictions on person’s

activities as a preventive measure, including restrictions on employment or business, on

association or communication with others and on movement on the other. The grounds on which

orders can be issued under Emergency Regulations are broadly formulated, and extend beyond

legitimate security concerns. The regulations sets no time limit for the period that such an order

can remain in effect; no form of judicial or administrative scrutiny of an order under Emergency

Regulation is provided for, delaying legal remedy to persons wrongfully implied, apart from

petitioning the Supreme Court for violation of fundamental rights, with in one month of the

alleged infringement.

Detention of Persons

Outlining powers of preventive detention under custody, Emergency Regulations places the

limitation of this foam of detention under custody to one year, the authoritative jurisdiction given

to the Defence Secretary has been broadened due to the rewording of the regulation. In the past,

it was required that the Defence Secretary had to ‘satisfied upon the material presented to him”,

“that it was necessary to detain a person to prevent them from committing certain kind of acts. At

present the Defence Secretary needs only to be ‘of the opinion’ that it is necessary to issue a

preventive detention order; no justification by reference to any actual evidence is required,

making arbitrary detention more likely. An order of preventative detention” shall not be called in

any court whatsoever.”

Power to search, seizure, arrest and detention

Emergency regulation dealing with arrest and investigation procedures give powers to authorized

persons- any police officer, or any other person authorized by the president- search, detain, or
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arrest without warrant suspected violator of any emergency regulation. Arrests, search and

seizures may be made upon ‘reasonable ground for suspecting’ an offence. Any person arrested

under emergency regulations may be detained for 90 days or for an extended period of time.

Investigation and Trials

Emergency Regulations grants powers to investigation officers during the investigation and trial

periods. Powers conferred to police officers in the emergency regulations are not in derogation of

any law and therefore effectively by pass normal criminal procedure. Trial procedures appear all

too discretionary and do not represent the interests of an independent judiciary. Attorney general

is given authority to determine the manner in which a case is tried, at his discretion. 

Prevention of Terrorism Act

Part 1 of the act list s that offences that are considered violation of the act. Torture, detention or

murder of persons are considered violation of the act when the offenders are ’specified’ or

“special persons’ as designated by the corresponding emergency regulations. Convicted offenders

of the act are subject to the forfeit of all property to the government or imprisonment for up to

seven years. Part II deals with the investigation of offences. Notwithstanding anything in any

other law to the contrary, officers are entitled to arrest any person, enter and search premises, stop

and search any vehicle, seize any document suspected of violating any law. Section 7 of the act

allows for a person arrested to be held in custody for a maximum period of 72 hours. A police

officer conducting an investigation under the prevention of Terrorism Act may take such arrested

person ‘to any place for the purpose of interrogation’ and may obtain a handwriting or fingerprint

specimen for the purpose of identification. Part II stipulates that persons suspected of unlawful

activity may be detained on unspecified grounds for a period of three months, extendable by thee

months, up to a total period of detainment not exceeding 18 months. An order for detention is final

and may not be called into question in court. Restrictions auch as house arrest, limitation of travel

wiyh in outside of Sri Lanka and prohibition of involvement with specified persons or

organizations. Part IV provides offenders to make representations to an advisory board, which is

comprised of persons nominated by the president. Part V bans the print media from publishing

any writing commissioning an act violating the act of the investigation of any such offence and

any language, which may incite violence or promote racial or communal disharmony. Part VI, the

trial section, holds that all suspected offenders are subject to trial without jury or preliminary

hearing.

Human Rights Guidelines

Directives given by His Excellency the President to forces and police on 5 July 2006 is appended

below.

I, Mahinda Rajapaksa, President, Commander-in Chief of the Armed Forces and Minister of

Defence, Public Security, Law and Order being of opinion that is necessary to issue directions to

the Heads of the Armed Forces and the Police Force to enable the Human Rights Commission of

Sri Lanka (herein after referred to as the “HRC”)to exercise and perform its powers, functions and

the duties and for the purpose of ensuring that fundamental rights of persons arrested or detained

are respected and such persons are treated humanely, do hereby, direct the Heads of the armed

forces and of the police as follows:
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1. Every member of the Armed Forces and  of the Police Force shall assist and facilitate the

HRC and any person authorized by the HRC in the exercise of its powers, duties and

functions and also ensure that the fundamental rights of the persons arrested or denied are

respected.

2. No person shall be arrested or detained under any Emergency Regulation or the Prevention

of Terrorism Act No.48 of 1979 except in accordance with the law and proper procedures and

by a person who is authorized by law to make such arrest to order such detention.

3. At or about the time of the arrest or if it is not possible in the circumstances, immediately

thereafter as circumstances permit:

(i) the person making the arrest or detention shall identify himself to the person arrested

or any relative or friend of such person upon inquiry being made by name and rank.

(ii) the person arrested or detained shall be informed of the reason for the arrest.

(iii) every person making the arrest or detention shall issue, to the spouse, father, mother or

any other close relation as the case may be a document in such form as specified by the

Secretary to the Ministry of the Minister in charge of the subject of Defence,

acknowledging the fact of arrest. The name and rank of the arresting officer, the time

and date of arrest and the place at which the person will be detained, shall also be

specified. It shall be the duty of the holder of such document to return the same to, or

produce the same before, the appropriate authority when the person so arrested or

detained is released from custody. provided that, where any person is taken into

custody nd it is not possible to issue a document as set out above, it shall be the duty

of the arresting officer , if such officer is a police officer, to make an entry in the

Information  Book giving reasons as to why it is not possible to so issue a document,

and if  the arresting officer is a member  of the Armed Forces to report the reasons why

it is not possile to issue a document to the officer in charge of the police station, whose

duty it shall be to make an entry of  such fact along with the reasons therefore in the

Information Book.

(iv) the person arested shall be afforded reasonable means of communicating with a relative

or friend to enable his whereabouts being known to his family.

4. When a child under 12 years or a women is sought to be arrested or detained a person of their

choice shold be allowed to  accompany such child or woman to the place of questioning. As

far as possible, any such child or woman so sought to be arrested or detained should be placed

in the custody of a women’s unit of the Armed Forces or the Police Force or in the custody

of another woman ilitary or police officer.

5. A statement of a person arrested or detained should be recorded in the language of that

person’s choice who should, thereafter, be asked to sign the statement. A person who desires

to make a statement in his or her  own handwriting should be permitted to do so.

6  (i) The members of the HRC or any person authorized by it should be permitted access to the

person arrested or detained under the prevention of Terrorism Act No.48 of 1979 under a

Regulation made under the Public Security Ordinance (Chapter 40), and should be permitted

to enter at any time any place of detention, police station or any other place in which such

person is detained in custody or confined.
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(ii)Every officer who makes an arrest or order of detention as the case may be, shall

forthwith, and in any case not later than forty eight hours from the time of such arrest or

detention inform the HRC or any person specially authorized by the HRC of such arrest or

detention as the case may be and the place at which the persons so arrested or detained is

being held in custody or detention.

Conclusion

Constitutional provisions, Public Security Ordinance and the Emergency Regulations framed

there under, and the prevention of Terrorism Act are the public security laws prevalent in Sri

Lanka under the written law. Intention of the legislature in formulation of these laws is to ensure

the public security in a situation where the public security is provided under the general law of

the country is threatened. Public security laws are imposed under exceptional situation where

public security is subject to declined As observed in this writing there are pros and cons in

implementing the provisions of these legislative and subsidiary enactments. Directives of His

Excellency  the President of the Democratic Socialist Republc of SriLanka ensures the safeguard

of human rights enshrined in chapter III of the constitution of the republic, which is the supreme

law in Lanka’s legal system.
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