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people tried to kill him. Twice he was shot at but he
was saved, because two other girls were instead shot
dead (names unknown). A local Bengali villager Dr
Jamaluddin who was taken to the spot to help the
victims is said to have counted 300 dead bodies but
could not stand to count further. The eye-witnesses
said the number of the dead reached 558 by the second
day. 20 minutes after the incident the BDRs arrived.
Butby that time hundreds of tribal were already killed
and all the houses were destroyed. Around 1:00 pm the
Bengalis stopped their operation and the BDRs
surrounded the village and informed the military camp
(Panchari army camp, 5 miles away). No one, after
that, was allowed to go inside the massacre area.

‘e Brigadier of Khagrachari was informed (allegedly)

atabout 8 pm and at 11 pm he went to the spot, found
only 11 dead bodies (he said) and sent a statement to
the national press in Dhaka and informed the
government authority. he also gave the same statement
to the BBC correspondent. It was announced in the
morning 11 April that 10 tribal and 1 non-tribal were
killed by the Shanti Bahinis and 9 were injured.

The tribal Chairman of the local government
(Khagrachari Dist) said (name omitted) that even
though the incident occurred at 12 noon to 1 pm, he
was informed only at 8 pm. Immediately he was ready
to go to the spot but the Brigadier did not allow him to
go at night. Next day he went on his own and he saw
138 dead bodies with his own eyes, ready to be
cremated. He stated also that many more dead bodies
were removed on the day of the occurrence and at
ight 6 trucks of bodies were removed.

Mr Boisishta Moni Chakma, 38, who arrived at
Khagrachari town circuit house with his three little
children Jugotatta, 9, Putul Sona, 3.5, and Tapan
Bikash, 5 months, said that he was in the jungle when
his elder son Jugototta was carrying his two younger
brothers after his mother was shot dead. The father ran
away with his children. After the incident on the next
day he went to find his wife and he counted 39 bodies
which were gathered for cremation. He asked the
BDRs to show his wife’s face, they removed the cover
from on her face for a few seconds and when he
wanted the dead body to cremate, the BDRs refused to
give.

Anil Bikash Chakma, 19. s/o late Nisimoni Chakma
and Riten Chakma, 20, s/o Randra Lal Chakma of the
same village stated that they saw 10-20 children
thrown into the fire and killed.

Sumnilarly, an eye witnesses identified two injured and
13 killed on 12 April. On 13 April four more dead
bodies were found in the nearby jungle who were
seriously injured but tried to run away.

Incidental Facts: The members of the CHT Hill Peoples
Council and the Hill Swudents Council jointly invited
a Team of some 29 guests from Dhaka to Khagrachari
to celebrate the “Biju™ feast. There were Barristers,
lawyers, journalists, human rights workers, students
leaders and the Deputy Attorney General Mr Hasan
Arif. This was informed to the DC and ADC who
arranged the Khagrachari Circuit House for their stay
and vehicles for them to go around.

They found the situation very critical but the hosts
were very normal. Gradually some people came and
started talking about the incident which occurred on
the previous day. They openly expressed that it was a
planned massacre to draw the attention of the guests
coming from Dhaka, that the Shanti Bahini created
this situation. The Team realised that the military
intelligence people were all around, watching with
walkie-talkies. They wanted 0 know details of the
guests and not only the names and profession/
organisation.

In'the evening the guests requested the hosts to arrange
for a visit to the spot at Lougong. Accordingly next
morning they started for Panchari but when they
arrived at Panchari Camp, five miles away from the
spot, they were taken to the camp at 11 am. The camp
commander Captain Reza, began to speak with us,
wanted to know why they wanted to go there, and so
on. He first said that they needed government and
higher authority’s permission because it was declared
an insurgent area. The guests also tried to explain that
there was no such gazette notification to the people of
this country, neither did anyone know about it. The
Captain took three full hours toexplain their difficultics
to grant them permission, their restrictions to reach
there, the danger they were supposed to face from
Santi Bahinis (SBs), etc. He also then mentioned that




after 3 pm no one can move on the road. But very
tactfully he never said that he would now allow them
to go to the spot. He and his intelligence agents said
that the incident was affiliated with the Shanti Bahinis.
That is why they were so eager to go there. At 2:300
pm they returned to Khagrachan town.

The Brigadier Sharif Aziz was very rigid and negative
about their visitbuthe sent some intelligence agents to
motivate some of the guests to go tomeet him. Firsthe
wanted to meet Rosaline and sent Lt. Col. John Gomes
to take her. He talked to her about 1 and half hours only
on the things that had happened in Lougong, which
was co-incidence, pre-arranged and to show the
inability of the army there. He also said that the Team
could not go to CHT without government permission
and without notifying the army there. He said the
number of deaths were only 11 but when she remarked
about the alleged number which exceeds few hundreds,
he said it was exaggerated. He tried to justify refusal
of the visit in the morning because they were not
notified of their visit.

At 11 pm a group of guests were taken to his office to
get a briefing on the incident where he repeatedly
accused the tribal organisers for the incident, and was
very rigid about the number of deaths. He gave a
briefing for two hours till 1 pm. On the next day
another meeting was organised for the rest of the
guests. As the guests had shared information with
each other, it was easier for them to speak and ask
questions to the Brigadier. On the evening of 13th
April, the group of guests asked cross questions and to
them the Brigadier acknowledged the number of deaths
were 138, which information, was given to group by
the Chairman.

Informal Sector Service Centre (INSEC), an
organisation working in the field of human rights, is
deeply concemed and shocked by the news of the
massacre at Chittagong Hill Tracts (CHT) by the
Bangladesh Rifles on April 10, 1992 where hundreds
ofinnocent CHT triable people werekilled, as reported
by reliable sources.

Not only this time, but since the restoration of
parliamentary democracy, we have been receiving the
news of human rights violation in CHT and atrocities

In this changed context of the world situation we ask
the Bangladesh government to respect the “rule of
law” and respect democratic values and norms
Therefore, INSEC vehemently condemns the brutality
committed by Bangladesh Rifles and urges the
Government of Bangladesh to:

1. Establish an impartial and independent judicial
enquiry commission to investigate the Logang
massacre.

2. Establish an impartial and. independent judicial
enquiry commission to investigate past incidents
of killing, rape, torture, arbitrary arrests, destruction
of villages, destruction of religious places an
illegal occupation of land.

3. Stop relocation of hill people in cluster villages,
dismantle all cluster villages, and rehabilitate all
hill people on their ancestral lands.

4. Stop all human rights violations perpetrated on the
hill people by the Bangladesh Security Forces,
Ansar and Village Defense Parties and to take all
necessary measures to make sure that massacres
and other human rights violations does notoccur in
the future.

5. Formanational committee to investigate the present
situation in the CHT.

6. Lift all restrictions imnposed on the hill people.

7. Allow a free flow of information about events i
the CHT and publish findings of the enquiry
punish those found guilty.

[Source: Justice and Peace Commission, Bangladesh]

PUNJAB: Justice Bains’ Arrest : A Mockery
of Indian Democracy

Background

Ajit Singh Bains, the 70-year-old chairman of the
Punjab Human Rights Organisation (PHRO) and a

committed by Security Forces.
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In spite of the determined opposition of democratic
groups, the draft constitution was overwhelmingly
endorsed by the National Legislative Assembly on
December 7, 1991, The general election was announced
to take place on March 22, 1992.

The general election was called by NPKC only after
the new constitution was adopted. The result of the
general election was that no party won the majority of
the seats to form the new government. Nevertheless 5
parties (total 195 MPs) which had close connection
with the NPKC formed a “Coalition Government” by
supporting Gen. Suchinda Kraprayoon who was not
an elected MPand the brain behind the February 1991,
coup. On April 7, 1992 Gen. Suchinda was appointed

a Royal command approved by the King and
countersigned by NPKC as the new Prime Minister of
Thailand. He accepted this post despite his repeated
pledge to the public that he will not accept this high
office. Then many NPKC members were nominated
to control important positions in the cabinet and other
powerful positions in the government. This situation
led to intense dissatisfaction among the Thai people in
various sectors e.g. students, academics, workers,
teachers, villagers, professionals, etc.

After February coup, many people from human rights
organisations, NGOs, students, workers, teachers etc.
decided to form an umbrella organisation called
“Campaign for Popular Democracy (CPD)”. Since
then, CPD has spearheaded the movement to raise
democratic consciousness by campaigning against
martial law and for a democratic constitution. Later it
joined with the students movement and those political

ies which were implicated in the corruption charges
or were newly formed.

The day that Gen. Suchinda was appointed as Prime
Minister, about 100,000 students held an “anti-
Suchinda™ rally at Tammasat University. Pro-
democracy groups called for the General to step down
citing the rise to power of an unelected Premier as “un-
democratic”. The four opposition parties also joined
the emerging protest and stated their rejection of an
unelected Prime Minister.

The four opposition political parties (total 165 MPs)
together with the students and the democratic

movement vowed to oppose Suchinda and called for
the resignation,

Different types of protests were launched such as
fasting, hunger strike, continued on May 4, 1992, an
estimated 60,000 to 100,000 demonstrators participated
inapro-democracy rally. Atthis rally former Bangkok
Governor and leader of the Palang Dhamma Party
announced his intention to begin a hunger-strike until
death to press for Suchinda resignation.

The swelling “pro-democracy”” campaign which was
popularly labelled as an “anti-Suchinda™ rally
continued protestin Bangkok. Italso spread todifferent
cities like Chiengmai and Khon Kaen.

More than 200,000 attended the pro-democracy rally
on the evening and night of May 17, 1992. On the night
while protesters sat peacefully behind military barbed
wire barricades, a police station was bumt on the side
patrolled by the military. The military allowed this
burning to be filmed by government television. This
incident was used by the military as the excuse to
begin firing on the demonstrators.

The military began to fire on the protest at 1:00 am
without the waming of teargas and only brief use of
water canon. At 4 pm troops began using live
ammunition and this was clear from the nature from
the wounds among those being treated by the voluntary
medical teams.

The vast majority of the protesters rernained in place
and were joined others from other parts of Bangkok.

At 9 pm of 18 May troops again opened fire without
warning. Voluntary medical teams were set up in the
Royal hotel to treat the wounded able to get into the
hotel. Wounds at this tirne were clearly caused by high
power ammunition used in M16 and similar weapons.

“...At 3 pmn of May 18th, we, a group of four people,
two men and two women, were on our way (0 go the
demonstration at the Democracy Monument. But all
the roads to the rally were blocked off by arm forces.
We wandered around small streets near the Bangkok
Administrative Council and walked on small lancs
until we got to Tanow Road and had our diner there.
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We were unable to get through the rallv as arm forces
had set up road-barniers on all streets. We were 1old
that we perhaps could make a get through the
Monument through another small lane behind the
Royal Hotel. Finally, we gotto the Royal Hotel and we
stayed there for the whole nightas we thought this was
the safe place. There, we saw so many people gathering
on the street and in front of the Hotel. There were so
many people that we could not reaily more or go
anywhere. The crowd had no leadership and gathered
into small groups everywhere. Some shouted slogan,
other criticised the government.

Sometime at around 10 pm, we saw a group of
motorbikes quickly drove off from the streetand a few
minutes later public buses which were seized by a
group of protestors were driven in. When the first bus
arrive, a group of protesters got on to the bus and on its
roof, before it was parked on Rajadammurn Road as a
barricade to prevent the amm force to move from
Sanamlung into Rajadamnurn Road. A few minutes
later, the second bus also arrived and people jumped
into the bus. The rest of the protesters began yelling
and shouting in support of the barriers that were newly
setup. But when the third bus arrived, the driver were
driving it quite fast heading toward the blockade.
Then the shooting began. 1 saw the third bus driver
shot at the head and all the people on the buses were
shot and fell off like fallen leaves. Many people on the
street were also shot. There were more than 1000
people die at that time. The shooting went on un-
stopped for a long time. Only some of the people who
were wounded and lies far from the shooting spot that
were rescued. The rest, including dead bodies, were
pick up by the arm forces when the crows retreated
back and the arm forces further advanced towards the
Royal Hotel. All of the bodies were throws into GMC
military trucks and even their blood strain were clean
off.

The death figures released by the government that
confirmed by all hospital officials, including the
Vachira Hospital, did not include the death toll of
those on the street

At around 2 am in the moming of May 19th, the
shooting had stopped but most of the crowd still
gathered in front of the Royal Hotel and near Pingraw
Bridge. They continued to shout at the arm forces and
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Gen Suchinda

Some angry protesters then began
smashing windows of the Public Relation Department
office opposite the Royal Hotel before setting a fire
there. Others set fire on nearby cars and police
motorbikes in front of the office on Rajadamnumn
Road.

But at 3 am everything seemed so quiet. It was a
scaning silent like something horrible was going to
happen. Ataround 5 am, the anotherround of shooting
began. I could hear shooting from all side and it was
very noisy. Everyone tried to escape and a big crowd
of people moved towards the Hotel. At thattime, 1 was
in the top floor of the Hotel so I could not really see
how many people had run into the Hotel. The shootin,

lasted for over an hour. It was really like a was hb
began. Then the amm force moved into the Hotel...”
[Niran and Narongsak - Interviewed on May 22,
1992, at the SCC, 1 pm — by Asia-Pacific Solidarity].

The Bangkok massacre has been the subject for
international concern too. So an international fact-
finding mission to Thailand on the events of May 17-
21, 1992 formed by Hong Kong-based network of
regional NGOs. The Mission consists of 8 members
from six countries, namely, Mr Padma Ratna Tuladhar
(MP), Nepal; Dr Syed Husin Ali (Malaysia); Ms Ito
Asahi (Japan); Lano Chin Sek (Hong Kong); Dr Bruce
Mcleod (Canada); Mr Murray M. Thomson (Canada);
Mr Varrie Asedillo (Philippines); Mr Jose Manuel
Diakno (Philippines). The Mission reached the below-
mentioned conclusions:

1. That the massive public street demonstration
which began in April and built to numb
exceeding 200,000 per day, were almost entirely
peaceful, both by design and in practice. The
demonstrations reflected the will of many segments
and ali classes of Thai society, foramore democratic
government free from military control.

2. Thatthe military and police actions directed by the
Suchinda government to oppose and disperse the
protesters went far from being measures of crowd
control. They approached in ferocity acts of violent
suppression which reflected the code name given
to them, “the Enemy's Destruction”, strongly
suggesting that the violence was carefully planned.

—




3. That the number of casualties, of which the official
| government figures now stand at 46 killed, given
| that over 700 are missing, are most likely higher by
afactor of 10 or more. The mission as impressed by
the careful enumeration and checking procedures
adopted by the Hotline Tracing Centre located at
Mabhidol University, coordinating seven others
centres seeking missing persons resulting from the
events in May. Testimonies from eye-witnesses
and families of the casualties leave litter doubt in
our minds that many victims remain to be counted
for — an accounting for which the military
authorities and the government are responsible.

¢ 4. That no official emergency response was

oordinated and initiated, leaving on-site medical
care reliant on volunteer doctors (most of whom
were inexperienced) and nurses. Anorganised team
would have decreased morbidity and might have
lessened mortality. Ambulances were actively
prevented from gaining access to the casualties,
and medical staff were physically assaulted and
intimidated while carrying out their professional
duties.

5. That evidence of eyewitnesses and medical
personnel strongly suggests that indiscriminate
shootings of people on the streets took place during
the 4-day period. There -is also evidence of ill
treatment of detainees, including death threats and
beatings.

6. That restrictions were imposed on the right to

counsel and the security of lawyers. While lawyers

rom the Law Society of Thailand had no difficulty

in visiting persons detained at police stations,

lawyers from human rights organisations were

denied access to prisons. Moreover, some lawyers

as well as others human rights advocates are still
receiving death threats up to the present time.

. That some evidence strongly suggests, but does not
confirm, the use by military and police forces of
agents provocateurs, to incite protestors to acts of
violence, and to suggest to the general public that
the demonstrators were involved in burning
buildings in downtown Bangkok. Acts of violence
did take place during this period including exchanges
of stones and bricks and other objects by police and
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demonstrators alike. These acts were vastly
disproportionate in extent and lethality.

We believe that no demonstrators used guns, let
alone those with the destructiveness of M16
automatic weapons. Moreover, both Thai and
foreign journalists reported observing brick-
throwers on the side of the demonstrators latcr
chatting and mingling with the police. There were
alsoreports that persons who burned a police station
wore bullet-proof vests, and that police had been
removed from the station before it was burned.

. That during the 47 days in which General Suchinda
acted as Prime Minister, radioand television stations
succumbed to government manipulations and
control, in marked contrast to the spirited
independence of reporting and opinion maintained
by the principal newspapers, both Thai and English.

9. That far too little attention has been given to those
bereaved, or still awaiting word of missing relatives.
Families of missing persons ar¢ known (o have
been blocked by the authoritics from obtaining
information about them. Whereas it is noted that
the Social Welfare and Interior Departments have
given financial aid to the bereaved families, support
has not been extended to the missing persons.

The Thailand situation and movement shows how
NGOQs and human rights organisation can play a vital
role to promote democracy. Because the role of NGOs
and human rights organisation, students organisations
and professional organisations was pivotal.

[Source : Campaign for Popular Democracy]
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HUMAN RIGHTS AND SOCIAL
AWARENESS RAISING PROGRAMME

s

Introduction

The politicaldevelopments and achievements of people
movement of 1990°s have not yet reached or reached
with a minimal effect in rural areas. The economic,
social and political power situation developed




historically cannot be lackled immediately. The 90
percent people living in rural areas have understood
litde about their constitutional and human rights and
other issues. In such circumstances, there is every
possibility that the political and democratic rights
which have been achieved can be concentrated in the
hands of few people. Therefore, it is necessary to make
rural masses aware of human rights and their
democratic and constitutional rights. General masses
are not able to think about human rights and their
citizen rights. In other words, lack of awareness and
illiteracy have become a strong barrier against
institutionalisation of democracy in Nepal.

Itis well-accepted fact that without conscious support
and active involvement of the general masses of
people democracy cannot be developed and even
sustained. We have the evidence of the fact that in
different countries of the world, because of the lack of
awareness among people, people were used and
manipulated by exclusive groups, cliques and
individuals to fulfil their vested interests. Therefore, if
people are not aware of their rights and duties, they
will not be able to enjoy human rights and sustain
democracy.

On the basis of the experiences gained while conducting
the voters awareness programme and in accordance
with recommendation of evaluation study, INSEC is
launching a long-term “Human Rights and Social
Awareness Raising Programme™. At present, this
programme is fixed for one year.

Objectives

The primary objective of the programme is to raise the
level of awareness of rural people regarding human
rights; social, cultural and economic rights as well as
their fundamental rights as guaranteed by the
Constitution of Nepal, together with the ways of
raising their socio-economic consciousness.

Coverage

The programme is covering 25 out of 75 districts of
Nepal which includes each 5 districts from § regious.
The selected districts are comparatively in remote and
difficult areas.

——
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Target Group

The target group of the programume are both literate
and illiterate people. Basically, this programme is
being conducted among' grass-root people. Due
consideration has been given to women and deprived
people.

Programme Implementation

This programme will be implemented in following
ways:

Organising workshop, debates, talkk programmes
and human rights training.

Conducting awareness programme in gr(’
meetings.

Distributing educational materials and human rights
kit to schools, social and service institutions or
organisations.

Displaying posters.

Film show

1 Orientation Training Programme to Field Workers

7-day long orientation programme was organised
or the 30 field staffs regarding human rights and
social awareness raising programme,

Proceedings:

Mr Sushil Pyakurel, Co-ordinator of INSEC, wel-
comed all the participants. Highlighting on the pro-
gramme he made it clear that why this programme j
being launched. 6

Altogether there were 12 national and foreign resource
persons, namely, Dr Clarence J. Dias, International
Centre for Law in Development (ICLD), New York;

Messrs John Scott Murphy, Diplomacy Training
Programme (DTP), University of New-South Wales,
Sydney, Australia; Basudev Dhungana, ex-President
of Nepal Bar Association; Surya P. Shrestha, Chief
Election Commissioner, Nepal; Bharat P. Sharma,
Nepal Environment Conservation Group; Hari Upreti,
Advocate; Prakash Kaphley, Director of INSEC; Sushil
Pyakurel; Co-ordinator of INSEC; Thakur Dhakal
and Shiva Hari Dahal; and Ms Kamala Bhasin, Action
for Development, India and Silu Singh, SUS, Nepal.

14

SRR TR, e, "

P

*










